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Abstract

For decades, Computer Vision has aimed at enabling machines to perceive the external world. Initial
limitations led to the development of highly specialized niches. As success in each task accrued and
research progressed, increasingly complex perception tasks emerged. This survey charts the convergence
of these tasks and, in doing so, introduces Open World Detection (OWD), an umbrella term we propose
to unify class-agnostic and generally applicable detection models in the vision domain. We start from
the history of foundational vision subdomains and cover key concepts, methodologies and datasets
making up today’s state-of-the-art landscape. This traverses topics starting from early saliency detection,
foreground/background separation, out of distribution detection and leading up to open world object
detection, zero-shot detection and Vision Large Language Models (VLLMs). We explore the overlap
between these subdomains, their increasing convergence, and their potential to unify into a singular
domain in the future, perception.
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1 Introduction

In its pursuit of enabling machines to perceive and
interpret the world, Computer Vision has seen con-
siderable progress. Initially, the field tackled this
complex challenge by dividing it into smaller, more
manageable problems. Early research concentrated
on specialized tasks like edge detection, image clas-
sification, and object recognition, resulting in the
creation of task-specific algorithms. Although suc-
cessful, these efforts highlighted the limitations of
handling vision problems in isolation.

The onset of more sophisticated machine learn-
ing techniques and the exponential growth in com-
putational power have driven the turn towards
more holistic approaches in computer vision. Recent
years have seen the emergence of models capable
of performing multiple vision tasks simultaneously,
fueled by the integration of vast datasets and the
development of large-scale multimodal foundational
models - Fig. 1 displays some of the recent trends
in the field.

Open World Object Detection (OWOD), term
coined by Joseph et al. (2021), extends classical
object detection to enable perception of all objects
visible in a given scene. This is irrespective of their
class being explicitly presented to the model at
training time, essentially creating models capable

of class-agnostic, open world detection. We strip
away the ’Object’ restriction and refer to Open
World Detection (OWD) as an umbrella term for
solutions generalizing detection across a wide range
of visual tasks. This conceptualization of OWD
with its various contributing domains, is visually
depicted in Fig. 2. Unlike traditional models that
operate within closed and well-defined categories,
OWD systems strive to recognize and adapt to the
endless variability of real-world environments. This
approach is underpinned by advancements in key
niche vision areas we aim to present here.

Fig. 1 Recent Trends 2020-2024 of Published Articles based
on words contained in title
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In setting out to provide a comprehensive
overview of the current state of what falls under
OWD, we explore the foundational concepts,
methodologies, and applications that define the
field. We present the integration and overlap of
subdomains such as open world object detec-
tion, open vocabulary detection, saliency detection,
foreground/background separation, and zero-shot
detection. Additionally, we examine the role of
Vision-Language Models (VLMs) and Large Multi-
modal Models (LMMs) in enhancing the capabili-
ties of OWD systems and discuss relevant datasets
that support the development and evaluation of
these models.

By synthesizing insights from these various sub-
domains, we highlight the increasing convergence
of the field of computer vision. This convergence
suggests a future where the boundaries between
different vision tasks blur, leading to unified mod-
els that can seamlessly address a wide spectrum of
visual challenges. Our goal is to provide researchers
and practitioners with a thorough review of where
we stand in terms of OWD and its potential to fun-
damentally transform how machines perceive and
navigate the complexities of the world.

Fig. 2 OWD Umbrella

To systematically explore this convergence and
chart the trajectory of OWD, the rest of this work
is structured as follows: Chapter 2 commences by
analyzing the foundational subdomains that have
paved the way for OWD. This chapter journeys
from an examination of saliency detection and fore-
ground/background separation, progresses through
out-of-distribution and zero-shot detection, and
culminates in Open World Object Detection and
the pivotal role of Vision-Language Models. Subse-
quently, Chapter 3 transitions to a comprehensive

review of datasets and benchmarks crucial for train-
ing and evaluating OWD systems, providing a land-
scape of the data driving advancements in the field.
Chapter 4 then maps the current state-of-the-art,
delineating the major eras of visual detection and
highlighting the paradigm shifts that have led to
contemporary methodologies, offering a structured
understanding of the field’s evolution and current
state. Looking forward, Chapter 5 is dedicated to
exploring promising avenues for advancement and
the unfolding potential of this domain, casting light
on the next horizons of OWD research. Finally,
Chapter 6 synthesizes the key insights gleaned
throughout the survey and reiterates the trans-
formative potential of OWD, providing a closing
perspective.

2 Subdomains

The term ”Open World Object Detection” was
initially proposed to address a specific subset of
detection tasks. However, we extend this concept
to encompass a broader range of tasks that col-
lectively contribute to the detection of all objects
of interest in a scene. These tasks, although inde-
pendent, can be synergistically utilized to achieve
the overarching goal of OWD. As an example,
saliency detection identifies objects that attract
attention, while foreground/background separation
distinguishes objects from the background. Each of
these tasks plays a role in the holistic detection of
objects in an open-world context. Note: When using
the ’object’ term here, we refer to the smallest visu-
ally perceivable entity present in a given scene that
holds a minimum of interest to an observer.

In this chapter we present what we deem to be
the vision subdomains that have contributed the
most in the past decades to an open ended per-
ception of the world. Some of these domains are
building blocks of what makes today’s state of the
art, with little chance of alone conquering the open
world perception task (e.g. perfectly separating the
foreground from the background would still have
the shortcoming of being unable to understand the
scene it had just separated or the objects within).
Others are in and of themselves potential paths to
fully solving open world detection. However, the lat-
ter ones in doing so benefit from the building blocks
that lay at their foundation.

Our selection of these domains is predicated
on their immediate significance to the OWD
paradigm. We present here each domain’s progres-
sion throughout the years and conclude for each
with a brief discussion on the domain’s integral
relationship to the overarching goals of OWD.

2.1 Saliency Detection

Saliency detection, in computer vision, is the pro-
cess of identifying the most visually significant or
attention-grabbing regions within an image. It aims
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to highlight areas that are likely to attract human
attention, often based on factors like color, con-
trast, and uniqueness relative to the surrounding
context. Fig. 3 exemplifies saliency detection, with
each image from the top having its saliency map
counterpart displayed below it. In the context of
OWD, saliency is not merely a sub-domain but a
foundational pillar, an echo of the inherent human
ability to prioritize the relevant and filter out the
noise. The domain has seen a significant advance
over the years, from early heuristic approaches to
modern deep learning methods, visual saliency has
had an increasing success in drawing the boundaries
between what we might view as relevant objects in
a scene.

Fig. 3 Saliency Detection on ECSSD Shi et al. (2015). Top
- input image, Bottom - ground truth mask

2.1.1 Early Heuristic Models
(1980s-2000s)

The origins of computational saliency detection can
be traced back to neurobiological and psychologi-
cal studies, most notably Anne Treisman’s Feature
Integration Theory Treisman and Gelade (1980),
which described how humans process visual infor-
mation by integrating different features — color,
intensity, orientation — in parallel, and integrate
them to form coherent object percepts. Build-
ing on these ideas, early computational models of
saliency detection aimed to emulate this human
visual attention mechanism. A notable early contri-
bution was the Saliency Network model by Itti et al.
(1998), which utilized a saliency map to emphasize
significant regions based on these low-level features.
It essentially mimicked the early visual cortex, cal-
culating feature contrasts across different scales and
combining them into a single map.

These early methods were largely heuristic, rely-
ing on simple image features to generate saliency
maps. Techniques such as edge detection Rosin
(1995) and spectral residual analysis Hou and
Zhang (2007) became popular, leveraging image

properties that deviate from the norm to highlight
salient regions.

2.1.2 Incorporation of Context and
Similarity (2000s-2010s)

With the growth of large-scale image datasets and
increased computational power, researchers began
to incorporate context and inter-image similarities
to improve saliency detection. Marchesotti et al.
(2009) introduced a method that utilized anno-
tated databases to enhance saliency predictions by
retrieving similar images, thus leveraging external
knowledge. This approach marked a shift towards
context-aware saliency detection, emphasizing the
importance of considering the scene as a whole
rather than isolated objects.

The introduction of models that capture contex-
tual information, such as the context-aware saliency
approach by Goferman et al. (2012), aligned well
with the emerging needs of OWD, where under-
standing the environment and its context is crucial
for recognizing objects in dynamic and complex
scenes.

2.1.3 The Rise of Deep Learning
(2010s-2020s)

The arrival of deep learning brought about a
paradigm shift in saliency detection, enabling sig-
nificant advancements in both accuracy and appli-
cability. Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs)
LeCun et al. (1998) became the backbone of mod-
ern saliency detection methods, capable of learning
hierarchical representations from large datasets.
Deep learning models demonstrated the ability to
capture both fine-grained details and high-level
contextual information, leading to more precise and
robust saliency maps Cornia et al. (2016).

Among the notable advancements in this era
was BASNet Qin et al. (2019), which introduced
a boundary-aware approach using a predict-refine
architecture. This model focused not only on iden-
tifying salient regions but also on accurately pre-
dicting object boundaries, a crucial aspect for
high-quality segmentation. Saliency models during
this deep learning era shared many similarities with
other parallel vision subdomains like object detec-
tion: deep convolutional networks, encoder/decoder
architectures, two-stage paradigm to name a few.

Similarly, the Multi-Scale Interactive Network
(MINet) Pang et al. (2020) tackled the challenge of
variable object scales by integrating multi-level and
multi-scale features, enhancing the model’s ability
to detect salient objects of various sizes effectively.

2.1.4 Integration of Multi-Modal Data
(2020s-Present)

The use of multi-modal data, particularly depth
information, has further enhanced saliency detec-
tion capabilities. RGB-D saliency detection models
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Zhou et al. (2021b) combine color (RGB) and
depth (D) data, providing a richer representation
of scenes. This integration allows models to utilize
depth cues to better differentiate between fore-
ground and background, significantly improving
performance in challenging scenarios with complex
backgrounds or low contrast. The comprehensive
survey by Zhou et al. (2021a) highlighted the
progress and ongoing challenges in RGB-D saliency
detection, suggesting that multi-modal approaches
are critical for advancing the domain.

2.1.5 Towards Open World Saliency
(2020s-Present)

The field is now moving towards a more inclusive
understanding of saliency. Recent developments
have focused on identifying all potentially salient
objects within a scene, rather than just the most
salient one. Techniques like PiCANet Liu et al.
(2020), which use pixel-wise contextual attention
mechanisms, and approaches incorporating pyra-
mid attention structures Wang et al. (2019), have
shown promising results in highlighting multiple
objects at varying levels of saliency, supporting thus
more comprehensive scene understanding.

Furthermore, advancements in Generalised Co-
Salient Object Detection (GCoSOD) Liu et al.
(2022) are pushing the boundaries of saliency detec-
tion by allowing for the detection of common salient
objects across images with varying degrees of noise
and uncertainty. This progress is indicative of the
field’s evolution towards handling the diversity and
complexity of real-world environments, the core
challenge in OWD.

2.1.6 Relationship to OWD

In recent years, the distinctions between saliency
detection and other visual detection fields have
begun to blur, driven by the emergence of
large multimodal models and integrated vision-
language frameworks. As these comprehensive mod-
els gain prominence, saliency detection is increas-
ingly viewed as a component of broader object
detection tasks, where the need to isolate and high-
light salient regions is naturally integrated into the
overall perception model Li et al. (2020). This trend
suggests a future where saliency detection may not
exist as a standalone task but rather as a feature
embedded within more holistic perception models
capable of addressing a wide range of open-world
scenarios.

2.2 Foreground/Background
Separation

Foreground/background separation, also known as
background subtraction or foreground detection,
aims to segment an image or video sequence into
two distinct regions: the foreground, which typically

contains objects of interest, and the background
(observed in black in Fig. 4), representing the rel-
atively static or less important parts of the scene.
This technique is foundational in many computer
vision applications, such as surveillance, object
tracking, and human-computer interaction. It also
aligns with the goals of OWD, where detecting
all objects within a scene, regardless of predefined
categories, is of the essence.

Early methods in foreground/background sep-
aration operated under the assumption of static
backgrounds, suitable for controlled environments.
However, real-world scenarios, with varying light-
ing, camera motion, and background complexity,
demanded more adaptive and robust solutions.

Fig. 4 Forward - Background separation: Left - Original
Image, Right: Resulting Separation

2.2.1 Early Approaches (1980s - early
2000s)

Initial methods for background subtraction were
relatively simple yet effective for their time. One
of the earliest approaches was the Running Gaus-
sian Average, proposed by Wren et al. (1997). This
method modeled each pixel as a Gaussian distri-
bution, updating its mean and variance over time
to accommodate slow changes in the scene. This
computationally efficient method required minimal
memory but struggled with complex or rapidly
changing backgrounds.

Koller et al. (1994) emphasized robustness in
traffic automatic scene analysis, highlighting the
need for selective updating of the background
model. The proposed update mechanism prevented
the background model from being corrupted by
foreground objects.

Another straightforward yet effective method
was the Temporal Median Filter, discussed by Lo
and Velastin (2001) and further by Cucchiara et al.
(2003). This method maintained a buffer of recent
frames and used the median pixel value to represent
the background. While robust to noise and capable
of handling transient changes, the temporal median
approach required significant memory to store past
frames and lacked adaptability for fast-changing
environments.

In parallel to temporal analysis methods, tech-
niques based on image intensity thresholding
offered a different approach to foreground/back-
ground separation. Otsu’s method Otsu (1979),
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although originally designed for image binariza-
tion, could be adapted for foreground detection by
assuming that foreground and background pixels
exhibit distinct intensity distributions. By auto-
matically calculating an optimal threshold that
minimizes intra-class variance and maximizes inter-
class variance, Otsu’s method effectively segments
the image into two regions. This technique pro-
vided a computationally inexpensive way to achieve
background subtraction, particularly in scenarios
where the intensity characteristics of foreground
and background were sufficiently separable.

The Mixture of Gaussians (MoG) model came
to help with dynamic backgrounds. Introduced
by Stauffer and Grimson (1999), it addressed the
limitations of earlier methods by modeling each
pixel as a mixture of multiple Gaussian distri-
butions. This approach could handle multi-modal
background distributions, such as waving trees or
water surfaces, by dynamically adapting the num-
ber and parameters of Gaussian components based
on pixel value variations. MoG’s flexibility made it
highly effective in environments where background
elements frequently changed.

The introduction of non-parametric methods
like Kernel Density Estimation (KDE) by Elgam-
mal et al. (2000) provided a more general approach
to background separation by using kernels to
approximate the probability distribution of pixel
values, making no assumptions about the distribu-
tion’s form. Although more computationally inten-
sive, KDE offered superior adaptability to various
background conditions.

Oliver et al. (2000) introduced the concept
of Eigenbackgrounds, utilizing Principal Compo-
nent Analysis (PCA) to model the background.
By projecting background variations into a lower-
dimensional eigenspace, this method effectively
captured the primary patterns of static scenes,
isolating foreground objects even with significant
background variability. Eigenbackgrounds lever-
aged spatial correlation across the image, offering
a robust solution for scenarios with structured
background changes.

2.2.2 Robustness and Efficiency Focus
(2000 - Present)

Foreground/background separation techniques
have evolved substantially since 2000, with early
innovations establishing foundations that later
work would build upon. Li et al. (2004) proposed
an influential Bayesian framework that incorpo-
rated spectral, spatial, and temporal features to
model complex backgrounds. This approach used
principal features at each pixel to make robust
foreground/background classification decisions,
adapting well to both gradual and sudden changes
- a versatility that would become a necessity for
more advanced models. Following this, Kim et al.
(2005) introduced the codebook model, providing

an efficient way to handle structural background
variations over long video sequences. By quantiz-
ing background values into codebooks, this model
could handle scenes with periodic motions, such
as moving trees or changing illumination, while
maintaining low memory usage.

Building on these early advances, subsequent
research has further enhanced robustness, adapt-
ability, and computational efficiency. Sobral and
Vacavant Sobral and Vacavant (2014) conducted
a comprehensive evaluation of 29 background sub-
traction algorithms using the Background Models
Challenge (BMC) dataset Vacavant et al. (2013).
Their analysis highlighted the need for algorithms
that can balance robustness with practical perfor-
mance, particularly in terms of processing speed
and memory requirements, which are critical for
real-time applications.

One trend in more recent developments is the
integration of saliency detection concepts into back-
ground modeling. Zhu et al. (2014) introduced a
robust background measure, known as boundary
connectivity, to optimize saliency detection. By
characterizing the spatial layout of image regions
relative to image boundaries, this approach pro-
vided more robust foreground segmentation, linking
background modeling with saliency cues.

The importance of feature selection in enhanc-
ing background modeling was emphasized by Bouw-
mans et al. (2018), who reviewed the role of
different features in handling challenges such as
illumination variation, camera motion, and occlu-
sion. Their work showed that combining multiple
features, including spectral, spatial, and temporal
properties, can significantly improve the robustness
and accuracy of foreground detection.

Recent methods have also leveraged deep learn-
ing to enhance foreground detection. Wang et al.
(2018) proposed a dual multi-scale 3D fully-
convolutional neural network that captures both
spatial and temporal features. This approach pro-
posed learning hierarchical representations that
adapt well to both gradual and sudden changes
in the scene, improving results in complex back-
ground modeling scenarios - a direct evolution from
the early adaptive models that has significantly
advanced the field’s capabilities.

2.2.3 Relationship to OWD

Foreground/background separation techniques are
closely related to saliency detection, as both aim
to highlight regions of interest within an image.
The integration of saliency cues into background
modeling helps improve the detection of salient
objects, thereby enhancing the robustness of OWD
systems. By effectively separating foreground from
background, these techniques allow OWD systems
to separate all foreground objects from their sur-
rounding background noise, irrespective of their
potentially novel or unknown characteristics.
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2.3 Out-of-Distribution Detection

Out-of-distribution (OOD) detection has funda-
mentally set out to equip a system with the ability
to recognize and handle data that lies beyond
the confines of its training experience. It focuses
on distinguishing between familiar patterns and
novel, unforeseen inputs that the model has never
encountered before. As it stands for the domain of
computer vision, OOD detection enables a model
to identify when it is presented with visual data
outside its training distribution, thereby preventing
the model from making overconfident and poten-
tially dangerous predictions in unfamiliar domains.
For a clearer picture of what constitutes ”famil-
iar” (In-Distribution) versus ”unfamiliar” (Out-of-
Distribution) data, consider Fig. 5, which provides
visual examples in the context of object detection.

Fig. 5 Out of Distribution (OOD) vs In Distribution (ID)
for Object Detection

2.3.1 Early Pre-Deep Learning Stages
(Early 2000s)

The conceptual seeds of OOD detection were
planted in early works on anomaly and novelty
detection. Bishop (1994)’s seminal research on sta-
tistical methods for novelty detection and Schölkopf
et al. (2001)’s development of a generalized support
vector method provided a foundation by focusing on
identifying deviations from a learned distribution.
However, these approaches were not yet focused on
the specific challenges that would later define OOD
detection, as they were developed in a time when
machine learning models and their applications
were far less complex.

2.3.2 Emergence with Deep Learning
(Mid-2010s - Early 2020s)

The field of OOD detection, as we recognize it
today, began to crystallize with the advent of
deep learning. The work by Hendrycks and Gimpel
(2016) demonstrated that even simple techniques,
such as using the maximum softmax probabil-
ity, could serve as a baseline for distinguishing
OOD examples from in-distribution (ID) ones. This
insight prompted a surge of research, as it became
clear that OOD detection was not just a desirable
feature but a necessity for deploying deep neural
networks in real-world scenarios.

The reliance on softmax scores, however, pre-
sented limitations. Models often exhibited overcon-
fidence in their predictions, even when faced with
OOD inputs. To address this, Liu et al. (2020) intro-
duced an energy-based approach to OOD detection.
By using an energy score aligned with the prob-
ability density of inputs, their method reduced
the susceptibility to overconfidence and improved
the differentiation between ID and OOD samples.
This energy-based framework allowed for greater
flexibility, serving as both a scoring function for
pre-trained classifiers and a trainable cost func-
tion, thereby advancing the robustness of OOD
detection.

Another significant contribution to the field
came from Liang et al. (2017), who proposed
ODIN (Out-of-DIstribution detector for Neural net-
works), which leverages temperature scaling and
input pre-processing to improve OOD detection
performance. These methods not only adjusted the
model’s confidence but also provided a clearer sepa-
ration between ID and OOD inputs, furthering the
understanding of how neural networks could better
manage uncertainty.

2.3.3 Recent Advancements and
Expanding Scope (2020s-Present)

As OOD detection evolved, it became evident that
the problem extended beyond traditional classi-
fication boundaries. Researchers began exploring
the limits of OOD detection in various modali-
ties and settings. For instance, Fort et al. (2021)
demonstrated the efficacy of large-scale pre-trained
transformers Vaswani (2017) in enhancing OOD
detection across different data modalities, under-
scoring the adaptability of these models to new
tasks.

Furthermore, distance-based methods have
gained traction, as illustrated by Sun et al.
(2022), who explored non-parametric nearest-
neighbor approaches to OOD detection. Their find-
ings highlighted the importance of flexibility and
generality in detecting OOD samples, free from
the constraints of strong distributional assumptions
imposed by parametric methods. This approach
demonstrated superior performance, reducing false
positives and enhancing the robustness of OOD
detection.

The comprehensive survey by Yang et al. (2024)
has brought clarity to the field, proposing a uni-
fied framework for generalized OOD detection. This
framework elegantly ties together related concepts
such as anomaly detection (AD), novelty detec-
tion (ND), open set recognition (OSR), and outlier
detection (OD). By framing these problems as
sub-tasks under the broader OOD umbrella, this
work has laid the groundwork for a more coherent
understanding of how various detection challenges
interrelate, and how insights from one area can
inspire advances in another.
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2.3.4 Relationship to OWD

Out-of-distribution detection forms a critical foun-
dation for OWD systems. Where traditional closed-
world models fail by confidently misclassifying
novel objects into known categories, OOD detec-
tion provides the essential capability to recognize
when an input falls outside the training distribu-
tion. This ”unknown awareness” is precisely what
enables OWD systems to identify novel objects that
require either human intervention or incremental
learning. The techniques developed for OOD detec-
tion—from energy-based approaches to nearest-
neighbor methods—directly inform how OWD sys-
tems separate unknowns from knowns, creating a
crucial bridge between closed-set and truly open-
world perception. Furthermore, as Yang et al.
(2024) demonstrated in their unified framework,
OOD detection not only serves OWD directly but
also creates important connections to related fields
like anomaly detection and open set recognition,
fostering a more integrated approach to the broader
challenge of open-ended perception.

2.4 Zero-Shot Detection

While Out-of-Distribution detection focuses on
identifying whether an input falls outside a model’s
training distribution (flagging ’unknowns’ without
further classification), Zero-Shot Detection (ZSD)
takes a fundamentally different approach: it aims
to both detect and classify objects from entirely
unseen categories by leveraging semantic knowl-
edge. Rather than merely recognizing something as
unknown, ZSD seeks to bridge the gap to novel
classes through transferable semantic relationships,
typically encoded in language or attributes.

The origins of Zero-Shot Detection are deeply
rooted in the broader field of zero-shot learning,
which seeks to overcome one of the most pro-
found challenges in machine learning: the ability
to recognize and understand objects or concepts
without explicit prior exposure. This quest began
well before the recent surge in interest, driven by
the recognition that real-world applications often
require models to identify and adapt to new, unseen
categories, akin to a child recognizing an object
based on a description rather than direct experi-
ence. Such description-based inference can be seen
in Fig. 6.

2.4.1 Early Foundations (Pre-2017)

Zero-shot learning initially focused on classification
tasks, where models leveraged semantic represen-
tations, such as attributes or word embeddings, to
bridge the gap between seen and unseen classes.
As highlighted by Xian et al. (2018) in their sur-
vey, foundational methods such as Direct Attribute
Prediction (DAP) and Indirect Attribute Predic-
tion (IAP) demonstrated how shared attributes
could classify unseen objects. However, these early

Fig. 6 Idea behind Grounding Dino Liu et al. (2025)-
Zero Shot Detection. Text-based zero-shot prompting per-
mits novel visual detections

methods were limited in scope, typically handling
single, dominant object categories within controlled
environments.

The leap from classification to detection intro-
duced the dual challenges of recognition and local-
ization. Early methods like Attribute Label Embed-
ding (ALE) Akata et al. (2015) and Deep Visual
Semantic Embedding (DEVISE) Frome et al.
(2013) explored the projection of visual features
into semantic spaces. These approaches laid the
groundwork for zero-shot detection by showing
how visual-semantic embeddings could generalize
beyond the classes encountered during training.
However, the task of detecting objects amidst the
clutter and complexity of real-world scenes required
more sophisticated methodologies.

2.4.2 The Rise of Explicit Zero-Shot
Detection (2017-2021)

While the seeds of zero-shot detection were sown
early, it was not until the later part of the 2010s that
the field began to flourish. The work of Bansal et al.
(2018), which framed zero-shot detection explicitly,
was instrumental in this evolution. They introduced
techniques to adapt visual-semantic embeddings
for detection tasks, emphasizing the importance
of handling background variability and introducing
methods like background-aware training to improve
robustness. This important framing was followed by
Rahman et al. (2018)’s Zero-Shot Object Detection:
Learning to Simultaneously Recognize and Localize
Novel Concepts, which proposed an end-to-end deep
network that jointly models visual and semantic
information, using novel loss functions to achieve
synergy between max-margin class separation and
semantic space clustering.

The field saw the introduction of methods that
utilized textual descriptions to improve detection
accuracy. Li et al. (2019) presented a framework
that incorporated natural language descriptions,
enhancing the ability to detect and recognize novel
objects by aligning visual and textual modalities at
a granular level. This approach represented a shift
towards more nuanced models capable of under-
standing and using detailed linguistic information
to inform visual tasks.
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The incorporation of attributes to aid in detec-
tion was also explored in Bansal et al. (2018),
emphasizing the role of attribute-based semantic
embeddings.

2.4.3 The Unseen and Contrastive
Learning (2020-2022)

A notable development in this period was the shift
from mapping visual features to semantic spaces
to synthesizing visual features for unseen classes.
Hayat et al.’s work, Synthesizing the Unseen for
Zero-shot Object Detection Hayat et al. (2020),
proposed generating synthetic features for unseen
classes using class semantics, thus training detec-
tion models that better represent both seen and
unseen objects. Zhu et al. (2020)’s Don’t Even
Look Once (DELO) further refined this approach
by introducing algorithms that synthesized visual
features for unseen objects, which were then used
to augment training. These methods addressed the
inherent skew towards seen classes by providing
the model with a richer and more diverse training
set that included synthesized instances of unseen
objects. The introduction of contrastive learning
mechanisms Chen et al. (2020) also marked a sig-
nificant advancement in zero-shot detection. The
Semantics-Guided Contrastive Network, or Con-
trastZSD, developed by Yan et al. (2022), employed
contrastive learning to enhance the separation of
visual features for different classes. By leveraging
both region-category and region-region contrastive
tasks, this approach reduced bias towards seen
classes and optimized the alignment of visual and
semantic spaces. These innovations underscored
the importance of not merely recognizing unseen
objects but doing so in a way that maintains the
structure and integrity of the learned feature space.

2.4.4 Current Trends and Future
Directions: A New Paradigm

The integration of large-scale multimodal pre-
training, as seen in recent works like Grounding
DINO Liu et al. (2025), highlights the importance
of grounding visual learning within a broader con-
text—much like how humans draw upon language
and experience to make sense of their surroundings,
or how we have seen context infusion advancing the
domain of saliency detection. The pursuit of ZSD
is, at its core, an attempt to transcend the limi-
tations of conventional training paradigms, aiming
to equip machines with a more human-like capacity
to generalize from the known to the unknown. It is
this vision of adaptable, intelligent perception that
drives the ongoing innovation within the field, chal-
lenging us to keep moving the goal posts of what
vision models strive to achieve.

2.4.5 Relationship to OWD

The advancements made in the past decade in ZSD
underscore an important evolution: from simply
classifying unseen objects to effectively detecting
and understanding them in their complex real-
world environments. This trajectory reflects not
just a technical progression - where new models,
architectures, methodologies advance SOTA - but
a conceptual one, where the boundaries between
different modalities of understanding—visual, lin-
guistic, contextual—are increasingly blurred. As
research continues to develop and intertwine these
capabilities, the goal of machines that can see,
understand, and adapt with fluidity similar to
human perception draws closer to reality.

This leap in generalization is powerfully demon-
strated by foundational models like DINOv2 Oquab
et al. (2023). Without being fine-tuned for spe-
cific downstream applications, its largest variant
achieves state-of-the-art zero-shot results across a
remarkable range of vision tasks, attaining, for
instance, 86.5% top-1 accuracy on ImageNet-1k
classification, 65.1 mIoU on PASCAL VOC seg-
mentation, and a 0.9 R-MSE on NYUv2 depth
estimation. Crucially, Oquab et al. show a consis-
tent trend: as model scale increases, so does its
zero-shot performance across all tested domains. In
a similar display of emergent ability, the Segment
Anything Model (SAM) Kirillov et al. (2023) can
produce highly detailed and accurate edge maps
on the BSDS500 benchmark Martin et al. (2001),
despite having never been trained on edge predic-
tion, illustrating the latent capabilities of modern
vision models in open-world contexts.

Fig. 7 Zero-shot edge prediction on BSDS500 data Martin
et al. (2001). SAM Kirillov et al. (2023) had no access to
BSDS images or annotations during training and was never
trained to predict edge maps

2.5 Object Detection

Traditional object detection, as comprehensively
reviewed by Zou et al. (2023) and Zhao et al. (2019),
has undergone a significant evolution over the past
two decades.

2.5.1 Early Object Detection (Pre-Deep
Learning - Early 2010s)

The field initially relied on handcrafted features,
with early approaches exemplified by the Viola-
Jones detector Viola and Jones (2001) and the
Histogram of Oriented Gradients (HOG) detector
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Dalal and Triggs (2005). These methods laid the
groundwork for object detection by introducing
effective feature extraction techniques for specific
tasks.

The Deformable Parts Model (DPM) Felzen-
szwalb et al. (2009) then incorporated part-
based representations and introduced flexibility in
handling object deformation. However, the real
paradigm shift came with the advent of deep learn-
ing, starting with the introduction of R-CNN Gir-
shick et al. (2014), which allowed models to learn
robust and discriminative features directly from
raw image data.

2.5.2 Deep Learning in Closed-Set
Detection (Mid 2010s - Late
2010s)

Building on this breakthrough, subsequent
advancements such as Spatial Pyramid Pooling
Networks (SPPNet) He et al. (2015) and Fast R-
CNN Girshick (2015) improved both the efficiency
and accuracy of object detection frameworks. SPP-
Net introduced a pooling strategy that eliminated
the need for fixed-size inputs, thereby improving
computational efficiency and robustness to scale
variations. Fast R-CNN streamlined training and
inference by sharing convolutional features across
region proposals, leading to marked improvements
in both detection accuracy and processing speed.

Region Proposals: A Glimpse into the Open
World

It is in this era that Faster R-CNN Ren et al.
(2016) introduced the Region Proposal Network
(RPN), significantly speeding up the detection pro-
cess by generating region proposals directly within
the neural network. This region proposal network
in itself can be seen as a precursor to OWD, for
its goal was that of proposing the regions, similarly
to saliency detection, that are most likely to con-
tain objects of interest. The class-agnostic nature
of RPNs aligns with the requirements of OWOD,
where the model must detect objects regardless of
whether they belong to known or unknown classes.

Despite these advancements, most traditional
object detection methods continue to operate
within a closed-set paradigm, where the models are
limited to recognizing only the predefined set of
classes seen during training. This limitation hinders
their ability to adapt to real-world scenarios where
unknown objects frequently appear. To address
this challenge, domains such as Open Vocabulary
Detection (OVD) and Open World Object Detec-
tion (OWOD) have emerged, aiming to broaden the
detection capabilities of models and enable them to
handle the vast diversity of objects encountered in
dynamic environments.

2.5.3 From Open Vocabulary Detection
to Open World Detection (Late
2010s - Early 2020s)

Open Vocabulary Detection (OVD) can be seen
as a precursor to OWOD, focusing on expanding
detection capabilities beyond predefined categories.
OVD models are trained using a limited set of
labeled categories but are expected to generalize
to recognize and detect a broader set of objects.
For example, Zhu and Chen (2024) provide a com-
prehensive survey on OVD, outlining methodolo-
gies such as visual-semantic space mapping, novel
visual feature synthesis, and region-aware training.
These approaches enable models to utilize weak
supervision signals and large-scale image-text pairs,
enhancing their ability to recognize unseen objects.

The concept of open set detection closely aligns
with the objectives of OVD and OWOD. Dhamija
et al. (2020) formalized the problem of open set
object detection, highlighting the limitations of cur-
rent detectors in handling unknown objects. Their
study revealed that many state-of-the-art detectors
incorrectly classify unknown objects as one of the
known categories with high confidence, demonstrat-
ing the need for open set protocols and evaluation
metrics.

Recent works such as PromptDet Feng et al.
(2022) have further advanced OVD by integrat-
ing a text encoder from pre-trained vision-language
models to classify class-agnostic object proposals.
This integration helps align the visual latent space
of object proposals with the textual embedding
space. Similarly, Minderer et al. (2022) utilize a
Vision Transformer architecture with large-scale
pre-training to achieve high performance in zero-
shot and one-shot object detection scenarios. These
developments demonstrate the potential of leverag-
ing weakly supervised data to achieve open vocabu-
lary capabilities, which in turn lays the groundwork
for OWOD.

2.5.4 Formalization of Open World
Object Detection (Early 2020s -
Present)

The formalization of OWOD as a dedicated prob-
lem setting was marked by the seminal work
”Towards Open World Object Detection” Joseph
et al. (2021), which defined the objectives and
challenges unique to OWOD. This work intro-
duced a comprehensive evaluation protocol and pro-
posed the ORE (Open World Recognition Engine)
framework, leveraging contrastive clustering, an
unknown-aware proposal network, and an energy-
based unknown identifier. These components allow
OWOD systems to dynamically manage known and
unknown object categories - Fig. 8, making signifi-
cant strides toward realizing a more adaptive object
detection framework.
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Following this groundwork, several studies have
contributed to advancing OWOD. Zhao et al.
(2023) revisited the OWOD problem, refining meth-
ods for handling background clutter and improving
the robustness of unknown object detection. Ma
et al. (2023) proposed the CAT model, a cas-
cade detection transformer that employs localiza-
tion and identification mechanisms to progressively
refine object proposals, effectively distinguishing
unknowns from known categories. These works
emphasize the importance of accurately identifying
unknown objects and minimizing misclassification,
which are critical challenges in OWOD.

Fig. 8 Open World Object Detection a) before incremental
learning b) after pineapple class knowledge is added through
incremental learning

2.5.5 Open World Segmentation:
Extending OWOD to Pixel-Level
Understanding (Early 2020s -
Present)

While OWOD focuses on detecting objects as
bounding boxes, Open World Segmentation (OWS)
extends this concept to the pixel level (Fig. 9,
aiming to segment all objects within a scene,
regardless of their known or unknown status. This
finer-grained understanding of the visual world
complements OWOD by providing detailed object
boundaries and shapes Sodano et al. (2024).

OWS inherits the challenges of OWOD, such
as distinguishing unknowns from the background
and known classes, while also addressing the com-
plexities of segmentation, including handling object
boundaries and diverse shapes. And, similarly to
how other precursor domains contributed to OWD
through sharing technique advancements, so does
OWD, perhaps to an ever greater extent, con-
tribute to OWS. Early efforts in OWS focused on
adapting existing semantic and instance segmenta-
tion methods to open-world scenarios. For instance,
Wang et al. (2021) introduced UVO (Unidentified
Video Objects), a benchmark for open-world class-
agnostic object segmentation in videos, highlighting
the need for models capable of segmenting novel
objects in dynamic environments.

Approaches like Deep Metric Learning for Open
World Semantic Segmentation Cen et al. (2021)
leverage contrastive clustering to enable open-set

semantic segmentation, effectively detecting both
in-distribution and OOD objects. The integration
of Vision-Language Models (VLMs) has also shown
promise in OWS. Liu et al. (2022) proposed ViL-
Seg, an open-world semantic segmentation pipeline
that utilizes image-caption data to learn to segment
objects of various categories without dense anno-
tations, demonstrating the potential of leveraging
weakly supervised data for OWS.

Furthermore, techniques like exploiting pseudo
ground truth from learned pairwise affinity Wang
et al. (2022) have advanced open-world instance
segmentation, enabling the grouping of pixels into
object instances without pre-determined taxonomy.
Recently, the Segment Anything Model (SAM) Kir-
illov et al. (2023) and its successor, SAM 2 Ravi
et al. (2024), have demonstrated impressive zero-
shot segmentation capabilities by leveraging a mas-
sive dataset of masks and a promptable transformer
architecture.

2.5.6 Relationship to OWD

Addressing the core challenges of OWOD involves
developing strategies for:

Distinguishing unknowns from the background:
Accurately identifying potential unknown objects
amidst background clutter requires sophisticated
proposal generation and unknown identification
mechanisms, as highlighted by the foundational and
follow-up studies Joseph et al. (2021); Zhao et al.
(2023).

Discriminating unknowns from known classes:
Preventing unknown objects from being misclassi-
fied into known categories is crucial for maintain-
ing the integrity of the model’s knowledge base.
Approaches like contrastive clustering and energy-
based identification have been pivotal in this regard
Joseph et al. (2021); Ma et al. (2023).

Incrementally learning new classes: OWOD sys-
tems must seamlessly integrate new knowledge
about previously unknown classes without forget-
ting what has already been learned. This challenge
necessitates the development of efficient and robust
incremental learning techniques, a topic explored
in various works Joseph et al. (2021); Mullappilly
et al. (2024); Shaheen et al. (2023).

Addressing the inherent challenges of Open
World Object Detection—namely, distinguishing
unknowns from background clutter, discriminating
them from known classes, and incrementally learn-
ing new categories—is paramount for advancing
truly open perception. OWOD provides a criti-
cal framework and initial methodologies for tack-
ling these complexities, directly contributing to
the broader goals of OWD. While OWOD marks
substantial progress, the integration of Vision-
Language Models, as explored in the subsequent
section, offers a promising trajectory for even more
robust and versatile open world detection systems.
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Fig. 9 Open World Segmentation. Adding the concept of
unknown reduces known classes noise

2.6 Vision-Language Models (VLMs)

Vision-Language Models (VLMs) stand at the
intersection of computer vision and natural lan-
guage processing, providing unified frameworks
that handle and interpret both visual and tex-
tual inputs. While Large Language Models (LLMs)
excel in text-based tasks, the domain of com-
puter vision continues to demand solutions capable
of detecting, localizing, and understanding novel
visual entities. VLMs bridge this gap by mapping
images (or video frames) and text into a shared
space, greatly benefitting any approach in search of
open-ended visual perception. Below, we outline the
evolution of VLMs, highlight new research trends
(both open and commercial), and discuss how these
models support a more comprehensive and flexible
approach to visual understanding.

2.6.1 Early Multimodal Approaches
(Pre-2020)

Early work combining image and text modali-
ties focused primarily on image captioning Vinyals
et al. (2015) or visual question answering (VQA)
Kiros et al. (2014), using CNNs for image fea-
tures and RNNs Rumelhart et al. (1986) or LSTMs
Hochreiter (1997) for text. These models, while
illustrating proof-of-concept multimodal abilities,
were constrained by the limited scale of image-text
corpora.

2.6.2 The Rise of Large-Scale
Pre-training (Mid-2010s - Early
2020s)

A turning point arose with the introduction of
large-scale image-text pre-training and contrastive
objectives, most prominently in CLIP Radford
et al. (2021) and ALIGN Jia et al. (2021). By
embedding both images and textual descriptions
into a shared high-dimensional space, these models
demonstrated robust zero-shot recognition capabil-
ities. Subsequent works like FILIP Yao et al. (2021)
refined the alignment process with finer region-word
correspondence, improving performance on tasks
requiring more granular visual understanding.

2.6.3 Self-Supervised Transformers and
Emergent Properties (Early
2020s)

Another significant advance stems from applying
self-supervised learning (SSL) to Vision Transform-
ers (ViTs). DINO Caron et al. (2021) demon-
strated how self-distillation techniques can lead
ViTs to learn salient object boundaries, often with-
out explicitly being taught segmentation. DINOv2
Oquab et al. (2023) scaled this approach with
improved data curation and larger models, show-
ing that SSL yields highly transferable features for
downstream tasks.

These self-supervised ViTs often serve as back-
bones in broader vision-language pipelines. Their
emergent object-centric representations align natu-
rally with textual cues, particularly when combined
with contrastive or caption-based objectives in the
latter stages of training.

2.6.4 Architectural Advancements and
Ecosystem Overview (Early 2020s
- Present)

With the growing demand for richer multimodal
modeling, VLM architectures have diversified sig-
nificantly:

Encoder-Free Paradigms - as exemplified by
EVE Diao et al. (2024), an encoder-free approach
processes raw image patches directly in a decoder,
doing away with a specialized vision encoder.
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Despite the architectural simplicity, these mod-
els reach competitive performance via LLM-
centric “pre-aligning” and visual feature supervi-
sion stages.

Region-Text Alignment for Detection - methods
like YOLO-World Cheng et al. (2024) meld region-
level detection ideas with text encoders (often from
CLIP or similar). By optimizing for region-text
contrastive losses, these systems enhance open-
vocabulary detection, allowing real-time or near
real-time inference of previously unseen object cat-
egories.

Generative Vision Encoders - Florence-VL Chen
et al. (2024) expands beyond contrastive train-
ing by integrating a “generative vision foundation
model,” capturing different semantic and structural
aspects of images. A novel depth-breadth fusion
(DBFusion) combines features from multiple layers
(“depth”) and prompts (“breadth”), yielding richer
object-level details.

Scaling Up Vision Backbone Size - InternVL
Chen et al. (2024,?) and Qwen-VL Bai et al. (2023)
scale their vision modules to billions of parameters,
aligning them with similarly large LLMs. Mean-
while, PaliGemma Beyer et al. (2024); Steiner et al.
(2024) underscores the importance of a carefully
designed vision encoder paired with a robust text
model, open-sourcing the code, model weights, and
training procedures.

Such diverse architectural designs reflect the
broader ecosystem: each model family may special-
ize in specific tasks (e.g., zero-shot detection, video
understanding, dense segmentation) or general-
purpose capabilities (e.g., image captioning, chat-
like multimodal interaction).

As with LLMs, the VLM space comprises both
open and commercial closed solutions. Closed plat-
forms (Anthropic Claude, Google Gemini, OpenAI
GPT-family, etc.) are recognized for high perfor-
mance but release minimal details on architec-
ture, hyperparameters, and datasets. In contrast,
open models (e.g., Meta Llama Touvron et al.
(2023), InternVL, PaliGemma, Qwen-VL) gener-
ally disclose more about their technical internals
and training data and are thus more amenable to
reproducibility and fine-grained research. A notable
example is how Google, while developing pro-
prietary models like Gemini, also supports open
science with publications such as PaliGemma.

This dual landscape exposes a tension between
commercial competitive edges—where advanced
architectures and large-scale data handling meth-
ods may remain proprietary—and the academic
ideal of open research.

A core advantage of VLMs is their natural fit
for open-ended visual understanding. Because they
encode text and images into a partially shared
embedding space, they can handle queries and tasks
specified in language (e.g., “Find anything unusual
or unknown”), much like large language models

handle text-based knowledge queries. This attribute
aligns closely with the mission of open-world or
open-vocabulary detection, wherein the model must
detect objects not necessarily encountered during
training.

Recent works highlight how VLMs expand the
boundaries of what vision systems can detect
or recognize: Unseen Object Generalization: By
pairing region proposals with textual embeddings
of unseen categories, YOLO-World Cheng et al.
(2024) and PromptDet Feng et al. (2022) enable
zero-shot or few-shot detection of classes absent
in training. Cross-Task Transfer: VLMs frequently
excel at tasks beyond bounding-box detection
(e.g., segmentation, retrieval, image captioning)
due to shared multimodal embeddings. PaliGemma
2 Steiner et al. (2024), for instance, demonstrates
state-of-the-art performance on specialized tasks
like molecular structure or music score recognition,
illustrating how a broad vision-language foundation
can transfer to niche scenarios.

As a result, VLMs provide a powerful means
to infuse open-ended perception with the semantic
richness of language, particularly for detecting and
describing novel objects under minimal additional
supervision.

2.6.5 Instruction Tuning and
Multimodal Reasoning (Early
2020s - Present)

An emergent development is the alignment of VLMs
with instruction tuning protocols, often inspired
by language-only GPT techniques. Models such
as LLaVA Liu et al. (2024), InternVL2 Chen
et al. (2024), and Qwen-VL-Chat Bai et al. (2023)
incorporate multi-turn dialogue training, chain-of-
thought (CoT) reasoning Wei et al. (2022), and
instruction-following data. This transforms VLMs
into interactive agents that can discuss images
(Fig.10), ground or localize objects, answer fine-
grained queries, and even read textual information
in images. When combined with open-ended detec-
tion objectives, instruction-tuned VLMs can be
prompted to discover novel objects or emphasize
specific attributes of interest. Multimodal models
that arise out of such fusion between Visual Mod-
els and Large Language Models often get referred
to as Visual Large Language Models (VLLMs).

Such instruction-tuned VLMs mark a shift
from static “one-shot” inference to dynamic, iter-
ative exploration of scenes in response to user
queries—essential for real-world deployments where
continuous interaction and complex reasoning are
required.

Towards a More Open World Through VLMs
Finally, as research on VLMs progresses,

challenges remain in areas of bias, domain
adaptation, interpretability, and computational
cost—especially as models scale into billions of
parameters Bai et al. (2023). Nonetheless, the

12



Fig. 10 Vision Language Model - InternVL2 Chen et al.
(2024); Sodano et al. (2024)

synergy between large-scale self-supervised vision
backbones and powerful language encoders fosters
unprecedented versatility. From purely open detec-
tion of new objects to grounded reasoning in novel
domains (medical imaging, robotics, remote sens-
ing), VLMs are poised to serve as a central axis of
progress. By tightly integrating textual semantics
with high-level visual features, VLMs effectively
promote a more open, context-aware mode of visual
perception—laying a robust foundation for the next
stage in open-world detection research.

Unified Interactive Segmentation and Embedding
Interfaces. Beyond the broad class of VLMs dis-
cussed above, several recent studies propose spe-
cialized frameworks that emphasize unified or inter-
active segmentation and embedding approaches,
further strengthening open-ended understanding:

SEEM Zou et al. (2024) presents a promptable
and interactive model designed for “segmenting
everything everywhere all at once,” introducing
a novel decoder that allows for diverse prompts
(e.g., points, boxes, scribbles) and text queries to
be integrated in a single universal segmentation
interface.

X-Decoder Zou et al. (2023) proposes a gen-
eralized decoding model that seamlessly predicts
pixel-level segmentation and language tokens, thus
supporting multiple segmentation tasks (open-
vocabulary, referring segmentation, etc.) within a
common semantic space.

FIND Zou et al. (2023) introduces a lightweight
transformer interface for foundation models’
embeddings, focusing on interleaving modalities
and tasks (segmentation, retrieval, grounding)
without tuning any foundation model weights. This
interface aligns visual and language embeddings,
enabling robust cross-modal reasoning.

2.6.6 Relationship to OWD

Collectively, these demonstrate the growing impor-
tance of flexible architectures that unify segmenta-
tion, detection, and language-based tasks within a
single pipeline. They also illustrate a trend toward
promptable or interactive designs, where mini-
mal additional supervision—or even user-supplied
scribbles—can guide the model toward focusing
on specific objects or attributes in an open-world
setting.

3 Datasets

While conventional detection tasks typically rely on
a fixed set of categories with clearly defined training
and testing splits, OWD calls for data that captures
unknown or out-of-distribution entities in diverse,
realistic settings. Moreover, the advent of large-
scale Vision-Language Models (VLMs) has ushered
in a new paradigm for learning open-ended repre-
sentations from colossal image-text corpora, where
the new comprehensive visual capabilities of mod-
els get evaluated on standalone benchmarks aimed
to test across multiple dimensions. In this section,
we review both established datasets frequently used
for training and evaluation, and those designed for
pre-training and benchmarking under open-world
scenarios.

3.1 Task-Specific Datasets: Training
and Evaluation

In the traditional paradigm of computer vision,
datasets are often curated for specific tasks, with
clear distinctions between training and evaluation
sets. These datasets have been instrumental in
the progress of object detection, particularly in
closed-set scenarios.

3.1.1 Training Datasets

These datasets are designed for supervised training
of detection models, focusing on learning to identify
and localize a predefined set of object categories.

For a considerable period, MS-COCO Lin et al.
(2014) has been a cornerstone dataset for object
detection. It encompasses 1.5 million object anno-
tations across 80 categories, representing diverse
real-world scenes. Although inherently a closed-set
dataset, COCO serves as a foundation for numer-
ous OWD frameworks, often adapted or extended
to incorporate unknown objects.

Objects365 Shao et al. (2019) expands upon this
with an even larger scope, featuring 365 anno-
tated categories and over 10 million bounding boxes
within more than 600k training images. Introduced
to enhance localization-sensitive tasks, Objects365
pre-training has demonstrated significant improve-
ments in downstream COCO detection performance
and facilitates transfer learning to other perception
tasks.

3.1.2 Evaluation Datasets

The evaluation of visual models, especially in the
earlier paradigm, was heavily centered on assessing
core visual recognition capabilities. These bench-
marks primarily targeted tasks like image classifi-
cation, object detection, and segmentation.

Traditional benchmarks like PASCAL
VOC Everingham et al. (2015), MS-COCO Lin
et al. (2014), and LVIS Gupta et al. (2019) are
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still extensively used for evaluating detection
performance on known classes, often adapted for
open-world protocols. COCO2014 and COCO2017
feature 80 categories, while LVIS extends to over
1200 classes, providing a wider range of object
categories for evaluation.

ODinW Li et al. (2022) (Object Detection in the
Wild - Fig. 11) is a composite benchmark, group-
ing 13 specialized detection sets (e.g., AerialDrone,
Aquarium, Raccoon, Thermal Dwyer et al. (2024))
to evaluate performance across diverse and unusual
domains and object categories. It has been uti-
lized to assess zero/few-shot transfer capabilities,
highlighting its relevance beyond standard closed-
set evaluation, and laying at the edge of the old
train/evaluate paradigm, a stepping stone to the
large pretrain corpora paradigm.

Fig. 11 Computer Vision in the Wild Li et al. (2022); Zou
et al. (2023)

Out-of-Distribution Detection Benchmarks

Out-of-distribution (OOD) detection benchmarks
are crucial for evaluating a model’s ability to
identify inputs that differ from its training data.
In OOD detection, a dataset is chosen as in-
distribution (ID), and others are designated for
out-of-distribution testing. Popular ID datasets
from the OpenOOD benchmark Yang et al. (2022)
include CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 Krizhevsky
et al. (2009), each with standard splits and 10 or
100 classes, respectively. OOD sets are categorized
as:

Near-OOD - semantically similar but unseen
classes, such as CIFAR-100 or TinyImageNet Le
and Yang (2015).

Far-OOD - datasets with substantial content or
domain differences from ID sets, like MNIST LeCun
(1998), SVHN Netzer et al. (2011), Texture Cimpoi
et al. (2014b), or Places365 Zhou et al. (2017).

Frameworks like the OpenOOD library Yang
et al. (2022) standardize these splits, evaluating
detectors and classifiers using metrics like AUROC

or FPR at 95% TPR. Integrating OOD detection
is vital for OWD solutions to flag unknown objects
outside the training set.

Fine-Grained and Multimodal Benchmarks

Multimodal datasets like Flickr30K Plummer et al.
(2015) and COCO Caption Chen et al. (2015)
are employed for image-text retrieval and phrase
grounding evaluation, particularly in VLM-based
detection. These datasets assess the ability to
detect novel objects mentioned in textual prompts
through recall of localizable phrases.

Semantic Segmentation and Pixel-Level
Evaluation

Open-world segmentation evaluation utilizes
datasets that extend detection to pixel-level
annotations. Common sets include:

PASCAL VOC 2012 Everingham et al.
for semantic segmentation (20 classes),
Cityscapes Cordts et al. (2016) (19 classes), focus-
ing on urban driving scenes, and ADE20K Zhou
et al. (2019, 2017) with 150 object/stuff categories
for wide scene parsing coverage.

LVIS instance segmentation subset Gupta et al.
(2019), featuring large-vocabulary segmentation
with many rare categories. OWD methods adapt
these for discovering unknown objects or handling
partial annotation protocols, such as the Open
World Evaluation Protocol Joseph et al. (2021).
Emerging benchmarks like UVO Wang et al. (2021)
explicitly label class-agnostic objects, including
those from unknown categories.

3.2 Large-Scale Corpora and
Open-Ended Benchmarks

The paradigm has shifted with the advent of
Vision-Language Models (VLMs), moving towards
pre-training on massive datasets and evaluating
on open-ended benchmarks that assess broader
multimodal understanding and generalization.

3.2.1 Pre-training Corpora

Vision-Language pre-training relies on large-scale
image-text corpora to learn multimodal represen-
tations capable of zero-shot and open-world detec-
tion. These corpora provide the scale and diversity
necessary for training robust VLMs.

Vision-Language Pre-training Corpora

SBU Caption Ordonez et al. (2011) and COCO
Caption Chen et al. (2015) offered 1M and 1.5M
image-text pairs, respectively, initially for caption-
ing and retrieval tasks.
Visual Genome Krishna et al. (2017) (5.4M region
descriptions) extends COCO with dense region
descriptions, enhancing object-level concept learn-
ing.
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Web-crawled datasets like Conceptual Cap-
tions Sharma et al. (2018) (3.3M pairs), Conceptual
12M Changpinyo et al. (2021), and Red Caps Desai
et al. (2021) (12M pairs) offer diverse categories
and language usage.
LAION Schuhmann et al. (2021, 2022) (400M–5B
pairs) stands out as one of the largest public image-
text datasets, spanning over 100 languages, crucial
for building open-domain visual encoders.
Proprietary datasets associated with models like
CLIP Radford et al. (2021), ALIGN Jia et al.
(2021), and FILIP Yao et al. (2021) (with partially
disclosed compositions) have produced powerful
zero-shot detection backbones when combined with
large language models.

Grounding Data for VLMs

Models like Grounded Language-Image Pre-
training (GLIP) Li et al. (2022) utilize aggregated
datasets for grounding language and vision:

FourODs Li et al. (2022): A combination of
Objects365, OpenImages Krasin et al. (2016),
Visual Genome, and ImageNetBoxes Krizhevsky
et al. (2012) (2.66M images total), for broad object
detection pre-training.

Cap4M/Cap24M: Large-scale image-text pairs
(4M or 24M) with non-public, synthetic bounding-
box annotations, generated via self-training Li et al.
(2022).

GoldG (0.8M curated human-annotated
grounding data) Kebe et al. (2021): Aggregates
Flickr30K Young et al. (2014), Visual Genome
Caption Krishna et al. (2017), and GQA Hudson
and Manning (2019) for high-quality phrase-region
correspondences.

These datasets are fundamental for pre-training
VLMs, enabling them to learn robust vision-
language representations and enhancing down-
stream tasks like detailed object detection and
localization.

3.2.2 Open-Ended Evaluation
Benchmarks

The increasing complexity of open-world percep-
tion, reflected in fragmented dataset efforts, drives
the community towards more unified benchmarks.
These benchmarks aim to holistically evaluate mod-
els on detection, segmentation, and language under-
standing in open-ended scenarios.

The fragmentation of dataset efforts—COCO-
based OWD splits, specialized OOD sets, large-
scale VLM corpora, and cross-domain evaluations
like ODinW—reflects the increasing complexity of
open-world perception. In response, the community
is steadily moving toward more unified benchmarks
that pair bounding-box annotations, segmentation
masks, and image-text metadata. Such a holis-
tic design would allow a single model to detect
and segment unknown objects while describing or
retrieving them via language queries.

From our assessment of current trends, datasets
for OWD must accommodate:

• Large, diverse object taxonomies, acknowledg-
ing that unknown categories appear outside the
typical “closed” label set.

• Annotation depth, combining bounding boxes,
segmentation masks, textual grounding, and out-
of-distribution labels.

• Incremental updates to mimic real-world emer-
gence of new object classes, supporting continual
or lifelong learning protocols.

3D Open-World Detection Datasets

While this review primarily focuses on 2D,
many applications need 3D awareness. Existing
3D datasets like KITTI Geiger et al. (2012),
nuScenes Caesar et al. (2020), SUN RGB-D Song
et al. (2015), and ScanNet Dai et al. (2017) pro-
vide 3D object annotations, but formal open-world
labeling protocols are underexplored. Future bench-
marks could partition 3D categories into known and
unknown sets and measure performance on novel
categories.

Incremental and Real-Time Protocols

Open-world detection’s hallmark is incremen-
tal novel class discovery. While COCO-based
splits Joseph et al. (2021) and ODinW Li et al.
(2022) partially address this, specialized protocols
are needed for real-time scenarios. Approaches like
BSDP Chen et al. (2024) and video-based unknown
object detection Du et al. (2022) show promise.
Benchmarks mirroring real deployment, like time-
sequenced frames from surveillance or robotics, are
an open challenge to enable continuous, on-the-fly
learning without forgetting.

Advanced Multimodal Benchmarks

Several new benchmarks focus on advanced mul-
timodal reasoning and domain-specific knowledge,
extending beyond classical tasks. RealWorldQA
features 700+ high-resolution real-world images
with QA requiring physical and spatial under-
standing xAI (2025). AI2D-RST uses 1,000 science
diagrams for diagram interpretation in education
Hiippala et al. (2021). MMBench, MMStar, and
MMMU assess different dimensions of large mod-
els, from bilingual QA to expert knowledge Liu
et al. (2024); Chen et al. (2024); Yue et al. (2024)
- exemplified in Fig. 12. SEED-Bench emphasizes
”generative comprehension” with 19k QA items
across images and videos, testing temporal rea-
soning and cross-modal inference Li et al. (2023).
HallusionBench and POPE specifically target hal-
lucination detection and visual-text alignment in
VLMs Guan et al. (2024); Li et al. (2023).

The rapid advancement in the field leads to
benchmark saturation, one example on display in
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Table 1 Summary of the widely-used visual recognition datasets building up to open-ended perception.

Task Dataset Year Classes Training Testing Evaluation Metric
Image MNIST LeCun (1998) 1998 10 60,000 10,000 Accuracy
Classification Caltech-101 Li et al. (2022) 2004 102 3,060 6,085 MeanPerClass

Oxford 102 Flowers Nilsback and Zisserman (2008) 2008 102 2,040 6,149 MeanPerClass
CIFAR-10 Krizhevsky et al. (2009) 2009 10 50,000 10,000 Accuracy
CIFAR-100 Krizhevsky et al. (2009) 2009 100 50,000 10,000 Accuracy
ImageNet-1k Deng et al. (2009) 2009 1,000 1,281,167 50,000 Accuracy
SUN397 Xiao et al. (2010, 2016) 2010 397 19,850 19,850 Accuracy
SVHN Netzer et al. (2011) 2011 10 73,257 26,032 Accuracy
STL-10 Coates et al. (2011) 2011 10 1,000 8,000 Accuracy
GTSRB Stallkamp et al. (2012) 2011 43 26,640 12,630 Accuracy
IIIT5k Mishra et al. (2012) 2012 36 2,000 3,000 Accuracy
Oxford-IIIT PETS Parkhi et al. (2012) 2012 37 3,680 3,669 MeanPerClass
Stanford Cars Krause et al. (2013) 2013 196 8,144 8,041 Accuracy
FGVC Aircraft Maji et al. (2013) 2013 100 6,667 3,333 MeanPerClass
Facial Emotion Recognition 2013 Goodfellow et al. (2013) 2013 8 32,140 3,574 Accuracy
Rendered SST2 Radford et al. (2021); Socher et al. (2013) 2013 2 7,792 1,821 Accuracy
Describable Textures (DTD) Cimpoi et al. (2014a) 2014 47 3,760 1,880 Accuracy
Food-101 Bossard et al. (2014) 2014 102 75,750 25,250 Accuracy
Birdsnap Berg et al. (2014) 2014 500 42,283 2,149 Accuracy
RESISC45 Cheng et al. (2017) 2017 45 3,150 25,200 Accuracy
CLEVR Counts Johnson et al. (2017) 2017 8 2,000 500 Accuracy
PatchCamelyon Veeling et al. (2018); Bejnordi et al. (2017) 2018 2 294,912 32,768 Accuracy
EuroSAT Helber et al. (2019) 2019 10 10,000 5,000 Accuracy
Hateful Memes Kiela et al. (2020) 2020 2 8,500 500 ROCAUC
Country211 Radford et al. (2021); Thomee et al. (2016) 2021 211 43,200 21,100 Accuracy

Object PASCAL VOC 2007 Detection Everingham et al. 2007 20 5,011 4,952 11-point mAP
Detection COCO 2014 Detection Lin et al. (2014) 2014 80 83,000 41,000 box mAP

COCO 2017 Detection Lin et al. (2014) 2017 80 118,000 5,000 box mAP
LVIS Gupta et al. (2019) 2019 1203 118,000 5,000 box mAP
ODinW Li et al. (2022) 2022 314 132,413 20,070 box mAP
Objects365 Shao et al. (2019) 2019 365 593,000 20,000 box mAP
OpenImages Krasin et al. (2016) 2018 601 1,700,000 125,000 AP (IoU-based)
OWOD (COCO-based Splits) Joseph et al. (2021) 2021 80 + Unknown 118,000 5,000 mAP + U-Recall

Semantic PASCAL VOC 2012 Segmentation Everingham et al. 2012 20 1,464 1,449 mIoU
Segmentation PASCAL Context Mottaghi et al. (2014) 2014 459 4,998 5,105 mIoU

Cityscapes Cordts et al. (2016) 2016 19 2,975 500 mIoU
ADE20k Zhou et al. (2017) 2017 150 25,574 2,000 mIoU
SA-1B (Segment Anything) Kirillov et al. (2023) 2023 class-agnostic 11M images / 1.1B masks - -

Image-Text Flickr30k Plummer et al. (2015) 2014 - 31,783 - Recall
Retrieval COCO Caption Chen et al. (2015) 2015 - 82,783 5,000 Recall
Image-Text SBU Captions Ordonez et al. (2011) 2011 - 1M n/a -
Pretraining YFCC100M Thomee et al. (2016) 2014 - 100M n/a -

Visual Genome Krishna et al. (2017) 2016 - 108K images n/a -
Conceptual Captions (CC3M) Sharma et al. (2018) 2018 - 3.3M n/a -
Conceptual 12M (CC12M) Changpinyo et al. (2021) 2021 - 12M n/a -
WIT Srinivasan et al. (2021) 2021 - 11.5M n/a -
CLIP (OpenAI) Radford et al. (2021) 2021 - 400M n/a -
LAION-400M Schuhmann et al. (2021) 2021 - 400M n/a -
RedCaps Desai et al. (2021) 2021 - 12M n/a -
ALIGN (Google) Jia et al. (2021) 2021 - 1.8B n/a -
ALT200M Hu et al. (2022) 2022 - 200M n/a -
COYO-700M Byeon et al. (2022) 2022 - 700M n/a -
LAION-5B Schuhmann et al. (2022) 2022 - 5.85B n/a -

Fig. 12 Visual LLM Benchmark - Example Evaluation of
GPT-4V from MMMU Bench. Answers for questions 1 and 2
considered sufficiently close to Ground Truth to be correct,
and the one for question 3 erroneous owing to a perceptual
error

Fig. 13, with current systems approaching upper-
bound performance on existing tasks. Continuous
development of new datasets and expansions is nec-
essary to probe more sophisticated capabilities for
open-world vision-language understanding.

Fig. 13 MMMU top-20 results shows rapid benchmark
saturation.

3.3 Challenges in Open-World
Dataset Creation

Despite recent progress, building robust OWD
datasets remains challenging due to several factors:

Diversity vs. Annotation Load: Real-world
diversity demands extensive object types and
domains, but thorough annotation, especially for
“unknown” items, is time-consuming.
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Defining Unknown Objects: Subjectivity in
defining ”unknown” objects among partially visible
or occluded items complicates dataset creation.

Domain Shifts: OWD datasets should account
for domain shifts. Including domain-shift splits is
crucial for evaluating model generalization.

Evaluation Metrics: Beyond standard metrics,
evaluating unknowns requires metrics like U-Recall,
AUROC, or FPR, making fair comparisons chal-
lenging.

Annotating “Unknown” and Dataset Complex-
ity: Lack of consensus in labeling unknowns com-
plicates comparisons. Future datasets could use
semi-automatic proposals for refinement.

Toward Unified Evaluations: While holistic
benchmarks are needed, current evaluations often
separate tasks. Unified benchmarks for understand-
ing, detecting, segmenting a scene are necessary for
comprehensive open-world capability assessment.

Improving OWD datasets and evaluation proto-
cols requires community effort and semi-automated
labeling approaches. Standardized benchmarks that
capture real-world complexities are crucial for
advancing open-world recognition.
Note on Omitted Datasets. Not all datasets
mentioned in our survey appear in Tables 1
and 2. This deliberate choice reflects our focus
on the convergence toward open-ended perception
rather than comprehensive coverage of all precur-
sor domains. While we discuss numerous special-
ized datasets throughout the text including them
in our tables would expand this survey beyond
its intended scope. We have instead prioritized
datasets most relevant to the emergence of uni-
fied, open world detection capabilities. Readers
interested in datasets for specific subdomains are
encouraged to consult the corresponding sections
where these resources are discussed in context.

4 Convergence

In section 2 we set out to map the advances of key
subdomains contributing to OWD over the years.
In this section we aim at reflecting on their interde-
pendence, organize them in major eras, and present
the state of the art.

4.1 A Foreword on Computer Vision

In what some regard now as being the starting point
of computer vision, Marvin Minsky in 1966 set
out to solve artificial visual perception from images
in one summer vision project at MIT. It became
quickly evident that not only was the task colossal
and insolvable for the time, but that even seem-
ingly simple sub-tasks—like distinguishing a chair
and a table from an image—were highly complex
problems that would not be achieved until decades
later. In trying to solve Vision, a first prerequisite
is having a clear definition of the problem, and of

measurable goals aimed to be attained. While the
project never reached its lofty ambitions, it laid
the groundwork for the field of Computer Vision.
Researchers began to understand the enormity of
the problem and started defining well-bounded sub-
domains in which progress could be made and
measured.

Over the ensuing decades, these smaller subdo-
mains blossomed into specialized disciplines: edge
detection gave us maps of boundaries, saliency
detection spotlighted regions of elevated interest,
and object detection drew bounding boxes around
discrete entities. Each domain reflected a piece of
the visual puzzle, helping us chip away at the far
larger question: when do we say we have recognized
something? That question itself is fraught with
ambiguities. For instance, do we regard a person’s
hand as an independent entity, or as an insepa-
rable extension of the body? Are five fingers five
different units, or five parts of a single “object”?
Even the notion of background proves slippery. The
same cluster of pixels could be “irrelevant clutter”
in one context but critical to highlight in another,
depending on a user’s task-oriented perspective.

A More Palpable Illustration.

The specific technical goals of a vision system
can dramatically reshape how we define an object.
Consider three different, but interrelated, detection
subdomains:

• Binary segmentation. A lab studying cell cultures
may use a pixel-wise function M(x, y) ∈ {0, 1}
to separate “cell” (foreground) from “non-cell”
(background). Here, the shape of each cell at the
pixel-level is paramount, and each pixel’s label
matters.

• Object bounding-box detection. Meanwhile, a
robotics engineer may prefer bounding boxes
(x1, y1, x2, y2) to quickly locate each cell for auto-
mated pipetting, caring less about the precise
boundary and more about the global position of
each cell in the field.

• Landmark or keypoint detection. In some special-
ized medical-imaging scenarios, the focus might
narrow down to a few key coordinates (e.g.,
lesion centers or joint points), extracting only
the minimal geometry needed for diagnosis or
manipulation.

Although all three of these subdomains ostensibly
aim to “find the object,” the internal representa-
tion, output format, and error metrics can vary
drastically. A method that excels in pixel-level seg-
mentation might be wholly unsuited for bounding-
box detection, and vice versa, even though the
underlying dataset could be the same set of micro-
scopic images. Such is the interplay between what
we want to see and how we choose to see it.

In our present era, fresh frontiers in visual
detection have begun to converge back upon an
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Table 2 Selection of newly introduced benchmarks for advanced evaluation of large Vision-Language Models. Each resource
tests different aspects of open-ended reasoning and detection in multimodal contexts.

Dataset Year #Samples Primary Focus Key Features / Challenges
RealWorldQA xAI (2025) 2023 700+ images, each with QA Physical/spatial understanding from

real-world scenes
- Multiple-choice QA (2–4 options)
- High-res images (1080p)
- Commonsense reasoning needed

AI2D-RST Hiippala et al. (2021) 2022 1,000 diagrams Diagram interpretation in primary-
school science

- Multi-layer annotation (grouping, connections,
RST discourse)
- Evaluates diagram-based reasoning, crucial for
open-world detection in educational or technical
diagrams

MMBench Liu et al. (2024) 2023 3,217 multiple choice questions Bilingual (EN/ZH) multi-capability
benchmark

- Large-scale curated questions
- CircularEval for standardized scoring
- Tests from fine-grained object recognition to
multi-hop reasoning

MMStar Chen et al. (2024) 2024 1,500 curated(vision-indispensable) samples Advanced multimodal QA with mini-
mal data leakage

- Samples require visual input (cannot be solved by
text alone)
- Highlights real multi-modal gains

MMMU Yue et al. (2024) 2023 11.5k questions across 6 disciplines Expert-level knowledge & domain-
specific reasoning

- College-level tasks in science, medicine, engineer-
ing, etc.
- Charts, tables, diagrams requiring advanced
domain knowledge

SEED-Bench Li et al. (2023) 2024 19k multiple-choice QA items Generative comprehension (image +
video)

- Covers 12 dimensions of vision understanding
- Purely objective scoring (no free-form)
- Tests deeper inference, temporal/causal reasoning

HallusionBench Guan et al. (2024) 2023 1.13k samples Detecting and measuring hallucina-
tions in visual QA

- Yes/No queries about object presence or
attributes
- Evaluates fidelity of model grounding vs.
“invented” details

POPE Li et al. (2023) 2023 9k samples Probing visual-text alignment and hal-
lucination

- Binary forced-choice tests for factual consistency
- Focus on ambiguous or challenging images to
expose model overclaims

essential inquiry: what is an object? A surgical
robot may deem individual fingers as separate
“grasps” needing independent control, whereas a
self-driving car’s pedestrian detection model lumps
them together in a single silhouette labeled “per-
son.” So, too, does the notion of “background”
grow fluid: what is background for one task can
become foreground for another. This malleability
reflects the deeply subjective, goal-oriented nature
of perception. This inherent subjectivity in defin-
ing objects and background reveals a core challenge
for traditional computer vision systems, which often
rely on task-specific models tailored to narrow prob-
lem definitions. However, recent advancements in
foundational models offer a promising shift away
from this task-centric paradigm, demonstrating a
capacity for broader generalization.

The work by Siméoni et al. (2023) compellingly
illustrates this point. Their study shows how self-
supervised Vision Transformers (ViTs), trained
for general visual representation, can be effec-
tively applied to classical vision tasks previously
addressed with specialized techniques. For exam-
ple, in unsupervised saliency detection, methods
leveraging self-supervised ViTs achieve significantly
improved performance. On the DUTS-TE dataset,
IoU scores dramatically increased from 51.1 (with
E-BigBiGAN Voynov et al. (2021), a leading pre-
ViT method) to 74.9 (with SEMPART-fine Ravin-
dran and Basu (2023), using a self-supervised
ViT without task-specific post-processing). Simi-
larly, for single-object discovery on VOC07, self-
supervised ViTs like TokenCut Wang et al. (2022)
achieve a CorLoc of 68.8 without dedicated learn-
ing, outperforming earlier specialized methods like
rOSD Vo et al. (2020) (54.5 CorLoc). These exam-
ples highlight that these newer, broadly trained
vision models possess an inherent ability to perform
well across a range of classical vision tasks, simply
by being appropriately ‘aimed’ at them. The same
underlying model can effectively tackle boundary

separation, saliency detection, or object localiza-
tion, showcasing a significant step towards more
versatile vision systems.

It is within this mosaic of viewpoints and the
emergent capabilities of foundational models that
the concept of OWD emerges. As we push toward
broader and more adaptive detection paradigms,
we draw ever closer to the original ambition of
that “summer project” from decades ago: to endow
machines with the flexible power to see—and to
understand—the infinite complexity of the visual
world.

4.2 From Single-Task Pipelines to
Large Multimodal Foundations

Computer Vision has undergone several paradigm
shifts in how it approaches detection and recogni-
tion tasks over the past decades. In this subsection,
we outline four broad eras of vision methodology:
(i) pre-deep-learning (classical methods), (ii) deep-
learning-based, (iii) large foundational models, and
(iv) large multimodal models. We highlight key
architectures, learning objectives, and their conver-
gences, culminating in today’s push toward massive
vision-language models that promise generalized,
open-ended perception capabilities.

4.2.1 Era 1: Pre-Deep-Learning
Classical Methods

As introduced in Section 2, early vision tasks
such as object detection, edge/saliency detec-
tion, and background subtraction were tackled
using hand-crafted features and statistical models.
Techniques like Scale-Invariant Feature Transform
(SIFT) Lowe (2004), Histogram of Oriented Gra-
dients (HOG) Dalal and Triggs (2005), or robust
background modeling Koller et al. (1994); Stauf-
fer and Grimson (1999) enabled systems to detect
objects in constrained settings. However, these
“classical” pipelines were usually limited to specific
scenarios:
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Feature Engineering: Manually designed
descriptors (e.g., HOG) leveraged gradients and
local histograms.

Shallow Classifiers: Models like SVMs Hearst
et al. (1998) or Adaboost Freund et al. (1999) oper-
ated on these features to classify or detect objects
(e.g., the Viola-Jones face detector Viola and Jones
(2001)).

Despite being foundational, these methods
lacked scalability and often failed under domain
shifts or more complex, “in-the-wild” scenes. Their
per-task design also made simultaneous handling
of multiple vision challenges cumbersome. This era,
however, laid important groundwork by formalizing
problem definitions and emphasizing performance
metrics (precision, recall, F1, etc.).

4.2.2 Era 2: Deep Learning and Unified
Architectures

The 2010s saw an explosion of Convolutional Neu-
ral Network (CNN) architectures that superseded
classical pipelines on tasks like image classification,
object detection, saliency, and segmentation. Over
time, the field converged on a number of design
patterns:

• CNN Backbones: Networks like AlexNet
Krizhevsky et al. (2012), VGG Simonyan and
Zisserman (2014), ResNet He et al. (2016)
learned end-to-end feature hierarchies directly
from data.

• Detection Pipelines: Two-stage detectors (Faster
R-CNN Ren et al. (2016)) generated region pro-
posals before classification, whereas single-stage
detectors (YOLO Redmon (2016), SSD Liu et al.
(2016)) directly predicted bounding boxes and
class confidences in a fully convolutional pass.

• Encoder-Decoder Designs: Semantic segmenta-
tion or saliency detection models (e.g., U-Net
Ronneberger et al. (2015), FCN Long et al.
(2015)) took advantage of symmetric encoder-
decoder architectures for pixel-level predictions.

These deep methods started to unify once-
disparate tasks by sharing backbones and optimiza-
tion regimes. For instance, the YOLO framework
replaced hand-designed proposal mechanisms with
learned anchor priors, while semantic segmenta-
tion networks learned feature maps that doubled
as saliency predictors in parallel. Yet, a significant
caveat remained: most models were task-specific
and closed-set, i.e., they did not generalize well to
objects or concepts not seen in training.

It’s in the later part of this era, early 2020s,
that Open World Object Detection (OWOD) first
started to emerge as an independent task. The
proposal simple in its ideation - endow object detec-
tors with the capacity to recognize when an object
is foreign to them, and then, incrementally learn
all the new foreign objects - proved challenging
in its formalization. Joseph et al. (2021) proposed

ORE as an evaluation framework and an energy
based, unknown-aware solution to serve as a sturdy
baseline for the framework. This initial baseline
already made use of contrastive learning principles
- a method we deem as sitting at the foundation of
the 3rd era that furthered open ended detection -
by using contrastive clustering in the energy based
model.

4.2.3 Era 3: Large Foundational Models
via Contrastive and
Self-Distillation Learning

A breakthrough toward more generalizable vision
features emerged with large-scale foundational
models such as CLIP Radford et al. (2021), DINO
Caron et al. (2021); Oquab et al. (2023). These
models departed from the single-task approach,
instead learning universal representations from
massive unlabeled or weakly labeled datasets.
Three important methodological paths include
contrastive learning, self-distillation and masked-
autoencoding :

Contrastive Learning (CLIP, ALIGN): Lever-
aging large-scale image-text pairs, CLIP Radford
et al. (2021) aligns image embeddings fθ(·) and
text embeddings gϕ(·) in a shared semantic space.
A common objective is the InfoNCE or contrastive
loss:

LCL = −
∑

(x,y)∈D

log
exp

(
⟨fθ(x), gϕ(y)⟩/τ

)∑
y′∈Ω

exp
(
⟨fθ(x), gϕ(y′)⟩/τ

) ,
(1)

where (x, y) is an image-text pair, Ω is a batch or
corpus of negative text samples, and τ is a temper-
ature parameter. By “pulling” correct image-text
pairs together and “pushing” mismatched ones
apart, models learn semantic consistency across
modalities, enabling zero-shot classification, open-
vocabulary detection, image similarity, and beyond.

Fig. 14 CLIP - A: Pretraining on image-caption sets, B:
Create zero-shot classifier using masked text prompting

Self-Distillation (DINO, DINOv2): Self-
distillation Caron et al. (2021) trains a student
network to match the outputs of a teacher network,
where both networks may share the same archi-
tecture (e.g., a Vision Transformer). This process
drives feature learning because, without explicit
labels, the student must internally discover visual
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patterns and structures in the unlabeled data to
effectively match the teacher. The teacher’s param-
eters are often updated via an exponential moving
average (EMA) of the student’s parameters. A
typical loss can be written as:

LSD =
∑
x∈D

∥∥∥fθ(x)− fθEMA(x)
∥∥∥2, (2)

where fθ(x) is the student output, and fθEMA(x)
is the fixed teacher output (updated periodically
or via EMA). DINOv2 Oquab et al. (2023) scales
this concept to enormous uncurated image cor-
pora, resulting in highly generalizable features that
excel in tasks like segmentation, detection, and
retrieval—often without further labels.

Masked Autoencoding (MAE): Another key
self-supervised approach is masked autoencoding,
pioneered by BERT Kenton and Toutanova (2019)
in NLP and adapted to vision in MAE He et al.
(2022). A random subset of image patches is
masked, and the network learns to reconstruct them
from the remaining visible patches:

LMAE =
∑
x∈D

∥∥∥M ⊙ (x̂− x)
∥∥∥2, (3)

where M is a binary mask selecting the missing
patches, x is the original image, and x̂ is the recon-
structed image. By learning from partially obscured
inputs, the model acquires robust holistic scene
understanding, improving its transfer to diverse
downstream tasks.

What unites these approaches is their ability
to learn from unbounded data: image-text pairs
scraped from the web (as in CLIP) or large unla-
beled image corpora (as in DINO/MAE). These
foundational encoders thus move us closer to open-
world detection by capturing diverse, highly trans-
ferable representations of “visual reality.” As a
practical proof, CLIP-based detectors have been
adopted for image search and indexing at scale (e.g.,
unsplash.com uses captions generated by CLIP),
while DINO’s self-distilled features are used for
unsupervised saliency and region discovery Siméoni
et al. (2023).
How CLIP works: In “Overview A” of Fig. 14
we see CLIP jointly process large collections of
images and their accompanying text. An image
encoder transforms each input image into a corre-
sponding embedding (denoted I1, I2, . . . , IN ), while
a text encoder converts text (e.g., captions, class
names) into text embeddings (T1, T2, . . . , TN ). Dur-
ing contrastive pre-training, CLIP “pulls together”
matched image–text pairs by maximizing their
embedding dot product (e.g., Ii · Ti) and “pushes
apart” mismatched pairs by minimizing their sim-
ilarity (e.g., Ii · Tj for i ̸= j) - see Contrastive
Loss [Equation 1]. In “Overview B,” the trained
text encoder is then used to create a set of class

embeddings from plain-language labels (e.g., “a
photo of a plane, “a photo of a dog”), while
the image encoder produces embeddings for new
input images. Zero-shot prediction follows nat-
urally: the model compares the image embed-
ding I1 against each candidate text embedding
(T1, T2, . . . , TN ) and picks the label whose text
embedding is most similar. This procedure enables
CLIP to recognize novel object categories (“dog,”
“bird,” etc.) without explicit supervised training on
those classes, relying solely on its learned alignment
between visual and textual concepts.

4.2.4 Era 4: Large Multimodal Models
and Convergence of Vision &
Language

Having robust vision backbones (CLIP, DINO)
naturally sets the stage for multimodal founda-
tion models that integrate visual encoders with
large language models (LLMs). This final step
aims for a single system able to answer open-
ended queries, localize arbitrary objects, caption
images, or execute complex reasoning about scenes.
Fig. 15 displays the general architecture of existing
multimodal models, with input and output projec-
tors being the bridge between multimodality and
language.

Fig. 15 General Large Multimodal Architecture Zhang
et al. (2024)

Vision-Language Fusion: Models such as BLIP
Li et al. (2022) and Flamingo Alayrac et al. (2022)
project image embeddings into partially shared
spaces with text embeddings. Concretely, a func-
tion hα(·) may map image features to a set of
“vision tokens” v = hα(fθ(x)), which are then fed
into a language model together with text tokens t.
By merging these token sequences, the model can
handle tasks from image captioning to object seg-
mentation via textual prompts. High-level “vision
tokens” typically come from a pretrained multi-
modal encoder (e.g., CLIP, EVA-CLIP Sun et al.
(2023)) that preserves broad generalization capabil-
ities.

Instruction Tuning and Dialogue: Systems such
as InstructBLIP Dai et al. (2023) or LLaVA Liu
et al. (2024) incorporate instruction tuning, chain-
of-thought prompting, and multi-turn dialogue
to produce “chat-based” multimodal interactions.
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Users can sequentially refine queries (e.g., “Iden-
tify all peculiar items in the frame,” “Now zoom
in on that red object,” etc.)—a capability well-
aligned with OWD. Recent research also reveals the
growing importance of visual prompting to guide a
model’s attention, with approaches like Q-Former
Zhang et al. (2024), FERRET You et al. (2023), or
GPT4RoI Zhang et al. (2023) using region-based
prompting to emphasize specific parts of an image.

Unified Perception via Visual Tokens: A major
challenge has emerged in how to incorporate large
numbers of “visual tokens” (particularly for high-
resolution images) into a language model’s lim-
ited context window. Techniques like Scaling on
Scales (S2) Shi et al. (2024) attempt to man-
age this by extracting visual tokens at multiple
resolutions, while adaptive token reduction (e.g.,
PruMerge Shang et al. (2024)) reduces token redun-
dancy through sampling or clustering. Other lines
of work propose nesting visual tokens in hierarchi-
cal “Matryoshka” representations Kusupati et al.
(2022); Cai et al. (2024) or stacking them deeply
to preserve detail without exploding context length
Meng et al. (2024).

Pixel-Based Prompting: In parallel, several
recent methods show that directly overlaying
bounding boxes, scribbles, or textual annotations
onto the input image can be an even more intuitive
way to prompt a multimodal model—often called
visual pixel prompting Wu et al. (2022); Yu et al.
(2024). Systems that employ a set-of-mark method
Yang et al. (2023) like ViP-LLaVA Cai et al. (2024)
or SoM-LLaVA Yan et al. (2024) demonstrate sig-
nificant improvements in region understanding and
visual grounding tasks by drawing a user’s prompts
directly on the pixel space of the image (e.g., a
scribbled arrow, a circled region, a segmentation
mask) - in Fig.16 we can see how marks in an
image contribute to better scene understanding and
location grounding.

Fig. 16 Marks guidance for VLLMs

In addition to these architectural and method-
ological trends, the community has begun explor-
ing specialized encoders for different visual cues.
For instance, VCoder Jain et al. (2024) lever-
ages multiple coders (e.g., depth, segmentation) to
deliver more targeted vision inputs to the language
model, substantially boosting performance on per-
ception tasks. As these large multimodal models
grow, so does their capacity for open world rea-
soning, including tasks like unknown-object detec-
tion, spatial reasoning, counting, and more Chen
et al. (2024). However, fundamental challenges
remain; for example, precise spatial understand-
ing and accurate counting of complex scenes still
prove difficult Chandhok et al. (2024). Furthermore,
extending these systems to video understanding
Madan et al. (2024); Qian et al. (2024) opens
up new avenues (and complexities) around tem-
poral and causal reasoning, with potential appli-
cations in robotics, user-interface navigation, and
beyond Kamboj and Driggs-Campbell (2024). Ulti-
mately, by fusing powerful language backbones with
dynamic vision encoders, large multimodal mod-
els carry forward the deep-learning revolution in
perception, steering us ever closer to flexible open-
world detection and truly holistic scene understand-
ing.

Implications for Open-World Detection. In each
new era, we observe a movement away from spe-
cialized, domain-specific heuristics towards gener-
alizable, data-driven embeddings. Whereas classi-
cal pipelines rely on curated features, these large
foundational and multimodal models reflect the
ongoing convergence in Computer Vision: from pre-
specified to open-ended tasks, from single-modal
to language-infused representations, and ultimately
toward a future where “detecting an unknown
object” or “segmenting any region of interest”
emerges naturally from an all-encompassing percep-
tion engine. By unifying vision and language, we
come closer to fulfilling the longstanding dream of
a truly open-world perception system.

5 Future Directions

While our survey has aimed to provide a compre-
hensive picture of the OWD landscape, we acknowl-
edge that multiple subdomains and related topics
lie outside the current scope but are nevertheless
intertwined with the same fundamental challenges.
Our decision to exclude these topics here was moti-
vated by the vastness of the collective field, but
we recognize their importance and expect future
work to draw many more connections across these
complementary threads.

Looking ahead, we envision four primary, inter-
woven avenues of progress that will be pivotal for
pushing OWD toward more powerful, generalizable,
and practical outcomes:
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5.1 Advancing Multimodality

The remarkable performance gains witnessed in the
past few years reflect a growing capacity to process
and fuse multiple data modalities. Modern large
language models (LLMs) already show early success
in pairing image and textual data, and we antici-
pate much broader integration of video, audio, 3D,
and other signals in the near future. While cur-
rent Vision-Language Models (VLMs) and Large
Multimodal Models (LMMs) have expanded the
scope of what is “detectable,” there is still consid-
erable work to be done in achieving the fine-grained
accuracy required for precise object localization,
segmentation, and geometric understanding.

5.2 Transitioning from 2D to
3D-Integrated Open Detection

As industries and robotics applications (e.g., self-
driving cars, drone navigation, and smart manu-
facturing) continue to deploy multi-sensor systems,
3D data captured through LiDAR, depth cameras,
or stereo rigs becomes increasingly accessible. We
expect imminent advances in open world 3D detec-
tion, where foundational models, presently geared
mostly toward 2D, will incorporate depth and geo-
metric cues seamlessly. Potential lines of research
include:

• 3D Foundational Backbones - Emerging
3D versions of the large pre-trained vision
models, leveraging sensor-fusion approaches
(RGB+depth+LiDAR).

• Progressive Self-Supervision - Expanding self-
distillation and contrastive objectives to volu-
metric or point-cloud data, potentially adopting
multi-view consistency or 3D-based reconstruc-
tions to handle unknown shapes.

• Holistic Perception Engines - Systems that unify
2D bounding boxes, 3D object proposals, and
textual grounding in a single pipeline, ultimately
boosting the capacity to detect unknown objects
anywhere in physical space.

Over the next few years, we anticipate the most
advanced detection models will no longer be purely
2D-based, instead offering full 3D situational aware-
ness and cross-domain adaptability.

5.3 Scaling Up, Then Distilling Down

We also project continued emphasis on scal-
ing: more extensive datasets, larger models, and
increased training durations. This scaling often
unlocks emergent capabilities, whether in zero-
shot transfer, multi-domain generalization, or fine-
grained detection of previously unseen items. How-
ever, alongside this growth, a parallel stream of
research is likely to concentrate on model distilla-
tion, producing lighter-weight networks that inherit
the strengths of their gargantuan ancestors while

running efficiently on consumer-grade or embedded
hardware.

This dual dynamic of “scale up, then com-
press down” aligns with what the broader machine
learning community has already observed in lan-
guage modeling. Trends suggest highly distilled
open world detectors capable of reaching real-time
inference rates above 30 FPS, even on devices with
constrained computational budgets. In the near
term, applications such as robotics, drones, and
autonomous vehicles will catalyze the push for these
efficient-yet-powerful OWD models that operate
reliably under latency and energy constraints.

5.4 Robotics Integration

As OWD matures, its natural expansion into
robotics will accelerate. Systems that parse
unknown objects, or reason about dynamic,
unstructured environments, will be crucial to safe
human-robot collaboration in warehouses, homes,
and medical settings. Likewise, innovations in real-
time open-ended detection will help drones navigate
cluttered airspaces or assist automotive systems in
analyzing rare road obstacles. These domains will,
in turn, feed back valuable data and pressure for
robust, efficient solutions. We expect:

On-Device Intelligence: Greater synergy
between on-edge neural accelerators and model
architectures that can learn or adapt on the fly.
This is something we expect incremental learning
to bridge into as methods advance.

Interactive Scene Understanding: Robotic sys-
tems that engage in dialogue with humans (via
LLM-based interfaces), refining detection targets in
real time.

Active Object Discovery: Robots that actively
move, probe, or re-position sensors to reduce uncer-
tainty about unknown or partially visible objects.

Outlook. With the continuing convergence of his-
torically “isolated” tasks (tracking, segmentation,
detection, depth, saliency, etc.) into unified frame-
works, we see a future where detection is less
about bounding boxes or label sets, and more
about truly understanding all that is visible. Ulti-
mately, the integration of larger, more holistic mod-
els with domain-specific expertise and hardware-
specific optimizations will move us closer to a
reality in which machines observe, reason about,
and adapt to their environments with unprece-
dented fluidity — progressing, at last, toward a
level of visual intelligence once seen as purely spec-
ulative. Or, as history would have it, a successful
summer project.
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6 Conclusion

In this survey, we examined OWD from mul-
tiple angles, highlighting foundational subdo-
mains such as saliency detection, foreground/back-
ground separation, zero-shot detection, and out-of-
distribution recognition. We discussed how each of
these technical components contributes to build-
ing class-agnostic, generalizable systems that bet-
ter reflect real-world variability. Furthermore, the
shift toward large multimodal foundational mod-
els—particularly those bridging vision and lan-
guage—has demonstrated how high-level seman-
tic understanding and flexible representational
capacity jointly enable more effective detection
of both known and unforeseen objects. Although
these emerging frameworks offer promising direc-
tions, many operational and theoretical challenges
remain: from improving spatial localization and
3D integration, to managing scaling demands in a
manner that also permits efficient distillation for
resource-limited environments. We conclude that
OWD is likely to become increasingly relevant in
applications that require robustness to novelty and
dynamic updates, making it essential for the field
to continue exploring both the foundational mech-
anisms of visual perception and the more holistic,
multimodal paradigms that are rapidly redefining
the scope of computer vision.
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