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Abstract

Human visual perception organizes local cues into coherent global forms us-
ing Gestalt principles such as closure, proximity, and figure—ground assign-
ment—functions that rely on sensitivity to global spatial structure. In this work, we
investigate whether modern vision models exhibit similar perceptual behaviors, and
under what training conditions such behaviors emerge. We first show that Vision
Transformers (ViTs) trained with Masked Autoencoding (MAE) display internal
activation patterns consistent with Gestalt laws, including illusory contour com-
pletion, convexity preference, and dynamic figure—ground segregation. To better
understand the computational basis of this behavior, we hypothesize that modeling
global visual dependencies is a necessary condition for Gestalt-like organization
to arise. To evaluate this capability directly, we introduce the Distorted Spatial
Relationship Testbench (DiSRT)—a benchmark that tests a model’s sensitivity to
global spatial relationship perturbations while preserving local textures. Using
DiSRT, we find that self-supervised models (e.g., MAE, CLIP) outperform super-
vised baselines and, in some cases, even exceed human performance. Interestingly,
ConvNeXt models trained with MAE also exhibit Gestalt-compatible represen-
tations, suggesting that global structure sensitivity can emerge independently of
architectural inductive biases. Yet this capability proves fragile: standard classifica-
tion finetuning substantially degrades a model’s DiSRT performance, indicating
that supervised objectives may suppress global perceptual organization. Inspired by
biological vision, we show that a simple Top-K activation sparsity mechanism can
effectively restore global sensitivity in these models. Altogether, our results identify
the training conditions that promote or suppress Gestalt-compatible perception in
deep models, and establish DiSRT as a principled diagnostic for global perceptual
sensitivity acoss architectures and training objectives.

1 Introduction

Human visual perception is holistic [1,12} 3]]: rather than interpreting scenes as collections of isolated
elements, the brain spontaneously organizes them into coherent structures. This process is governed
by a set of well-established heuristics known as the Gestalt principles—such as closure, proximity,
continuity, and figure-ground organization—which describe how global perceptual structure arises
from the spatial configuration of local cues.

Importantly, these principles depend on the global relationships among visual elements. For example,
perceiving a Kanizsa triangle requires integrating disconnected edge segments into an illusory
shape [4]; identifying a figure in front of a background relies on the comparison of convexity and

Preprint. Under review.


https://arxiv.org/abs/2506.00718v1

border ownership across an extended spatial field [1]. In this sense, Gestalt perception is not merely a
psychological curiosity—it is a behavioral indicator of how the visual system processes long-range
dependencies across space. If a system exhibits Gestalt-like behaviors, it must encode information
that spans beyond local receptive fields, capturing the joint configuration of distributed parts of the
image.

This insight raises a key question in modern computer vision: Do neural networks trained on natural
images also develop Gestalt-like global sensitivities—and if so, under what conditions? While it
has been suggested that Vision Transformers (ViTs), by virtue of self-attention, are well-suited to
modeling long-range dependencies, the empirical evidence for their alignment with Gestalt perception
remains limited. Prior work on “shape bias” and robustness has typically used style transfer or
occlusion-based perturbations, which conflate texture insensitivity with structural understanding.

In this paper, we provide a direct investigation of Gestalt perception in neural networks, using
both classic visual illusions and quantitative benchmarks. We show that ViTs trained with Masked
Autoencoding (MAE) exhibit internal representations aligned with Gestalt laws—e.g., forming
coherent figure-ground separation, grouping elements by continuity and proximity, and preferring
convex figures. We interpret this behavior as evidence that MAE encourages models to develop global
perceptual integration capabilities, not merely through architectural inductive bias, but through the
training objective itself.

To evaluate this hypothesis more systematically, we introduce the Distorted Spatial Relationship
Testbench (DiSRT), a new benchmark that assesses a model’s sensitivity to global structural per-
turbations while preserving local texture statistics. DiSRT isolates long-range visual dependencies
by requiring models (or humans) to detect spatial relationship perturbation generated via texture
synthesis. Through this benchmark, we demonstrate that:

* Self-supervised models like MAE and CLIP dramatically outperform supervised baselines
on DiSRT.

* ConvNets, when trained with MAE, also develop Gestalt-like representations.

» Standard classification finetuning erodes these global sensitivities, but can be partially
recovered through a biologically inspired Top-K activation sparsity mechanism.

Our results suggest that Gestalt perception can emerge naturally in modern vision systems, but is
critically dependent on training objectives that promote global context modeling. These findings
offer a bridge between classic theories of perception and current advances in self-supervised learning,
providing new insights into the development of structured representations in neural networks.

2 Gestalt Perception in Mask Autoencoders

Figure-Ground: The Kanisza Triangles Illusion. The Kanizsa Triangle illusion is a classic
example of how our visual system perceives global structures through the Gestalt principle of closure.
In this illusion, three *pac-man’ shapes are arranged in such a way that the mind perceives an
equilateral triangle, even though no triangle is physically drawn. This illusion highlights the brain’s
ability to integrate local elements into a coherent whole, demonstrating the importance of global
structure in visual perception. However, it’s not been clearly shown before that neural networks
learned with natural image training also can see the Kanisza Illusion. Utilizing ViT models trained
with Mask Autoencoder Objective [5], we demonstrate that certain attention head in the ViT layers
exhibits strong figure ground seperation capability — an ability that requires integrating the local
visual cue into global perception as shown in Figure [I](See caption for details).

Law of Continuity and Proximity. In addition to demonstrating figure-ground separation, our
analysis also reveals that VIT-MAE exhibit perceptual behaviors aligned with other Gestalt principles,
notably Law of Continuity and Law of Proximity. The law of continuity posits that discrete elements
aligned along a continuous line or curve are perceived as related. As shown in the Figure [2| Left,
activations along the contour are much similar in activation regardless whether the pixel contains a
dot or blank background. The entire curve is perceived as a whole rather than discretized composing
dots. The model can also see law of proximity. On the right of Figure[2] when groups of squares
are spatially proximate, the ViT-MAE assigns similar activation values to these proximate objects
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Figure 1: Internal activation of ViT Mask Autoencoder on several illustory countour images. We
project the internal activation of certain attention head to 3 dimension space using PCA and color the
projection with RGB colors. The PCA basis is shared across different images. We can see that (1) the
PCA clearly captures the direction that seperates the figure and the ground. (2) The Kanisza Trinagle
is perceived when the illustory countour is aligned and not seen when the pac-man are not very well
coordinated, demonstrating the ability of MAE trained ViT in Gestalt Perception. Please refer to the
supplementary materials for method used here.
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Figure 2: Other Gestalt Perception Rules learned in ViT-MAE: Law of Continuity and Proximity

(similar PCA projection color). We can see a clear grouping effect where two proximate groups have
different activation values. These two additional laws further hint that ViT trained by MAE strategy
could perceive global structure of the image exceptionally well, aligning with gestalt theory of human
perception.

Law of Convexity. Human psychology experiments suggest that humans prefer convex object as
figure and concave visual stimulus as background [6} [7, 8| [9]. However, whether this is a universal
principle for all vision system or specifically tune to human is not clear. Here, we find that ViT
trained by MAE can also exhibit such convexity preference for figure. We demonstrate this by first
constructing cue-conflict images following similar idea in human psychology study [7,[8] and analyze
the internal activation patterns of ViT-MAE. In Figure[3] a convex and a concave pattern are presented
to the network. The model’s internal representation, summarized by the first principle component
projection the internal activation, is shown on the right of each image. The PCA basis is the share
across all images. The value of the PCA projection (positive and negative) is associated with the
figure ground assignment — as we show in the supplementary that in natural images, figure always
results in negative value of such PCA projection and ground results in positive value. Hence, by
looking at the value of the PCA projection, we can sense how the model perceives the figure-ground
organization visually. Utilizing the PCA values, we see the law of convexity from FlgureEt If we
look at the first row of Figure [3] when a convex and concave cue both present in the image, the
model considers the convex cue (the half face and the man in the center) as figure object (blue color
/ low value of PCA projection) and the concave cue (e.g. the vass) as background (orange color /
high value in PCA projection). This indicates that the VIT-MAE model learns the law of convexity,
aligning with human perception.
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Figure 3: Law of Convexity. Convex and Concave preference for figure ground identification. First
Row: Law of Convexity. The Model prefer the convex shape as the figure in the figure ground
relationship. As shown in the supplementary, blue / negative PCA projection value is associated with
the figure and the the orange / postive value is associated with the ground. The results suggest that
model prefers the convex object as the figure and the concave shape as the background. Second and
Third Row: Adding margins to dynamically manipulate the figure ground relationship. In the first
two columns, adding border won’t change the figure ground relationshp, the convex object still wins.
However, in the third column, adding border would flip the figure ground relationship, indicating that
the model is capable of performing dynamic spatial reasoning integrating global perceptual cues.

Dynamic Spatial Reasoning of Gestalt Principle. Interestingly, we further test the models’
capability to perform spatial reasoning by adding different margins ( second and third row). In the
first and second column, adding margins did not change the figure ground organization, however
in the third column, the figure ground assignmet flips. These interesting results suggest that the
model can reason the figure ground dynamically based on the other parts of the image, indicating an
advanced spatial reasoning capability is learned. Notably, such behavior is consistent with human
perceptual tendencies.

Is Gestalt Perception Exclusive to ViTs? With the popularity of the Vision Transformers in 2020s,
it is natually to think the amazing capability of Gestalt perception of ViT-MAE largely come from
the transformer architecture where the global relationship is modeled via the computational intensive
but powerful self-attention mechanism. However, in this section, we demonstrate that the Gestalt
Rule observed in previous section in ViT-MAE can also be found in convoluitonal neural networks.
This further ponders the question of what contributes to the success of long range visual dependency
modeling.

Due to the limited page size, we briefly show that a convolutional neural network can also exhibit the
Gestalt’s figure-ground organization rule and leave the discussion of the rest of its gestalt perception
behavior in the supplementary. Specifically, we analysize a state-of-the-art convolutional neural
network family — the ConvNeXt-v1 [10] and ConvNeXt-MAE [[11] — by their response to a subset of
PASCAL Challenge Images (1495 samples, see details in supplementary). To clearly see the results,
we gather the internal activation (e.g. an activation tensor of one layer of shape [C, H, W]) of these
models and compute the PCA basis of the C dimensional space. We then take the first principle
component and compute the activation projection to this basis, resulting in [1, H, W] tensor for
projections. This is visualized in Figure [3] as well as plotted as histogram in Figure @ The only
difference in Figure[d]is that we aggregate across all subset of images of PASCAL images resulting
in [N, 1, H, W] tensors, where N indicates the number images we used. We then flatten the resulting
value to [N * H * W, ] and plot them as histgram in Figure 4]

Since PASCAL images has segmentation labels serving as a ground truth for figure-ground sege-
mentation, we utilize this information and label the histogram with their corresponding ground truth
labels. Specifically, the segmentation object is considered figure and the rest is considered as ground.
The results in Figure[d] suggests that (1) our previous finding about figure ground stands on the natural
image setting, i.e. the model is capable of separating figure and ground in its internal activation; (2)
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Figure 4: We compute the first principal component (PC1) over all activation vectors collected from
a fixed layer across the entire set of 1,495 PASCAL VOC images. This shared PCA basis is then
used to project each pixel’s activation onto PC1, yielding a scalar map per image. We label each
pixel as figure or ground using the dataset’s ground-truth segmentation masks and plot the resulting
distribution of PC1 projection values. Both VIT-MAE (left) and ConvNeXt-MAE (right) show clear
separability between figure (blue) and ground (orange) pixels in this shared feature space. This
suggests that these self-supervised models encode figure-ground organization at the representation
level—consistent with the Gestalt principle of figure-ground segregation—even without explicit
supervision or segmentation objectives.

The figure ground perception rule of Gestalt is not exclusive to the ViT architecture as ConNeXt-MAE
also exhibit such figure-ground gestalt separability.

3 From Perception to Computation: Linking Gestalt Organization with
Global Dependency between Visual Elements

The emergence of Gestalt-like behaviors in ViT-MAE models—such as figure-ground separation,
closure, and convexity preference—raises a key question: What computational properties enable
these perceptual capabilities to emerge?

Classic theories of vision, including Marr’s framework, suggest that perceptual organization depends
on integrating local cues into coherent global structures. Gestalt principles like closure or proximity
are not detectable through local filters alone—they require modeling long-range spatial dependencies.
Thus, we hypothesize that Gestalt-like behavior in neural networks arises from a model’s ability to
represent and utilize global structure in their computation.

To investigate this systematically, we introduce the Distorted Spatial Relationship Testbench (DiSRT).
DiSRT evaluates whether a model can distinguish long range spatial relationship distortions while
preserving local visual cues, thereby isolating the model’s sensitivity to spatial configuration. While
DiSRT does not directly test Gestalt laws, it measures a necessary computational condition for them:
the capacity to encode relationships across distant parts of an image.

In the next section, we discuss about the construction of DiSRT benchmark and then show the results
of evaluating a range of models and training objectives on DiSRT.

4 DiSRT Benchmark Construction

Our Distorted Spatial Relationship Testbench (DiSRT) deliberately compares the representation
before and after we apply the global spatial relationship distortion. One could imagine there could be
many global distortion variants of an original image as the joint spatial configuration of local parts
could be arbitrary. To obtain a quantitative measurement of the model’s global spatial relationship
sensitivity, DiSRT formulates the evaluation metrics as the accuracy of an oddity detection task. The
subjects to DiSRT (machine learning models or human) are asked to select a distinct image from a
pool of choices, which consists one original image where the global relationship is intact, and N
global spatial relationship distorted variants of the original image (each of which preserves the local
patterns) . We pick N = 2 for all the DiSRT test as we observe that increases N will not increase the
difficulty of the task.



(a) Examples in DiSRT (b) The process of DiSRT for models

Figure 5: Distorted Spatial Relationship Testbench (DiSRT)
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Figure 6: Mechanism of computing global relationship distorted images. We implement approach
proposed in [12]]. Specifically, we optimize a randomly initialized image (yellow) so that when it
passes through a pretrained VGG network, its intermediate layers’ gram matrix match the targeted
image (blue). This results in preserving the images’ local features but randomizing the global
structures.

Spatial Relationship Distortion via Texture Synthesis Program Texture Synthesis allows for the
generation of images that retain the original texture details while randomizing the global structures.
We utilize [12]] in particular to construct the spatial relationship distorted images for the DiSRT oddity
detection task. We illustrate the process of this texture synthesis in Figure[6] For any given target
image, I, € R(3H0:Wo) (blue boundary image in Figure |6), we want to get I, € R3:H0.Wo) that
possess the same local features but distorted global spatial relationship (as shown in yellow boundary
images on the right). To achieve this, we initialize tensor I; € R(*#0,Wo) ysing value independently
sampled from a isotropic Gaussian distribution and complete the process of I; — Is — I3... — I,
through minimizing the L as Gram Matrix Matching Loss. Specifically,

OLoss 0
o7 :WZHGram(Az(It)) Gram(4;(1;)))?
7 2 1

, where A;(I) € R(C-HuWi) denotes the I-th layers activation tensor from which we destroy
the global spatial information by computing the channel-wise dot products, i.e. Gram(A4;(I;)) €
R(C1,C1)

DiSRT Metric Formulation For each trial in the Distorted Spatial Relationship Testbench (DiSRT),
two spatial relationship distorted versions are generated using distinct random seeds. Each image,
denoted as I;, is then passed through the evaluation network F' to obtain a feature vector F'(I;) from
the final layer. The model identifies the image most dissimilar to the others by calculating the cosine
distance between feature vectors. The procedure for this calculation is as follows:

F(1L;) - F(1)
o g TFILTEG Y (1)




N represent the number of spatial organization distorted images in each traial, in DiSRT it would
be equal to 2. The dissimilar of the image I; to other 2 images is calculated as the average of the
pairwise cosine distance of each two image pairs. Cosine distance of vector u and v is calculated as
Dc(u,v) =1 — Sc(u,v), where Sc(u, v) is the cosine similarity.

Model will select the images a that is the most different from the other two images based on D;:

(@)

o = argmax - *PDs)
i 2 exp(Dj))

4.1 Psychophysical Experiments

Human vision is known to exhibit a strong bias towards perceiving the "gestalt" of the image, i.e.
seeing the global structure by integrating the local cues. To quantify the gap between deep learning
models and the human visual system, we conducted a psychophysical experiment with human subjects.
To align this experiment closely with deep learning evaluations, participants were simply instructed
to select the image they found to be "the most different,"” without receiving any additional hints or
context. To mimic the feedforward processes in deep learning models, we displayed stimulus images
for a limited time, thereby restricting additional reasoning. Furthermore, participants received no
feedback on the correctness of their selections, eliminating the influence of supervised signals.

In each trial, participants were simultaneously presented with three stimulus images for a duration of
800 ms. They then had an additional 1,200 ms, making a total of 2,000 ms, to make their selections.
Any response given after the 2,000-millisecond window was considered invalid. To mitigate the
effects of fatigue, participants were allowed breaks after completing 100 trials, which consisted of
100 sets of images. We accumulated data from 16,800 trials and 32 human subjects to calculate the
overall performance on DiSRT to represent human visual system. The final results, shown in Fig[7}
represent the average performance across all participating human subjects. Further detail and of the
psychophysical experiments and how the experiment is conducted can be found at the supplementary.
The human behavioral study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of the authors’ institution.
Due to the high time cost of the texture synthesis process (100 optimization steps would take above
55s on a single Tesla V100 GPU, which is the time cost for a single image generation). It’s infeasible
to generate a full global-relationship-distorted version of the ImageNetlk training dataset. Therefore,
we use 10-step optimization results to approximate the 100-step optimization result in DiSRT.

5 Results From DiSRT Benchmark

Supervised Learning Models’ Performance As a baseline, we evaluate models trained on
ImageNet-1K with supervised learning signal first. From Figure [/} we can see that most model
perform not as well as human when trained to perform classification. This is not unreasonable
since one can easily perform the classification task by just detecting the presence of local parts
without worrying too much about the global structure of the image. Therefore, the models performed
poorly when asked to discriminate against a global structural perturbation. However, if we compare
within models trained by classification supervision. we can still see a few trends: (1) ViT model
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Figure 7: DiSRT score on Supervised Learning Models.
are not neccessarily more sensitive than the convolutional neural networks on perceiving the global
structural relationship. (2) ViT small is not necessarily worse than the ViT-large or ViT-base model.
(3) Similarly, the lightweight mobilev3 perform better than larger convolutional networks and ViTs,
suggesting that the sequeeze-excitation module may introduce global structural sensitivities, inspiring



further investigation. (4) ConvNext-V1 is not performing too well on the benchmark. However, we
will see a signficant boost in the next section when trained with MAE objective. Additionally, we also
find a method (Activation Top-K) that improves the ConvNeXt-V1’s DiSRT score without explicitly
changing the training method.
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Figure 8: DiSRT score on Self-Supervised Learning Models: Various self-supervise learned ViTs.
Additionally, ConvNeXt-MAE also perform significantly higher than the ConvNeXt-V1 which trained
on ImageNet-1K using ConvNeXt.

Power of Self-Supervise Learning Next, we evaluate various recent models that is trained with Self-
Supervised Learning method with internet-scale dataset. The results of DiSRT score is documented
in Figure [8] Throughout the comparison with various methods including MAE [5]], CLIP [13],
DINOv2 [14], etc, we see that models trained with MAE and CLIP can significantly boost the
performance of DiSRT score. Specifially, we can see that MAE can boost the performance of
various models from under-human level to super-human level. For example, for the latest version of
ConvNeXt, it incorporates MAE-style training in the training and significantly improves its stand on
the DiSRT benchmark.

It is reasonable that the MAE is critical to enhance global relationship modeling, as its job is
to reconstruct the missing part given the global context. For CLIP model on the other hand, is
quite surprising. In [[15], the author suggests that the VLM models doesn’t not display a coherent
compositional understanding, as when they perturb the word order of the image caption, the retrieval
models exhibits bag-of-words like behaviors. However, [[15] only introduce perturbation on the
language side and they didn’t explicitly perturb the image like ours. With our benchmark, we
contribute to further understand the compositional nature of the CLIP training method.

Curse of Classification Finetuning Despite the significant progress made by self-supervised
learning, we see a worrying dip in the DiSRT score when model is finetuned with ImageNet-1K
classification tasks regardless what pretraining method one uses (Figure 0| Left). The light blues are
the pretrianing method with either CLIP, or MAE, whereas the darker blue right next to the light
one is the classification finetuned models. A significant DiSRT performance drop when finetuning
with classification task. This means that the current supervised categorical learning is fundamentally
limited — even pretraining provides good initialization, the objective function keep going into a
shortcut learning case to classify image based not on the global structure, but rather relies on local
textures and bag-of-words modeling.

Top-K Sparsity to the Rescue: Reviving Classification Finetuned Models. In the last section,
we demonstrate that Classification Finetuning would degrade the models’ ability to perceive global
relationships. Here, we propose a simple yet effective way to significantly improve the results.
Following [16]] and [17]] in the neuroscience literature, we apply a Top-K operation to the activation
of neural networks (keep only the top activated neurons 20% and eliminate the weakly activated
neurons at the bottom 80%, see details in the supplementary) and observe an interesting improvement
(from 69.8 to 94.6 DiSRT score) of the model pre-trained with MAE but fine-tuned on ImageNet-22k
and ImageNet-1k (Figure[Q|right). Additionally, we also observe a significant increase in the model
without pre-training (ConvNeXt-V1), from 62.1 DiSRT score to 88.1 DiSRT score when applied
Top-K operation to activation. We refer to the supplementary for the implementation of Top-K and
the parameter setup used to bring up the performance.
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Figure 9: Curse of Classification Finetuning and Top-K Activation Sparsity. Finetuning with
classification consistently decreases the DiSRT score, regardless what pretraining methods used.
Adding Top-K activation constraint would revive the finetuned model to top level DiSRT rankings.

6 Related Works

Deep neural networks (DNNs) have achieved remarkable success in computer vision [18 19, 20L 21,
22,123,241 251126, 127, 28], yet understanding their internal biases remains critical [29} 130,131} 132} 33|
34, 135]]. While early work suggested that DNNs primarily learn shape-based features—supported
by hierarchical visualizations in CNNs [36]—[37] showed that ImageNet-trained models exhibit a
strong bias toward textural local parts. This led to style-transfer-based benchmarks [37, [38]], where
Vision Transformers (ViTs)[39] were found to perform better than CNNSs in terms of shape bias and
robustness to corruption [40]. However, our results show that ViTs exhibit no significant improvement
on our proposed DiSRT benchmark, which directly probes global spatial sensitivities. This challenges
the assumption that ViTs inherently model global relationships better, and highlights the need for
architectural or training innovations to improve true shape-based perception.

7 Discussion & Conclusion

This work provides a systematic investigation into the emergence of Gestalt perception in deep vision
models, particularly those trained via self-supervised learning. Through both qualitative analysis
using classic visual illusions and a novel quantitative benchmark—DiSRT—we demonstrate that
models trained with masked autoencoding (MAE) or CLIP objectives develop strong sensitivity to
global visual structure, enabling perceptual behaviors aligned with Gestalt principles such as closure,
proximity, continuity, and figure—ground organization.

Our findings reveal three central insights: (1) Gestalt-like perception is not exclusive to Vision
Transformers—convolutional models trained with MAE also exhibit similar organization, indicating
the importance of training objectives over architectural priors; (2) Supervised finetuning degrades
global dependency sensitivity, suggesting that standard classification tasks may suppress perceptual
grouping abilities; (3) Top-K activation sparsity can revive these sensitivities, offering a simple,
biologically inspired mechanism to restore structured perception in post-finetuned models.

While our study establishes a link between global structure sensitivity and Gestalt-like behaviors, it
remains correlational rather than causal. Our analysis relies on PCA-based probes and handcrafted
stimuli, which—though insightful—do not capture the full complexity of natural perception. Addi-
tionally, DiSRT evaluates one specific form of global dependency (spatial configuration), and may
not fully represent the diversity of perceptual grouping mechanisms observed in humans.

In summary, by connecting modern deep learning methods to classical theories of perception—such
as Marr’s hierarchical vision model and the Gestalt school—we bridge a gap between computational
and cognitive perspectives. Our benchmark, DiSRT, provides a scalable and architecture-agnostic
tool for probing global perception in neural networks.
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Supplementary Materials

A Intermediate Representation Analysis

To better understand why certain methods provide superior global relationship sensitivities, we
compute the DiSRT score based on the intermediate activation of the model. If one consider the
ViT utilizes attention to integrate global information, a natural way to gain insight of the internal
activation of each layer is to perform DiSRT analysis for the activation of each attention head right
after it integrates global context. We will first start with models trained with supervised learning.
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Figure 10: DiSRT score for the intermediate layer of supervised learning trained ViTs. The ViT-B/L/H
are from the original proposed ViT paper [39] trained on ImageNet-21K dataset [41]. Across the
ViT architecture, attention head is indexed based on its layer number and its original index inside
the layer. Layer boundary is highlighted using blue dash lines, for example the first 12 head in the
ViT-Base belongs to the first layer, therefore there is a blue dash line at the Head Index 12. From the
plot we can see a trend of first increased then decreased global structural sensitivities going from the
early layer to the deeper layers.

A.1 Supervised Learning

In the ViT architecture, we index each attention head sequentially by concatenating all heads across
layers, where the index reflects both the head’s position within its layer and the layer’s depth. In
Figure[I0] we plot the DiSRT score evaluated for each attention head. To indicate layer boundaries,
we insert vertical blue dashed lines—for instance, in ViT-Base, the first 12 heads correspond to the
first transformer layer, hence a dashed line is placed at Head Index 12. From Figure[I0] we can easily
spot the trend of first increase and then decrease of the global structural sensitivities. It is surprising
since from the results itself, it actually knows quite a bit of the global structural sensitivities in the
early layer (almost 100%), however such capability gradually decreases as the layer goes deeper.
Such phenomenon can be observed regardless of the model size (ViT-B/ViT-L/ViT-H). Combining
with the results of the Figure 7 in main text where we showed that supervised learned model is bad at
the global sensitivity test, it ponders the question of why the information was once captured but later
on was "given-up" in the bottom-up process. One potential explanation is that the supervised learning
objective didn’t consider it is very important to keep such information in the final classification task.
This raises further concerns about the way machine understand images as they are not relying on the
global structure of the objects to perform classification, but rather decreasing its sensitivities of them
as layers become more semantic. We can observe similar trend of another more recent supervised
learning method — DeiT v3 [42] where different augmentation and training hyperparameters are
optimized (See[TT).

A.2 Generative Pretraining (MAE) Maintains the Global Structural Awareness across Layers

Next, we test the intermediate layers of MAEs. Surprisingly, we see very little DiSRT degradation
across the bottom-up layers in models trained with MAE as shown in Figure [[2] Comparing
models trained with supervised classification loss (Figure[TT]and Figure[I0), MAE objectives force
the intermediate layers to maintain the global structure information, which explains its superior
performance when its final representation is tested.
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Figure 11: DiSRT score for another supervised learning variant, DeiT v3 [42]. We can observe a
similar trend where the early and the middle layer layers learned to perceive global structure but
gradually lose this information during the bottom-up process.
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Figure 12: DiSRT score for different architectures trained on MAE [5]. We can clearly see a
difference in MAE as it almost steadily maintain the sensitivities to global structure perturbation. We
hypothesize that it is such behavior during the bottom-up phase make it rank the top of the DiSRT
benchmarks.

A.2 Impact of CLIP Pretraining

Since CLIP is also an important method that yields good performance, we investigate how does
the internal DiSRT score evolve across different layers in CLIP trained ViTs. We utilizes models
that are trained on LAION-2B dataset with CLIP method [43] and show the results in Figure [I3]
Although CLIP performs relatively well comparing to the supervised learning benchmark on DiSRT,
it still lose a little bit of global structural sensitivities when going into deeper layers. Given that the
models evaluated upon are trained on LAION-2B dataset while MAE in Figure [I2]are only trained
on ImageNet-scale, it suggests that MAE is much more effective in equipping models with global
structural awareness across the layers.
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Figure 13: DiSRT score for different architectures trained on CLIP with LAION-2B dataset [43]]. It
holds up the global structural sensitivities much better than the supervised learning one but still lose
the capability at the last few layers.
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A.3 DiSRT on DINOvV2 Intermediate Representations

DINOV?2 [[14] is an state-of-the-art pure image based pretraining method. In this section, we want to
understand how well DINOv2 would preserve the global structures across the layers. We can see
from the Figure [T4]that the ability to capture global structure thrives in the intermediate layers, but at
the last few layers of DINOV2, it degrades a little bit. This could explain what we observe in the main
text Figure 8 where DINOvV2 perform significantly worse than MAE and CLIP trained models despite
trained with 142 Million curated dataset. Since DINOv2 has two component — a contrastive learning
objective and a mask image modeling component, one further investigation direction is to see why
combing mask image modeling with contrastive learning hinders the performance of global structural
awareness while apply them seperately (MAE or CLIP) would produce superior results on DiSRT.
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Figure 14: DiSRT score on DINOv?2 architectures.

A.4 Impact of Supervised Finetuning in the Intermediate Layers
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Figure 15: DiSRT score comparison before and after supervised finetuning on ViT-Large CLIP
trained models. The last few layers are impacted.

As illustrated in Figure[T3] supervised finetuning for classification substantially diminishes the model’s
ability to encode global structural information, particularly in the later layers. This degradation
suggests that the discriminative signals introduced during finetuning may overwrite the global
structure-sensitive representations acquired during pretraining. Notably, the DiSRT scores decline
in the upper layers, indicating a loss of long-range dependency processing, which is essential for
Gestalt-aligned perception. This raises the question of what would be a better way to maintain the
global structure awareness in the last few layers during finetuning. This analysis also points out that
the middle layer might not be affected during the supervised fine-tuning.

A.5 Impact of Top-K sparsity in convolutional neural networks

The DiSRT scores for ConvNeXt-MAE, its ImageNet-finetuned variant, and the Top-K enhanced
version reveal a notable trend: supervised finetuning leads to a significant drop in DiSRT scores in
the final layers, indicating a loss of global structure sensitivity. However, when Top-K sparsification
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is applied, this degradation is effectively mitigated, and the final DiSRT score improves substantially,
suggesting that Top-K helps preserve or recover global dependency representation. See results in

Figure[T6]

..................................................................................
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Figure 16: DiSRT score on ConvNeXt-MAE, the ImageNet finetuned variant and Top-K improved
version. The DiSRT score in the last few layers drops significantly in supervised finetuning models
but with Top-K applied, the final DiSRT score can be improved significantly.

B Methodology for Visualizing ViT-MAE Activations (Figure 1 and 2 in Main
Text)

We extract activation maps from ViT-B model trained by MAE objective on ImageNet [5]. Each
activation tensor A € RE*H#*W s flattened across spatial dimensions, standardized, and projected
onto the first 3 principal components. These projections are then visualized using RGB mapping. The
PCA basis is shared across all visualizations to ensure interpretability.

C Interpreting PCA Projection as Figure-Ground Separation (Figure 3 in
Main Text)

We validate that negative PCA projection values correspond to figure regions by analyzing activations
on natural images. In Figure[T7] we demonstrate on natural image that the positive / negative of PCA
projection value projected onto the first PC can be used as an proxy for figure ground assignment.
The value negative indicates the figure or front whereas the positive value indicates the background
assignment.

o 2 4 6 8 10 1

Figure 17: PCA projection value indicating figure and ground assignment. Front is represented by
negative value (blue) while background is represented by positive value (orange)

D Implementation Details for Top-K Activation Sparsity

We define Top-K activation sparsity as:
Atepr = A -1[A > threshold ]

where threshold is the K" top K percentile of A across a single convolution channel. For example,
support we have a specific convolutional channel A. = RA*W (¢ € {1,2,...}), thresholdx =
Rank (Flatten(A,.)) [K]
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D.1 Implementation (PyTorch)

class TopKLayerImplementation(nn.Module) :
def __init__(self, topk=0.1):
super (TopKLayerImplementation, self).__init__()
self.topk=topk

def sparse_hw(self, x, topk, device=’cuda’):
n, ¢, h, w = x.shape
if topk == 1:
return x
x_reshape = x.view(n, c, h * w)
topk_keep_num = int(max(l, topk * h * w))
_, index = torch.topk(x_reshape.abs(), topk_keep_num, dim=2)
mask = torch.zeros_like(x_reshape).scatter_(2, index, 1).to(device)
sparse_x = mask * x_reshape
return sparse_x.view(n, c, h, w)

def forward(self, x):
return self.sparse_hw(x, self.topk)

D.2 TopK configuration

To reproduce the Figure 2 in the main manuscript, one can employ the following TopK configuration:
(1) For convnextv2.fcmae_ft_in22k_inlk_TopK, we apply topK to the layers in the second stage
of the ConvNeXt network. The block number within the second stage and the correponding topK spar-
sity can be found here: {°1’: 0.2, ’2’: 0.25, ’5’: 0.25, ’6’: 0.25, ’23’: 0.3,
’24°: 0.25}, where it follows the format of {block_number : sparsity_enforced}. For
reviving the ConvNext-V1 (i.e. the ConvNeXt-V1-TopK in main manuscript Figure 9 Right), we find
that a simple uniform application of sparsity of 0.2 to all the blocks in the stage 2 would be sufficient.

E Giant models (600M to 1.8B)

We also include models with very large number of parameters for reference. We can observe that it’s
not nessarily that larger models consistently yield superior results. The training method plays a decid-
ing role in DiSRT measurements. For example, the best model is ViT-Huge with only 600 M parame-
ters trained with MAE, while it still performs better than the vit_gigantic_patchl4_clip_224
which is an 1.8 B parameters model with CLIP training method.

DiST Score
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Figure 18: DiSRT score on Giant Models (Range from 600 M to 1.8 B).
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F Broader Impacts and Safeguards

F.1 Positive Use Cases

One promising application of this technology lies in enhancing human-aligned vision models. By
aligning machine perception more closely with human visual understanding, such models can achieve
greater interpretability and robustness, particularly in complex visual environments. Another key
domain is education and scientific visualization, where interpretable and structured visual understand-
ing can aid in teaching abstract concepts, visualizing large datasets, or facilitating interactive learning
tools.

F.2 Potential Risks

Despite these benefits, there are notable risks. One major concern is the potential misuse of such
models in adversarial scene manipulation, where an attacker might exploit a model’s perceptual
heuristics to deceive or mislead. Additionally, in sensitive fields like medical image analysis, overly

rigid or misinterpreted model outputs could lead to diagnostic errors, especially if clinicians rely on
model-generated insights without a thorough understanding of their limitations.

F.3 Safeguards
We limit data release to PASCAL VOC and ImageNet subsets under their respective licenses.

G Dataset Licensing and Attribution

G.1 ImageNet and PASCAL VOC

* ImageNet: Licensed under ImageNet terms (http://image-net.org/download)
* PASCAL VOC: CC BY 4.0 license

G.2 Codebase
* Based on PyTorch and timm library (Apache 2.0 License)

H Psychophysical Experiment Detail

Last for 300ms Last for 800ms

ﬁ Subject press the next question button @

Extra 1200ms for selection

Figure 19: Standard trial in the psychophysical experiment. Image in the red box is the correct
answer.

Psychophysical experiments are conducted using a front-end web application developed in JavaScript.
Subjects are instructed to "Find the image that is different from the other two" and can select their
answers using keys ‘17, ‘2’, or ‘3’. After making a selection, subjects press the spacebar to proceed
to the next question.
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Figure 20: Catch trial in the psychophysical experiment. Image in the red box is the correct answer

The trial procedure is illustrated in Fig[T9] A set of images appears on the screen after a 300 ms
delay and remains visible for 800 ms. In a standard trial, two shape-distorted images and one original
image are presented; the correct answer is the original image. Following the 800 ms display period,
the images vanish, and subjects have an additional 1200 ms to make their selection, totaling 2 s for
decision-making. If no selection is made within this time, the trial is marked as a timeout, and the
response is considered invalid. Subjects are given the opportunity to take a break after every 100
images. To prevent the supervision signal, no feedback on answer correctness is provided during the
test.

To mitigate the risk of the "oddity pop-out" test devolving into a mere "detection task"—where
subjects might focus solely on identifying the original image rather than the one that differs—we
incorporate extra catch trials into the experiments, as illustrated in Fig[20}

One catch trial is presented after every 10 standard trials. In each catch trial, two "original images"
are displayed: one is a mirrored version of the other, accompanied by a shape-distorted image. It
is important to note that there is no overlap between the images used in catch trials and those used
in standard trials. In these catch trials, the correct answer is actually the shape-distorted image.
The rationale for incorporating such catch trials is to compel subjects to focus on identifying the
"different” image rather than the "original" one, thereby aligning the task more closely with how deep
learning models behave during DiST evaluation. Results from the catch trials are not included in the
final performance metric.
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