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Abstract

Transformer’s recent integration into style transfer leverages
its proficiency in establishing long-range dependencies, al-
beit at the expense of attenuated local modeling. This paper
introduces Strips Window Attention Transformer (S2WAT), a
novel hierarchical vision transformer designed for style trans-
fer. S2WAT employs attention computation in diverse win-
dow shapes to capture both short- and long-range dependen-
cies. The merged dependencies utilize the “Attn Merge” strat-
egy, which adaptively determines spatial weights based on
their relevance to the target. Extensive experiments on repre-
sentative datasets show the proposed method’s effectiveness
compared to state-of-the-art (SOTA) transformer-based and
other approaches. The code and pre-trained models are avail-
able at https://github.com/AlienZhang1996/S2WAT.

Introduction
Background. Image style transfer imparts artistic character-
istics from a style image to a content image, evolving from
traditional (Efros and Freeman 2001) to iterative (Gatys,
Ecker, and Bethge 2015, 2016) and feed-forward meth-
ods (Johnson, Alahi, and Fei-Fei 2016; Chen et al. 2017).
Handling multiple styles concurrently remains a challenge,
addressed by Universal Style Transfer (UST) (Park and Lee
2019; Kong et al. 2023; Li et al. 2022). This sparks innova-
tive approaches like attention mechanisms for feature styl-
ization (Yao et al. 2019; Deng et al. 2020; Chen et al. 2021),
the Flow-based method (An et al. 2021) for content leakage,
and Stable Diffusion Models (SDM) for creative outcomes
(Zhang et al. 2023). New neural architectures, notably the
transformer, show remarkable potential. (Deng et al. 2022)
introduces StyTr2, leveraging transformers for SOTA perfor-
mance. However, StyTr2’s encoder risks losing information
due to one-time downsampling, impacting local details with
global MSA (multi-head self-attention).

Challenge. To enhance the transformer’s local modeling
capability, recent advancements propose the use of window-
based attention computation, exemplified by hierarchical
structures like Swin-Transformer (Liu et al. 2021). However,
applying window-based transformers directly for feature ex-
traction in style transfer can lead to grid-like patterns, as de-
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(a) Content (b) Style (c) Encoder - Swin (d) Encoder - S2WAT

Figure 1: Illustration for locality problem. (c) Results of the
Swin-based model. (d) Results from our S2WAT.

picted in Fig. 1 (c). This arises due to the localized nature of
window attention, termed the locality problem. While win-
dow shift can capture long-range dependencies (Liu et al.
2021), it necessitates deep layer stacks, introducing substan-
tial model complexity for style transfer, particularly with
high-resolution samples.

Motivation and Technical Novelty.Diverging from cur-
rent transformer-based approaches, we introduce a novel
hierarchical transformer framework for image style trans-
fer, referred to as S2WAT (Strips Window Attention
Transformer). This structure meticulously captures both lo-
cal and global feature extraction, inheriting the efficiency
of window-based attention. In detail, we introduce a dis-
tinct attention mechanism (Strips Window Attention, SpW
Attention) that amalgamates outputs from multiple win-
dow attentions of varying shapes. These diverse window
shapes enhance the equilibrium between modeling short-
and long-range dependencies, and their integration is facili-
tated through our devised “Attn Merge” technique.

In this paper, we formulate the SpW Attention in a simple
while effective compound mode, which encompasses three
window types: horizontal strip-like, vertical strip-like, and
square windows. The attention computations derived from
strip windows emphasize long-range modeling for extract-
ing non-local features, while the square window attention fo-
cuses on short-range modeling for capturing local features.

Furthermore, the “Attn Merge” method combines atten-
tion outputs from various windows by computing spatial
correlations between them and the input. These calculated
correlation scores serve as merging weights. In contrast to
static merge strategies like summation and concatenation,
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“Attn Merge” dynamically determines the significance of
different window attentions, thus enhancing transfer effect.

Contributions. Extensive quantitative and qualitative ex-
periments are conducted to prove the effectiveness of the
proposed framework, including a large-scale user study. The
main contributions of our work include:
• We introduce a pioneering image style transfer frame-

work, S2WAT, founded on a hierarchical transformer.
This framework adeptly undertakes both short- and long-
range modeling concurrently, effectively mitigating the
challenge of locality issues.

• We devise a novel attention computation within the trans-
former for style transfer, termed SpW Attention. This
mechanism intelligently merges outputs from diverse
window attentions using the “Attn Merge” approach.

• We extensively evaluate our proposed S2WAT on well-
established public datasets, demonstrating its state-of-
the-art performance for the style transfer task.

Related Work
Image Style Transfer. Style transfer methods can fall
into single-style (Ulyanov, Vedaldi, and Lempitsky 2016),
multiple-style (Chen et al. 2017), and arbitrary-style
(UST) (Zhang et al. 2022; Kong et al. 2023; Ma et al. 2023)
categories based on their generalization capabilities. Besides
models based on CNNs, recent works include Flow-based
ArtFlow (An et al. 2021), transformer-based StyTr2 (Deng
et al. 2022), and SDM-based InST (Zhang et al. 2023).
ArtFlow, with Projection Flow Networks (PFN), achieves
content-unbiased results, while IEST (Chen et al. 2021)
and CAST (Zhang et al. 2022) use contrastive learning for
appealing effects. InST achieves creativity through SDM.
Models like (Wu et al. 2021b; Zhu et al. 2023; Hong et al.
2023) use transformers to fuse image features, and (Liu et al.
2022; Bai et al. 2023) encode text prompts for text-driven
style transfer. StyTr2 leverages transformers as the backbone
for pleasing outcomes. Yet, hierarchical transformers remain
unexplored in style transfer.
Hierarchical Vison Transformer. Lately, there has been a
resurgence of interest in hierarchical architectures within the
realm of transformers. Examples include LeViT (Graham
et al. 2021) & CvT (Wu et al. 2021a), which employ global
MSA; PVT (Wang et al. 2021) & MViT (Fan et al. 2021),
which compress the resolution of K & V. However, in these
approaches, local information is not adequately modeled.
While Swin effectively captures local information through
shifted windows, it still gives rise to the locality problem
when applied to style transfer (see Fig. 1). Intuitive attempts,
such as inserting global MSA (see Section Pre-Analysis) or
introducing Mix-FFN (Xie et al. 2021) by convolutions (see
appendix), are powerless for locality problem. In the context
of style transfer, a promising avenue involves advancing fur-
ther with a new transformer architecture that encompasses
both short- and long-range dependency awareness and pos-
sesses the capability to mitigate the locality problem.
Differences with Other Methods While the attention
mechanism in certain prior methods may share similarities
with the proposed SpW Attention, several key distinctions

Content Style 7-7-7 7-7-(7-224) 7-7-224 S2WAT

(a) location of global MSA

(b) window size
Content Style 7-7-7 7-7-4 7-7-14 S2WAT

Figure 2: Results of the Swin-based encoder experiments.
7-7-7 means the Swin used has 3 stages (each stage with 2
layers) and 7 is the window size of each layer. 7-7-(7-224)
denotes the window size of the last layer in the last stage
is 224 which represents global MSA. (a) Results of experi-
ments inserting global MSA in certain layers. (b) Results of
experiments changing the window size.

exist. 1) The fusion strategy stands out: our proposed “Attn
Merge” demonstrates remarkable superiority in image style
transfer. 2) In our approach, all three window shapes shift
based on the computation point, and their sizes dynamically
adapt to variations in input sizes. Detailed differentiations
from previous methods, such as CSWin, Longformer, and
iLAT have been outlined in the Appendix.

Pre-Analysis
Our preliminary analysis aims to unveil the underlying
causes of grid-like outcomes (locality problem) that arise
when directly employing Swin for style transfer. Our hy-
pothesis points towards the localized nature of window at-
tention as the primary factor. To validate this hypothesis,
we undertake experiments across four distinct facets as dis-
cussed in this Section. The details of the models tested in
this part can be found in Appendix.

Global MSA for Locality Problem

The locality problem should be relieved or excluded when
applying global MSA instead of window or shifted window
attention, if the locality of window attention is the culprit.
In the Swin-based encoder, we substitute the last one or two
window attentions with global MSA, configuring the win-
dow size for target layers at 224 (matching input resolution).
Fig. 2 (a) presents the experiment results, highlighting grid-
like textures at a window size of 7 (column 3) and block-like
formations when the last window attention is swapped with
global MSA (column 4). While replacing the last two win-
dow attentions with global MSA effectively alleviates grid-
like textures, complete exclusion remains a challenge. This
series of experiments substantiates that the locality problem
indeed stems from the characteristics of window attention.



(c) feature maps
Content Style Feature Maps Stylized

Figure 3: The last feature maps from Swin-based encoder.

(d) attention maps

Content Style Stylized

h1 h2 h3 h4 h5 h6 h7 h8
A.M.

S.M.of p1 (L.T.)

S.M.of p2 (R.T.)

S.M.of p3 (L.D.)

S.M.of p4 (R.D.)

S.M.of p5 (C.)

Figure 4: Attention maps (row 1) and similarity maps (rows
2-6) of the five points. Attention and similarity maps differ in
shape. They are scaled for easy observation. And hi denotes
i-th attention head. S/A.M. is short for “similarity/attention
maps” and L/R/T/D/C for “left/right/top/down/center”.

Influence of Window Size for Locality Problem
The window size in window attention, akin to the recep-
tive field in CNN, delineates the computational scope. To
examine the impact of window size, assuming the locality
of window attention causes the locality problem, we inves-
tigate three scenarios: window sizes of 4, 7, and 14 for the
last stage. The outcomes of these experiments are depicted
in Fig. 2 (b). Notably, relatively small blocks emerge with
a window size of 4 (column 4), while a shifted window’s
rough outline materializes with a window size of 14 (col-
umn 5). This series of experiments underscores the pivotal
role of window size in the locality problem.

Locality Phenomenon in Feature Maps
In previous parts, we discuss the changes in external factors,
and we will give a shot at internal factors in the following
parts. Since the basis of the transformer-based transfer mod-
ule is the similarity between content and style features, the
content features should leave clues if the stylized images are
grid-like. For this reason, we check out all the feature maps
from the last layer of the encoder and list some of them (see
Fig. 3), which are convincing evidence to prove that features
from window attention have strongly localized.

Locality Phenomenon in Attention Maps
To highlight the adverse impact of content feature local-
ity on stylization, we analyze attention maps from the first
inter-attention (Cheng, Dong, and Lapata 2016) in the trans-
fer module (see Fig. 4). Five points, representing corners
(p1: top-left in red, p2: top-right in green, p3: bottom-left
in blue, p4: bottom-right in black), and the central point (p5:
white) are selected from style features to gauge their similar-
ity with content features. These points, extracted from spe-
cific columns of attention maps and reshaped into squares,

mirror content feature shapes. The similarity map of p1 re-
veals pronounced responses aligned with red blocks in the
stylized image. Conversely, p2, p3, and p5 exhibit robust re-
sponses in areas devoid of red blocks. As for p4’s similarity
map, responses are distributed widely. These outcomes un-
derline the propagation of window attention’s locality from
content features within the encoder to the attention maps
of the transfer module. This influence significantly disrupts
the stylization process, ultimately culminating in the locality
problem. To address this issue, we present the SpW Atten-
tion and S2WAT solutions.

Method
Fig. 5 (c) presents the workflow of proposed S2WAT.

Strips Window Attention

As illustrated in Fig. 5 (b), SpW Attention comprises two
distinct phases: a window attention phase and a fusion phase.
Window Attention. Assuming input features possess a
shape of C × H × W and n denotes the strip width, the
first phase involves three distinct window attentions: a hor-
izontal strip-like window attention with a window size of
n × W , a vertical strip-like window attention with a win-
dow size of H × n, and a square window attention with a
window size of M × M (where M = 2n). A single strip-
like window attention captures local information along one
axis while accounting for long-range dependencies along
the other. In contrast, the square window attention focuses
on the surrounding information. Combining the outputs of
these window attentions results in outputs that consider both
local information and long-range dependencies. Illustrated
in Fig. 6, the merged approach gathers information from a
broader range of targets, striking a favorable balance be-
tween computational complexity and the ability to sense
global information.

In computing square window attention, we follow (Liu
et al. 2021) to include relative position bias B ∈ RM2×M2

to each head in computing the attention map, as

W-MSAM×M (Q,K, V ) = Softmax(
QKT

√
d

+B)V, (1)

where Q,K, V ∈ RM2×d are the query, key, and value ma-
trices; d is the dimension of query/key, M2 is the number
of patches in the window, and W-MSAM×M denotes multi-
head self-attention using window in shape of M × M . We
exclusively apply relative position bias to square window at-
tention, as introducing it to strip-like window attention did
not yield discernible enhancements.
Attn Merge. Following the completion of the window at-
tention phase, a fusion module named “Attn Merge” is en-
gaged to consolidate the outcomes with the inputs. Illus-
trated in Fig. 7, “Attn Merge” comprises three core steps:
first, tensor stacking; second, similarity computation be-
tween the first tensor and the rest at every spatial location;
third, weighted summation based on similarity. The compu-
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Figure 5: Overall pipeline of the proposed S2WAT. Given a content image Ic and a style image Is, the encoder produces
corresponding features fc and fs. These features undergo style transfer from fs to fc within the transfer module, yielding
stylized features fcs. Subsequently, stylized features are decoded in the decoder to generate the stylized image Ics.

A patchA patch taken into attentionThe patch that is computing

Square Window Horizontal S.W. Vertical S.W.

+ +
Merge

Figure 6: Receptive field of Strips Window Attention. Sin-
gle strip-like window attention or square window attention
can only glean information from limited targets in the im-
age, while the merged one enlarges the receptive region to
multiple directions. S.W. denotes “strip window”.

tational efficiency of “Attn Merge” is noteworthy, as

Y = Stack(x, a, b, c), Y ∈ Rn×4×d,

x′ = Unsqueeze(x), x ∈ Rn×1×d,

Z = x′Y TY, Z ∈ Rn×1×d,

z = Squeeze(Z), z ∈ Rn×d,

(2)

where x, a, b, c ∈ Rn×d are input tensors and z is the out-
puts; Stack denotes the operation to collect tensors in a new
dimension and Unsqueeze /Squeeze represents the opera-
tion to add or subtract a dimension of tensor.
Strips Window Attention Block. We now provide an
overview of the comprehensive workflow of the SpW Atten-
tion block. The structure of the SpW Attention block mirrors
that of a standard transformer block, except for the substitu-
tion of MSA with a SpW Attention (SpW-MSA) module.
As depicted in Fig. 5 (b), a SpW Attention block comprises
a SpW-MSA module, succeeded by a two-layer MLP featur-

Stack Sequence
...

Dot Product

a b c d

Softmax

a x b x+ c x+ b x+
Weighted Sum

...

......

Inputs of SpW A.
Outputs of W.A. (H x n)

Outputs of W.A. (n x W)
Outputs of W.A. (2n x 2n)

Output

Figure 7: Workflow of “Attn Merge”. W./A. denotes “Win-
dow/Attention”.

ing GLUE as the non-linear activation in between. Preceding
each SpW-MSA module and MLP, a LayerNorm (LN) oper-
ation is applied, and a residual connection is integrated after
each module. The computation process of a SpW Attention
block unfolds as follows:

ẑln×W = W-MSAn×W (LN(zl−1)),

ẑlH×n = W-MSAH×n(LN(zl−1)),

ẑl2n×2n = W-MSA2n×2n(LN(zl−1)),

z̃l = A(LN(zl−1), ẑln×W , ẑlH×n, ẑ
l
2n×2n) + zl−1,

zl = MLP(LN(ẑl)) + z̃l,

(3)

where “A” means “Attn Merge”, zl , z̃l and ẑl denote the
outputs of MLP, “Attn Merge”, and W-MSA for block l,
respectively; W-MSAn×m denotes multi-head self-attention
using window in shape of n×m. As shown in (3), the SpW
Attention block primarily consists of two parts: SpW Atten-



tion (comprising W-MSA and “Attn Merge”) and an MLP.
Computational Complexity. To make the cost of computa-
tion in SpW Attention clear, we compare the computational
complexity of MSA, W-MSA, and the proposed SpW-MSA.
Supposing the window size of W-MSA and the strip width
of SpW-MSA are equal to M and C is the dimension of
inputs, the computational complexity of a global MSA, a
square window based one, and a Strips Window based one
on an image of h× w patches are:

Ω(MSA) = 2(wh)2C + 4whC2, (4)

Ω(W - MSA) = 2M2whC + 4whC2, (5)

Ω(SpW - MSA) = 2M(w2h+ wh2 + 4Mwh)C+

12whC2 + 8whC. (6)

As shown in Eqs. (4)-(6), MSA is quadratic to the patch
number hw, and W-MSA is linear when M is fixed. And
the proposed SpW-MSA is something in the middle.

Overall Architecture
In contrast to StyTr2 (Deng et al. 2022), which employs sep-
arate encoders for different input domains, we adhere to the
conventional encoder-transfer-decoder design of UST. This
architecture encodes content and style images using a single
encoder. An overview is depicted in Fig. 5.
Encoder. Like Swin, S2WAT’s encoder initially divides con-
tent and style images into non-overlapping patches using a
patch partition module. These patches serve as “tokens” in
transformers. We configure the patch size as 2× 2, resulting
in patch dimensions of 2×2×3 = 12. Subsequently, a linear
embedding layer transforms the patches into a user-defined
dimension (C).

After embedding, the patches proceed through a series of
consecutive SpW Attention blocks, nestled between padding
and un-padding operations. Patches are padded to achieve
divisibility by twice the strip width and cropped (un-padded)
after SpW Attention blocks, preserving the patch count. No-
tably, patch padding employs reflection to mitigate poten-
tial light-edge artifacts that can arise when using constant
0 padding. These SpW Attention blocks uphold the patch
count (H2 × W

2 ) and, in conjunction with the patch em-
bedding layer and padding/un-padding operations, consti-
tute “Stage 1”.

To achieve multi-scale features, gradual reduction of the
patch count is necessary as the network deepens. Swin in-
troduces a patch merging layer as a down-sample module,
extracting elements with a two-step interval along the hori-
zontal and vertical axes. By concatenating 2 × 2 groups of
these features in the channel dimension and reducing chan-
nels from 4C to 2C through linear projection, a 2x down-
sampling result is obtained. Subsequent application of SpW
Attention blocks, flanked by padding and un-padding oper-
ations, transforms the features while preserving a resolution
of H

4 × W
4 . This combined process is designated as “Stage

2”. This sequence is reiterated for “Stage 3”, yielding an out-
put resolution of H

8 × W
8 . Consequently, the encoder’s hier-

archical features in S2WAT can readily be employed with
techniques like FPN or U-Net.

Transfer Module. A multi-layer transformer decoder re-
places the transfer module, similar to StyTr2 (Deng et al.
2022). In our implementation, we maintain a close resem-
blance to the original transformer decoder (Vaswani et al.
2017), with two key distinctions from StyTr2: a) The initial
attention module of each transformer decoder layer is MSA,
whereas StyTr2 employs MHA (multi-head attention); b)
LayerNorm precedes the attention module and MLP, rather
than following them. The structure is presented in Fig. 5 (e)
and more details can be found in codes.
Decoder. In line with prior research (Huang and Belongie
2017; Park and Lee 2019; Deng et al. 2021), we utilize a
mirrored VGG for decoding stylized features. Detailed im-
plements are available in codes.

Network Optimization
Similar to (Huang and Belongie 2017), we formulate two
distinct perceptual losses for gauging the content dissimilar-
ity between stylized images Ics and content images Ic, along
with the style dissimilarity between stylized images Ics and
style images Is. The content perceptual loss is defined as:

Lcontent =
∑
l∈C

∥ϕl(Ics)− ϕl(Ic)∥2, (7)

where the overline denotes mean-variance channel-wise nor-
malization; ϕl(·) represents extracting features of layer l
from a pre-trained VGG19 model; C is a set consisting of
relu4 1 and relu5 1 in the VGG19. The style perceptual
loss is defined as:

Lstyle =
∑
l∈S

∥µ(ϕl(Ics))− µ(ϕl(Is))∥2

+ ∥σ(ϕl(Ics))− σ(ϕl(Is))∥2,
(8)

where µ(·) and σ(·) denote mean and variance of features,
respectively; and S is a set consisting of relu2 1, relu3 1,
relu4 1 and relu5 1 in the VGG19.

We also adopt identity losses (Park and Lee 2019) to fur-
ther maintain the structure of the content image and the style
characteristics of the style image. The two different identity
losses are defined as:

Lid1 = ∥Icc − Ic∥2 + ∥Iss − Is∥2, (9)
Lid2 =

∑
l∈N ∥ϕl(Icc)− ϕl(Ic)∥2 + ∥ϕl(Iss)− ϕl(Is)∥2, (10)

where Icc (or Iss) denotes the output image stylized from
two same content (or style) images and N is a set consisting
of relu2 1, relu3 1, relu4 1 and relu5 1 in the VGG19. Fi-
nally, our network is trained by minimizing the loss function
defined as:

Ltotal = λcLcontent + λsLstyle + λid1Lid1 + λid2Lid2 , (11)

where λc, λs, λid1, and λid2 are the weights of different
losses. We set the weights to 2, 3, 50, and 1, relieving the
impact of magnitude differences.

Experiments
MS-COCO (Lin et al. 2014) and WikiArt (Phillips and
Mackintosh 2011) are used as the content dataset and the
style dataset respectively. Other implementation details are
available in Appendix and codes.
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Figure 8: Visual comparison of the results from SOTA methods and visualization of content leak. A.F. denotes “ArtFlow”.

Style Transfer Results
In this Section, we compare the results between the proposed
S2WAT and previous SOTAs, including AdaIN (Huang and
Belongie 2017), WCT (Li et al. 2017), SANet (Park and Lee
2019), MCC (Deng et al. 2021), ArtFlow (An et al. 2021),
IEST (Chen et al. 2021), CAST (Zhang et al. 2022), StyTr2
(Deng et al. 2022) and InST (Zhang et al. 2023).
Qualitative Comparison. In Fig. 8 (a), we present vi-
sual outcomes of the compared algorithms. AdaIN, relying
on mean and variance alignment, fails to capture intricate
style patterns. While WCT achieves multi-level stylization,
it compromises content details. SANet, leveraging attention
mechanisms, enhances style capture but may sacrifice con-
tent details. MCC, lacking non-linear operations, faces over-
flow issues. Flow-based ArtFlow produces content-unbiased
outcomes but may exhibit undesired patterns at borders.
CAST retains content structure through contrastive meth-
ods but may compromise style. InST’s diffusion models
yield creative results but occasionally sacrifice consistency.
StyTr2 and proposed S2WAT strike a superior balance, with
S2WAT excelling in preserving content details (e.g., num-
bers on the train, the woman’s glossy lips, and letters on
billboards), as highlighted in dashed boxes in Fig. 8 (a). Ad-
ditional results are available in the Appendix.
Quantitative Comparison. In this section, we follow a
methodology akin to (Huang and Belongie 2017; An et al.
2021; Deng et al. 2022) utilizing losses as indirect metrics.
Style, content, and identity losses serve as metrics, evalu-
ating style quality, content quality, and input information
retention, respectively. Additionally, inspired by (An et al.
2021), the Structural Similarity Index (SSIM) is included to

gauge structure preservation. As shown in Table 1, S2WAT
achieves the lowest content and identity losses, while SANet
exhibits the lowest style loss. StyTr2 and S2WAT show com-
parable loss performance, emphasizing style and content, re-
spectively. Due to its content-unbiased nature, ArtFlow reg-
isters identity losses of 0, signaling an unbiased approach.
While ArtFlow is unbiased, S2WAT outperforms it in style
and SSIM. S2WAT attains the highest SSIM, indicating su-
perior content structure retention. It excels in preserving
both content input structures and artistic style characteris-
tics simultaneously.

Content Leak

Content leak problem occur when applying the same style
image to a content image repeatedly, especially if the model
struggles to preserve content details impeccably. Following
(An et al. 2021; Deng et al. 2022), We investigate content
leakage in the stylization process, focusing on S2WAT and
comparing it to ArtFlow, StyTr2, CNN-based, and SDM-
based methods. Our experiments, detailed in Fig. 8 (b), re-
veal S2WAT and StyTr2, both transformer-based, exhibit
minimal content detail loss over 20 iterations, surpassing
CNN and SDM methods known for noticeable blurriness.
While CAST alleviates content leak partially, the stylized
effect remains suboptimal. In summary, S2WAT effectively
mitigates the content leak issue.

InST occasionally underperforms, especially when con-
tent and style input styles differ significantly, potentially due
to overfitting in the Textual Inversion module during single-
image training. More details are available in the Appendix.



Method Ours InST StyTr2 CAST IEST ArtFlow-AdaIN ArtFlow-WCT MCC SANet WCT AdaIN
Content Loss ↓ 1.661.661.66 3.73 1.83 2.07 1.81 1.93 1.73 1.92 2.16 2.56 1.71

Style Loss ↓ 1.74 29.98 1.52 4.33 2.72 1.90 1.89 1.70 1.111.111.11 2.23 3.50
Identity Loss 1 ↓ 0.160.160.16 0.71 0.26 1.94 0.91 0.00 0.00 1.07 0.81 3.01 2.54
Identity Loss 2 ↓ 1.381.381.38 134.23 3.10 18.72 7.16 0.00 0.00 7.72 6.03 21.88 17.97

SSIM ↑ 0.6510.6510.651 0.401 0.605 0.619 0.551 0.578 0.612 0.578 0.448 0.364 0.539

Table 1: Quantitative evaluation results of different style transfer methods. The losses above are average values from 400 random
samples, while SSIMs are computed average from 100 pieces. For a fair comparison, we take relu1 1 into consideration in
computing style loss and identity loss 2 while not in the training of S2WAT. The optimal results are highlighted in bold, the
second-best results are underlined, and instances with a value of 0 are derived from unbiased methods.

Content Style Attn Merge Sum Concat

Figure 9: Visual comparisons when utilizing different fusion
strategies for attention outputs from multiple windows.

Ablation Study
Attn Merge. In order to showcase the effectiveness and su-
periority of “Attn Merge”, we undertake experiments where
“Attn Merge” is replaced by fusion strategies such as the
concatenation operation (as employed by CSWin) or the sum
operation. The outcomes are depicted in Fig. 9. Stylized im-
ages generated using the sum operation are extensively cor-
rupted, indicating a failure in model optimization. On the
other hand, outputs obtained through concatenation relin-
quish a substantial portion of information from input im-
ages, particularly the style images. An intuitive rationale for
this phenomenon lies in the optimization challenges posed
by straightforward fusion operations. Comprehensive expla-
nations are available in the Appendix. The proposed “Attn
Merge”, however, facilitates smooth information transmis-
sion, allowing the model to undergo normal training.
Strips Window. To verify the demand to fuse outputs from
window attention of various sizes, we carry out experiments
employing window attention with distinct window sizes in-
dependently. As illustrated in Fig. 10, the utilization of hor-
izontal or vertical strip-like windows in isolation yields cor-
responding patterns. Applying square windows alone results
in grid-like patterns. However, the incorporation of “Attn
Merge” to fuse outcomes leads to pleasing stylized images,
surpassing the results obtained solely from window atten-
tion. Further details regarding the ablation study for Swin
and Swin with Mix-FFN can be found in the Appendix.

User Study
In comparing virtual stylization effects between S2WAT
and the aforementioned SOTAs like StyTr2, ArtFlow, MCC,
and SANet, user studies were conducted. Using a widely-
employed online questionnaire platform, we created a

Content Style Attn Merge Horizontal Vertical Square

Figure 10: Visual comparisons for the ablation study when
employing different window attention mechanisms.

Method Ours StyTr2 ArtFlow MCC SANet
Percent(%) 25.425.425.4 23.6 13.3 19.4 18.3

Table 2: Percentage of votes in the user study.

dataset comprising 528 stylized images from 24 content im-
ages and 22 style images. Participants, briefed on image
style transfer and provided with evaluation criteria, assessed
31 randomly selected content and style combinations. Cri-
teria emphasized preserving content details and embody-
ing artistic attributes. With 3002 valid votes from 72 par-
ticipants representing diverse backgrounds, including high
school students and professionals in computer science, art,
and photography, our method achieved a marginal victory in
the user study, as reflected in Table 2. Additional details in-
cluding an example questionnaire page can be found in the
Appendix.

Conclusion
In this paper, we introduce S2WAT, a pioneering image style
transfer framework founded upon a hierarchical vision trans-
former architecture. S2WAT’s prowess lies in its capacity to
simultaneously capture local and global information through
SpW Attention. The SpW Attention mechanism, featuring
diverse window attention shapes, ensures an optimal equi-
librium between short- and long-range dependency model-
ing, further enhanced by our proprietary “Attn Merge”. This
adaptive merging technique efficiently gauges the signifi-
cance of various window attentions based on target similar-
ity. Furthermore, S2WAT mitigates the content leak predica-
ment, yielding stylized images endowed with vibrant style
attributes and intricate content intricacies.
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Supplementary Material (Appendix)

Net Architecture
Encoder. The default dimension of the different stages in
the encoder is 192, 384, and 768. The default strip width
of the three stages is set to 2, 4, and 7. And the number of
attention heads in the three stages is 3, 6, and 12.
Transfer Module. The default dimension of the Transfer
Module is 768 and the default number of attention heads is
8. And the default number of layers is three.
Decoder. The decoder upscales the stylized features gradu-
ally, with the number of channels declining from 768 to 256
to 128 to 64, and finally downgrading the number of chan-
nels to 3. As shown in Fig. 11, given the stylized features
in shape of WH

64 × C, the patch reverse layer will reshape it
to C × H

8 × W
8 . Considering a Padding, a Conv3×3, and

a ReLU as a basic processing unit (denotes as PCR), the
mirrored VGG upsamples the features in three stages. Stage
one adopts a series of operations as PCR+Upsample×2+
3×PCR while stages two and three take the same structure
but subtract the last two PCR. Each stage upsamples fea-
tures but subtracts channels. Finally, the features in shape of
C

′×H×W will be processed by a Padding and a Conv3×3

to reduce the channels to 3. Then comes the output image.

Differences from other methods
CSWin. In CSwin (Dong et al. 2022), the strip-like window
attention is used, while the fusion strategy is only concate-
nation which can not work in style transfer. Its shortcoming
is described in the Section Experiments (First part) of Ap-
pendix. The necessity of the combination of multiple-shape
window attentions and attn merge is also proved in the abla-
tion study in main paper.
Longformer and iLAT. First, the fusion strategies for at-
tention in Longformer (Beltagy, Peters, and Cohan 2020)
and iLAT (Cao et al. 2021) differ from our “Attn Merge”.
Second, their attention computation manners are also vary-
ing from ours. In Longformer, the global information is
computed only from “pre-selected input locations”, while in
SpW attention, each pixel can adaptively capture the infor-
mation from both global (strip window) and local (square
window) locations. Moreover, To achieve autoregressive
generation, the attention of iLAT is limited in a fixed region
(for the paper example 3x3+t[s]) and computes the strip-like
global information with a mask. In contrast, SpW does not
constrain the fixed regions to calculate attention, and mask
information is not required.

Model Details in Pre-Analysis
The models tested in Pre-Analysis of main paper adopt the
encoder-transfer-decoder architecture, where the encoder is
based on a Swin, which has 3 stages, and each stage has 2
successive Swin transformer blocks (we call it layer here-
after). When a layer is replaced by global MSA (multi-
head self-attention), the window won’t be shifted if it was.

The transfer module and decoder are the same as those of
S2WAT.

Implementation Details
Dataset
We use MS-COCO (Lin et al. 2014) and WikiArt (Phillips
and Mackintosh 2011) as the content dataset and the style
dataset respectively. In the stage of training, the images are
resized to 512 on the shorter side first and then randomly
cropped to 224× 224. In the stage of testing, images of any
size are accepted.

Training Information
We use Pytorch (Paszke et al. 2017) framework to imple-
ment S2WAT and train it for 40000 iterations with a batch
size of 4. An Adam optimizer (Kingma and Ba 2015) and
the warmup learning rate adjustment strategy (Xiong et al.
2020) are applied with the initial learning rate of 1e-4. Our
model is trained on a single Tesla V100 GPU for approxi-
mately 10 hours.

Additional Experiments
Why do operations like sum and concatenation fail
in the style transfer?
The drawback of simple fusion operations, e.g., sum and
concatenation, is that they will treat attention computation
results from different windows equally. This characteristic
may change the local content structure critically, thus hin-
dering the optimization of content loss and leading to a
monotonous style (as shown in Fig. 9 of the main paper).
E.g., assuming there are two features from different window
attentions (one of them may focus on pixels of the sky and
the other on the grassland), the outputs may not make sense
when applying the sum or concatenation operation (a sky
with grass?).

In contrast, our “attn merge” can adaptively decide fea-
tures to merge from different attentions. Thus, the structure
of inputs can be reserved, and the local/global style informa-
tion is consistent with the style reference image.

Analysis for results of InST
InST is a method of image style transfer based on Stable Dif-
fusion Models (SDMs). InST mainly consists of three parts:
the Textual Inversion module to transform style image in-
puts Is to the corresponding latent vectors Vs, the pre-trained
SDM to denoise content noises nc to stylized images in con-
dition of the latent vectors Vs, and the Stochastic Inversion
module to predict noises from content inputs (the content
noises nc are the results of adding the predict noises to the
content images).

During training, training data is a single style image (the
content and style inputs are the same), which probably re-
sults in an overfitting problem. To avoid this problem, the
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Figure 11: The architecture of decoder.

dropout strategy is applied but it seems that the model still
can not work well all the time. As presented in Fig. 12, InST
performs normally when the style images are the same or
similar to the content ones, while the results are unsatisfying
if not. In the results of column 4, the style characteristics like
colors fail to be transferred to the content image. Another
possible reason may be the limited ability of the Textual In-
version module to encode specific style images, causing the
loss of style information.

Style

C
on
te
nt

Outputs

Figure 12: Results of InST in Different styles. The style sim-
ilarity between the content images and the style images may
affect the style transfer performance.

Comparison with Swin-based Encoder
In this section, we conduct experiments to compare results
between the Swin-based model and S2WAT as part of the
ablation study.
Qualitative Comparison. As depicted in Fig. 14 (column
3), the results from the Swin-based model suffer from grid-
like textures severely which can not be tolerated by users.
For the results from the proposed S2WAT, this problem is
fixed perfectly with smooth strokes and natural textures.
Quantitative Comparison. We also conduct a quantitative
comparison for the Swin-based model as once done on the
previous state-of-the-art methods. The results are presented
in Table 3. Surprisingly, S2WAT achieves the four best out

of five metrics, which proves that S2WAT has delightful per-
formance not only on the qualitative examination but also on
the quantitative examination.

Content Style Ours Swin Swin+MixFFN

Figure 13: Results of combining Swin and Mix-FFN. Equip-
ping Mix-FFN (mixture of convolutions and FFN) on Swin
can not eliminate the blocky artifacts.

(a) Content (b) Style (c) Swin - Encoder (d) Ours

Figure 14: Ablation study for Swin-based encoder model.
Obvious grid-like artifacts will appear when applying the
Swin-based encoder.

Comparison with Swin+Mix-FFN Encoder
Mix-FFN (Xie et al. 2021) is a technique to make attention
positional-encoding-free, which may be helpful to erase the
grid-like texture. However, it seems that Mix-FFN can not
work ideally in image style transfer. The results of com-
bining Swin transformers with Mix-FFN are presented in
Fig. 13 (column 5). As shown in Fig. 13, blocky (or even



Model Content Loss ↓ Style Loss ↓ Identity Loss ↓ 1 Identity Loss ↓ 2 SSIM ↑
Swin-based 2.33 1.40 0.17 1.40 0.567

S2WAT 1.661.661.66 1.74 0.160.160.16 1.381.381.38 0.6510.6510.651

Table 3: Quantitative evaluation results between the Swin-based model and S2WAT. The losses above are average values from
400 random samples while SSIMs are computed averagely from 100 samples. For a fair comparison, we take relu1 1 into
consideration in computing style loss and identity loss 2 while not in the training of S2WAT. The best results are in bold.

Method C-Loss ↓ S-Loss ↓ Id1 ↓ Id2 ↓ SSIM ↑
Strips Trans 1.69 1.85 0.16 1.39 0.647
Strips Only 1.71 2.00 0.16 1.39 0.647

Ours 1.661.661.66 1.741.741.74 0.160.160.16 1.381.381.38 0.6510.6510.651

Table 4: Quantitative results between S2WAT and “Strips
Trans/Only”. C/S-Loss refers to content/style loss, while
Id1/2 represents identity loss 1/2, respectively.

strip-like) artifacts still appear on outputs, which proves that
the local smooth of convolution can not erase the significant
blocky artifacts.

Experiments with Attn Merge of only the
Strip-based Attentions
The model solely reliant on strip-based attentions (referred
to as “Strips Only”) is insufficient due to two observed phe-
nomena in our experiments: 1) Negative impact on quantita-
tive metrics, especially the style loss values (see Table 4); 2)
Compromised generative quality, as demonstrated in Fig. 15.

High Resolution Generation
After completing training with a relatively larger strip width,
S2WAT can afford higher resolution (up to 1024 × 1024 on
a 24G A5000 GPU) by reducing the strip width, with only a
minor impact on performance. The first row of Table 4 and
the last column of Fig. 15 displays the results obtained by
reducing the strip width of the 3-layer S2WAT from 2, 4, 7
to 1, 1, 1 (denoting as “Strips Trans”).

Content Style Ours Strips Only Strips Trans

Figure 15: Qualitative results between S2WAT and “Strips
Trans/Only”. The red boxes highlight the impact on style,
while the green boxes indicate undesirable strokes.

More Example of Style Transfer Results
The pictures presented in Fig. 16 and Fig. 18 are all in a
resolution of 512×768 (H×W ) and the ones in Fig. 17 are
in a resolution of 512× 512 .

Qualitative Comparison
Due to the length limitation of 7 pages in the main body
of the article, some of the results are removed in qualita-
tive comparison (Section Style Transfer Results). As shown
in Fig. 16, we add an additional set of results in which the
undesired patterns on the border from the results of ArtFlow
(An et al. 2021) are more clear (rows 10 and 11 in Fig. 16).
And more examples of the overflow issue from the results
of MCC (Deng et al. 2021) could be found in row 5 and
10 of Fig. 16. To compare the style transfer ability between
S2WAT and StyTr2, we also mark some areas of outputs
with colored boxes which show that S2WAT is more capable
of preserving content details.

Content Leak
As shown in Fig. 17, an additional group of results under the
content leak problem is provided (Section Content Leak).
Some content details though S2WAT will lose under a 20-
round process, the results of S2WAT are obviously clear than
that of CNN-based methods.

Details of User Study
In conducting the user study, we leverage a widely-used on-
line questionnaire platform employed by over 30 thousand
corporations. A randomized selection of 31 content and style
combinations, along with their corresponding stylized im-
ages, was presented to participants via a questionnaire. Be-
fore proceeding, participants were briefed on image style
transfer and provided with evaluation criteria for an optimal
outcome. These criteria encompassed two main aspects: a) a
favorable outcome should diligently preserve content struc-
ture and details from the content image; b) a commendable
outcome should effectively embody artistic attributes from
the style image. Each participant was granted a 30-second
timeframe to cast one or two votes, with all responses de-
noted in capital letters (omitting method names). After ex-
cluding outlier samples and instances where all votes were
for a single method, we accumulated 3002 valid votes from
72 participants, including a diverse array of individuals rang-
ing from high school students to professionals and experts
spanning fields like computer science, art, and photography.
The results of user study can be found in the Table 2 of the
main paper.

We also provide an example questionnaire page we used
in this part. As shown in Fig. 20, all the method names are
covered with capitals as A, B, C, D, and E, where partici-
pants can not infer the corresponding relationship between
results and methods.



Content/Style (a) Ours (b) InST (c) StyTr2 (d) CAST (f) A.F.+AdaIN (g) MCC (h) SANET (i) WCT (j) AdaIN

Figure 16: Extension of visual comparison between the results from state-of-the-art methods. A.F. denotes “ArtFlow”.
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Figure 17: Extension of visualization on content leak. A.F. denotes “ArtFlow”.



Gaudi Tower by A. M. Edulescu Escher Sphere Starry Night Mondrian

Picasso Self Portrait Blue Swirls CandyUnknown Style

Maxresdefault Woman with Hat GoeritzUnknown Style

Figure 18: Results of multiple styles.

Limitation
Content Leak. As discussed on the performance under the
content leak in Section Content Leak of the main body
of the article, S2WAT cannot achieves completely content-
unbiased results. In some cases, the results may not be sat-
isfying (as shown in Fig. 19). The reason why S2WAT is
incompetent at producing completely content-unbiased re-
sults is that content details will be lost more or less from
operations like downsampling. In the words of (An et al.
2021), reconstruction errors will be accumulated by the bi-
ased modules or operations. However, compared to CNN-
based methods, results from S2WAT have a clear advantage.

Computational Complexity. Another limitation of S2WAT
is the computational complexity of SpW Attention, which
is also the next goal in our schedules. As discussed in Sec-
tion Strips Window Attention of the main body of the article,
S2WAT cannot achieve linear computational complexity to
the patch number. We try to replace the continuous sampling
of window attention with discrete sampling to address this
limitation in future work.

Ours StyTr2 A.F.+AdaINContent Style

Figure 19: Limitation in content leak. The results above are
all under a 20-round process. A.F. denotes “ArtFlow”.



Figure 20: Example questionnaire page.


