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Abstract
Bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion promotes
local and global coherence and has become a
de facto design principle for networks such as
HRNet and EfficientDet which target spatially
sensitive tasks. When paired with high resolu-
tion inputs, these networks achieve state-of-the-
art results across various computer vision tasks,
but training them requires substantial accelerator
memory for saving large, multi-resolution acti-
vations. These memory requirements cap net-
work size and limit progress. By recomputing
activations in the backward pass, reversible net-
works eliminate the need to store them. Exist-
ing reversible methods, however, are not appli-
cable to multi-scale feature fusion. This work
introduces the RevSilo, the first reversible bidirec-
tional multi-scale feature fusion module. Stack-
ing RevSilos, we create the RevBiFPN, a fully
reversible bidirectional feature pyramid network,
where reversibility enables training networks 24
times larger than if activations were saved. When
trained on ImageNet1k, RevBiFPN is competi-
tive with networks such as EfficientNet designed
specifically for classification. Fine tuned for seg-
mentation and detection, RevBiFPN is also com-
petitive with networks such as HRNet while using
only a fraction of the memory. Code: https:
//github.com/Cerebras/RevBiFPN

1. Introduction
Neural Networks have elevated state-of-the-art (SOTA) re-
sults in computer vision but often have large memory re-
quirements that complicate training and limit scalability.
While low resolution intermediate representations work well
for classification tasks (LeCun et al., 1998; Krizhevsky et al.,
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Figure 1. The measured GPU memory usage of RevBiFPN trained
with and without reversible recomputation. These memory savings
can be reallocated to scaling network width and input resolution.

2012; Simonyan & Zisserman, 2015; Tan & Le, 2019), dense
prediction tasks, such as detection and segmentation, require
the construction of high resolution feature maps which are
spatially informative.

U-Net (Ronneberger et al., 2015), used for segmentation,
was one of the first multi-scale feature fusion networks.
While detection networks would initially process every scale
of an image pyramid2 independently, they soon adopted
multi-scale feature fusion to directly produce feature pyra-
mids (Lin et al., 2017a;b; Redmon & Farhadi, 2018).

Bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion networks iteratively
merge information from high and low resolution feature
maps producing robust models (Hendrycks & Dietterich,
2019). By iteratively aligning the semantic representations
of fine grained and high level features (Figure 2), this pro-
motes local and global coherence. As a result, these net-
works are often the backbone of SOTA computer vision
systems, but their memory requirements complicate training
and limit scalability (Liu et al., 2018; Cai & Vasconcelos,
2018; Sun et al., 2019a; Tan et al., 2020). Training these net-
works can pushes the memory bounds of modern hardware.
In effect, hardware memory sets a hard limit on how far re-
searchers scale these networks, enforcing an upper bound on
network performance. Achieving SOTA frequently requires
processing mega-pixel images which can consume all accel-
erator memory with just a single sample (Tao et al., 2020).

2often referred to as multi-scale inference
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Figure 2. Connectivity of multi-scale networks. Features are depicted as boxes and the lines depict the possible connectivity of networks
processing features at multiple scales. Networks like VGG (Simonyan & Zisserman, 2015), ResNet (He et al., 2016), and EfficientNet (Tan
& Le, 2019) can be used to generate multi-scale features. These features are often fused by networks such as U-Net (Ronneberger et al.,
2015), Mask R-CNN (He et al., 2017), or YOLO (Redmon & Farhadi, 2018) for completing spatially sensitive tasks. For example,
the multi-scale connectivity of U-Net, with high resolution outputs, is identified in red. Low resolution features communicate global
information, while high resolution features are able to capture detailed local information such as texture and object boundaries. By
iteratively mixing high and low resolution features, bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion networks such as HRNet (Sun et al., 2019a),
EfficientDet (Tan et al., 2020), and UNet++ (Zhou et al., 2018) promote local and global coherence, boosting performance in CV.

While distributed training setups can accelerate these work-
loads, high memory networks impose various limitations.
For example, needing to use small batch sizes precludes
the use of Batch Normalization (Ioffe & Szegedy, 2015),
requiring batch size one alternatives (Wu & He, 2018; Chi-
ley et al., 2019; Rao & Sohl-Dickstein, 2020; Labatie et al.,
2021). Alternatively, researchers can adopt model parallel
approaches to scaling models, but this often results in hard-
ware utilization or network optimization issues (Huang et al.,
2019; Chen et al., 2018a; Narayanan et al., 2019; Kosson
et al., 2021).

Another approach to alleviating accelerator memory usage
is to offload activations to host. However, for bandwidth
constrained systems, this results in poor FLOP utilization.
When performing operations with low arithmetic intensity,
such as non-linearities or Depthwise Convolutions, GPUs
already get poor FLOP utilization due to the limited band-
width from device memory. Offloading activations to host
memory uses even slower bandwidth, exacerbating utiliza-
tion issues.

Alternatively, Griewank & Walther (2000), Dauvergne &
Hascoët (2006), and Chen et al. (2016) propose gradient
checkpointing3 where a subset of the intermediate activa-
tions is recomputed instead of being stored. For training
neural networks of depth D, the activation memory com-
plexity is linear with respect to the depth. Checkpointing
can reduce the memory complexity from O(D) to O(

√
D)

(Chen et al., 2016). Motivated by Normalizing Flow (Dinh
et al., 2017; Kingma & Dhariwal, 2018), reversible networks
(Gomez et al., 2017) take this one step further. These net-
works are designed using a series of invertible operations
which allow activation to be recomputed during the back-
wards pass. Using this paradigm, reversible networks per-
form “backpropagation without storing activations” (Gomez
et al., 2017), reducing their memory complexity from linear

3often referred to as reverse checkpointing

to constant 4 (Figure 1). Although reversible structures have
been successfully used in image classification (Gomez et al.,
2017) and language modeling (Kitaev et al., 2020), they
have yet to been used to produce high resolution feature
maps or multi-scale feature fusion networks.

Due to the multi-scale nature of EfficientDet and HRNet,
existing reversible structures cannot be directly applied as
they keep tensor dimensionality constant. One approach
to produce high resolution feature maps would be to apply
the reversible residual block (Gomez et al., 2017) to an
entire subnetwork, such as each hourglass of the Stacked
Hourglass Network (Newell et al., 2016). While feasible, the
entire subnetwork of activations would still need to stored,
limiting memory savings (Appendix A.1). The specific case
of the hourglass design also produces high FLOP count
networks (Appendix A.2) and does not provide bidirectional
multi-scale feature fusion with a feature pyramid output.

1.1. Contributions

The main contributions of this work are:

1. We introduce the RevSilo (Figure 3), the first reversible
bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion module.

2. We use the RevSilo to build the first fully reversible
bidirectional feature pyramid network, or RevBiFPN
(Figure 4), which uses a fraction of the memory used
by the same network without reversibility (Figures 1
and 5).

3. With a classification head, we pretrain the network on
ImageNet1k to accuracies competitive with networks

4When training in layer pipeline mode (Pétrowski et al., 1993;
Kosson et al., 2021), the complexity is quadratic with respect
to depth. Reversible networks decrease the memory complexity
with respect to depth from O(D2) to O(D), whereas Reverse
Checkpointing only decrease it to O(D1.5) in the pipelined setting
(Yang et al., 2021)).
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designed specifically for classification.

4. Using the appropriate heads, we also show the RevB-
iFPN to be competitive with similar networks on detec-
tion and segmentation tasks while using a fraction of
the accelerator memory for training.

2. Related Works
Deep neural networks are often used to produce low reso-
lution features for classification tasks (LeCun et al., 1998;
Krizhevsky et al., 2012; Simonyan & Zisserman, 2015; Sri-
vastava et al., 2015; He et al., 2016; Howard et al., 2017;
Tan & Le, 2019; Radosavovic et al., 2020; Ridnik et al.,
2021; Dosovitskiy et al., 2021; Touvron et al., 2021; Yuan
et al., 2021; Dai et al., 2021). While effective, spatially sen-
sitive tasks, such as detection and segmentation, require the
construction of high resolution feature maps. U-Net (Ron-
neberger et al., 2015) was among the first networks to pro-
duce high resolution feature maps. This is enabled by multi-
scale feature fusion where a high to low resolution encoder
is followed by a low to high resolution decoder to fuse fea-
tures at multiple scales (Figure 2). The Stacked Hourglass
Network (Newell et al., 2016) extends this by stacking mul-
tiple U-Net style modules to produce better quality high
resolution representations. These networks are simple and
serve as strong baselines in segmentation and keypoint de-
tection.

Feature Pyramid Networks. Systems using low resolution
features are often applied to image pyramids for detection
(Girshick, 2015; Ren et al., 2015; Redmon et al., 2016;
Redmon & Farhadi, 2017). Lin et al. (2017a) augment a
pretrained classification network with a low to high resolu-
tion decoder to perform multi-scale feature fusion similar
to the U-Net design. Rather than a single high resolution
feature map, the network outputs features from multiple
spatial resolutions to create a feature pyramid. The success
of the Feature Pyramid Network (FPN) motivated similar
methodologies to be used throughout the CV community
(Redmon & Farhadi, 2018; Bochkovskiy et al., 2020; He
et al., 2017; Lin et al., 2017b; Goyal et al., 2021). Bidirec-
tional Feature Pyramid Networks (BiFPNs) further improve
performance by iteratively applying multi-scale feature fu-
sion modules (Tan et al., 2020; Ghiasi et al., 2019; Liu et al.,
2018; Cai & Vasconcelos, 2018; Chen et al., 2018b). This
allows local information from high resolution feature maps
to be repeatedly fused with global information from low
resolution feature maps.

FPNs are often created by using feature fusion modules to
augment existing classification networks, which are not
originally designed for feature fusion. However, Zhou
et al. (2015), Jacobsen et al. (2017), Ke et al. (2017), Huang
et al. (2018b), Sun et al. (2019a), Sun et al. (2019b), Wang
et al. (2020), Cheng et al. (2020), Fan et al. (2021), and Li

Figure 3. The Reversible Residual Silo (RevSilo). Note that the
left half of the RevSilo generalizes the affine coupling block of
(Dinh et al., 2014).

et al. (2021) advocate for treating bidirectional multi-scale
feature fusion as a first class design principle in computer
vision networks and show the effectiveness of this approach
for classification, detection, and segmentation. Bidirectional
multi-scale feature fusion networks reduce the semantic gap
between consecutive feature maps (Zhou et al., 2018). By
outputting feature pyramids, these networks allow tasks to
be completed at multiple scales. This improves performance,
but their memory requirements complicate training and limit
scalability.

Reversible Recomputation of Activations. Reversible
models (Gomez et al., 2017; Brügger et al., 2019; Pendse
et al., 2020; Yamazaki et al., 2021; Sander et al., 2021;
Chun et al., 2020; Kitaev et al., 2020; Nestler & Gill, 2021)
save memory by recomputing activations instead of storing
them. Fully reversible models have the added benefit of also
being used for generation with Normalizing Flow (Dinh
et al., 2014; 2017; Kingma & Dhariwal, 2018; Kingma
et al., 2016; Germain et al., 2015; Papamakarios et al., 2017;
Huang et al., 2018a; Jacobsen et al., 2018; Keller et al.,
2021). Other approaches to reversible recomputation im-
pose architectural limits (Bai et al., 2019), limit optimization
(Behrmann et al., 2019; Thangarasa et al., 2019), or are com-
putationally expensive (Behrmann et al., 2019). While any
reversible model or method could be used for saving activa-
tion memory, none are directly applicable to bidirectional
multi-scale feature fusion.

3. Reversible Residual Silo
The Reversible Residual Silo, or RevSilo, generalizes affine
coupling (Dinh et al., 2014) and the reversible residual block
(Gomez et al., 2017) to create an invertible module for bidi-
rectional multi-scale feature fusion. Figure 3 shows two
halves of the RevSilo with N = 4 spatial resolutions. The
left half communicates information down the feature pyra-
mid and the right sends information up the feature pyramid.
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Figure 4. An RevBiFPN that creates an N = 4 feature pyramid where given the output feature pyramid all activations can be recomputed
going backwards through the network. I are reversible residual blocks. The network uses 3 RevSilos to build the feature pyramid and has
an extra depth of d = 2 RevSilos.

The equations for the N = 4 RevSilo in Figure 3 are:

h4 = h0 (1)
h5 = g (h1, F5(h0)) (2)
h6 = g (h2, F6(h1, h0)) (3)
h7 = g (h3, F7(h2, h1, h0)) (4)

then:

h8 = g (h4, F8(h7, h6, h5)) (5)
h9 = g (h5, F9(h7, h6)) (6)
h10 = g (h6, F10(h7)) (7)
h11 = h7 (8)

with inverse equations:

h7 = h11 (9)

h6 = g−1 (h10, F10(h7)) (10)

h5 = g−1 (h9, F9(h7, h6)) (11)

h4 = g−1 (h8, F8(h7, h6, h5)) (12)

then:

h0 = h4 (13)

h1 = g−1 (h5, F5(h0)) (14)

h2 = g−1 (h6, F6(h1, h0)) (15)

h3 = g−1 (h7, F7(h2, h1, h0)) (16)

where g can be any, potentially parameterized, invertible
transformation. Unless otherwise stated in this work, g is
element-wise addition, and therefore its inverse, g−1, is
element-wise subtraction. If hi and hj are on the same row,
i.e. i % N == j % N , the RevSilo’s residual structure
requires that the shape of hi equals the shape of hj . Other-
wise, Fi should transform the shape of its inputs to match
the shape of hi. Besides this shape constraint, Fi can be any
transformation. We also note that inputs can be set to 0 and
such constructs are still invertible. For example, setting h3

to 0 is equivalent to expanding an N = 3 feature pyramid
into an N = 4 feature pyramid.

While the backwards recompute equations must be com-
puted in order, the forward equations allow the N hidden
tensors of the RevSilo to be computed simultaneously. This
enables more parallelism in the resulting inference network.
It should also be noted that if the shape of hi = 1 for all i, g
is the addition operator, and Fi is a dot product of its inputs
with a parameter vector, then the two halves of the RevSilo
form Upper and Lower Unitriangular matrices. The under-
lying coupling structure that makes Unitriangular matrices
invertible (Thoma, 2013), makes all coupling structures
(Kingma et al., 2016; Germain et al., 2015; Papamakarios
et al., 2017; Huang et al., 2018a; Dinh et al., 2014; Gomez
et al., 2017) invertible.

4. RevBiFPN
The fully Reversible Bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion
with Feature Pyramid output Network, or RevBiFPN, uses
the RevSilo to create a fully reversible backbone that utilizes
bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion to produce a feature
pyramid output. The high level network structure of the
RevBiFPN is shown in Figure 4. The output feature pyramid
can can then be used as an input to different task specific
heads (Section 4.3).

The networks uses the invertible SpaceToDepth stem (Rid-
nik et al., 2021; Shi et al., 2016; Dinh et al., 2017; Jacobsen
et al., 2018) to initially downsamples the input by a factor
of 4 and produce c = 42 ∗ 3 = 48 channels. The base
model use c0 = 48, c1 = 64, c2 = 80, and c3 = 160
channels in its N = 4 spatial resolutions. As the network
size is increased, the image channels are duplicated which
ensures the network is fully reversible regardless of network
width. The rest of the network has a structure similar to HR-
Net (Sun et al., 2019a) where transformations in the same
spatial resolution use Reversible Residual Blocks (Gomez
et al., 2017), denoted as I , and bidirectional multi-scale
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feature fusion is done using the RevSilo.

Although Fi can be any transformation of its inputs that
appropriately modifies the activation’s resolutions, for sim-
plicity the network uses the sum of independent transforma-
tions for each input (Appendix B show the RevSilo variant
used in this work.). The network isn’t designed with a
specific hardware target in mind and therefore uses the MB-
Conv (Howard et al., 2017) building block, a building block
that efficiently utilizes parameter and multiply-accumulates
(MAC) 5. Without a specific hardware target, we are effec-
tively designing for MAC count used as a proxy for run time
(Dehghani et al., 2021).

The RevSilo up and down samples features by factors of
2. To upsample a feature by a factor of 2k, the Depthwise
Convolution of the MBConv block uses a stride of 1 and
has a kernel size of 3 or 5; this is then followed by bilinear
upsampling. To downsample a feature by a factor of 2k, the
Depthwise Convolution of the MBConv block uses a stride
of 2k and has a kernel size of either 2 ∗ 2k − 1 or 2 ∗ 2k +1.
The MBConv blocks in the Reversible Residual Blocks use
Depthwise Convolution with kernel sizes 3 or 5. As a re-
sult, the network uses a rich set of kernel sizes producing a
diverse set of transforms as suggested by Tan et al. (2019).
Network parameters are initialized using the Kaiming Ini-
tialization (He et al., 2015). Batch Normalization’s biases
are initialized to zero and weights are initialized to one,
except the last normalization’s weights are initialized to
zero which promotes stability at initialization (Kingma &
Dhariwal, 2018).

The network uses the MBConv variant with squeeze-
excite (Tan & Le, 2019) and the hard-swish non-linearity
(Howard et al., 2019). To balance the parameter and MACs
used, the network has larger expansion ratios on the lower
resolution streams, but uses larger squeeze-excite ratios
on the large resolution streams as suggested by Ridnik
et al. (2021). The resulting network, with a classification
head, has a parameter and MAC profile similar to common
classification networks. This network is then scaled (Sec-
tion 4.2) and the results can be compared to other network
families on the commonly used ImageNet (Deng et al., 2009)
benchmark. Further network details and implementation
can be found at https://github.com/Cerebras/
RevBiFPN.

The RevBiFPN family of networks is pretrained on Ima-
geNet then fine-tuned on for detection and segmentation
on MSCOCO and Cityscapes using MMDetection (Chen
et al., 2019) and MMSegmentation (Contributors, 2020),
respectively, using task specific heads (Section 4.3).

5ML researcher sometimes use FLOP when they mean MAC
(Dollár et al., 2021). Following common practice, we use MAC to
mean multiply-accumulates since FLOP generally means floating
point operation.
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Figure 5. The measured activation memory of training a network
using a batch size of 16 with and without reversible recomputation
as the input resolution is scaled.

4.1. Memory Savings

The activation memory complexity of training a CV network
is O(n ∗ c ∗ h ∗ w ∗ d) where n is the batch size, c is
the number of channels representing the network’s width,
h and w are the input resolution, and d is the depth of
the network. Reversible networks remove depth from the
activation memory complexity of neural network training:
O(n ∗ c ∗ h ∗ w). Naturally the question becomes: what
does this practically mean? Figure 1 shows the measured
memory usage of the baseline RevBiFPN network with
input resolution 224×224 as the network depth is increased
with and without reversibility enabled. The figure shows
how the measured memory usage increases linearly when
reversibility is disabled but is constant when reversibility is
enabled.

A reversible and non-reversible network will have the same
complexity when scaling the networks width, batch size,
or input resolution, but the reversible variant will have an
offset allowing much larger variants to be trained. As an
example, Figure 5 shows the measured memory usage of the
baseline RevBiFPN network with a batch size of 16 as the
resolution is varied with and without reversibility enabled.
Although scaling resolution has the same complexity for the
reversible and non-reversible network, the reversible variant
has an advantageous offset and can run resolutions about
4x larger than is possible with the non-reversible network.
Running this experiment at a batch size of 1, on a 16GB
system, the non-reversible network can process images at
a resolution size of just over 2k×2k while the reversible
variant can process inputs with up to a resolution of 8k×8k.

4.2. Network Scaling
6Network size is limited by activation size, n ∗ c ∗ h ∗ w ∗

d, therefore activation size is used as a proxy for network size.
|RevBiFPN-S6| / |RevBiFPN-S1| = (n ∗ 6.67c ∗ 352 ∗ 352 ∗
5)/(n ∗ 1.33c ∗ 256 ∗ 256 ∗ 2) = 23.7

https://github.com/Cerebras/RevBiFPN
https://github.com/Cerebras/RevBiFPN
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Table 1. Multiplier on width, mw, depth, d, and input height and
width of RevBiFPN trained on ImageNet at different scales. With-
out reversibility, the training setup would need to be modified to
accommodate scales past RevBiFPN-S1. With reversibility we
are able to train a network 24 times the size of its non-reversible
counterpart6.

MODEL-SCALE mw d h AND w

RevBiFPN-S0 1 2 224
RevBiFPN-S1 1.33 2 256
RevBiFPN-S2 2 2 256
RevBiFPN-S3 2.67 3 288
RevBiFPN-S4 4 4 320
RevBiFPN-S5 5.33 4 352
RevBiFPN-S6 6.67 5 352

Once the baseline network is designed, scaling the input
resolution, network width, and network depth generally
results in better performance. Which dimension should
be scaled and by how much? Classically, networks such
as VGG (Simonyan & Zisserman, 2015) and ResNet (He
et al., 2016) focused on scaling the networks depth. Tan
& Le (2019) showed how compound scaling, scaling all
dimensions, resulted in efficient networks at all parameter
and MAC counts. In 2021, Dollár et al. showed how to scale
networks such that the network run-time is minimized for
large networks. Equations (4) and (5) of Dollár et al. (2021)
produce a “family of scaling strategies parameterized by α”.

In our work we use these scaling strategies setting α = 2/3.
While Dollár et al. (2021) recommend α = 4/5, in their
work Figure 6 and Figure 12 show α = 2/3 is nearly as
fast but moves some of the emphasis off width scaling to
depth and resolution scaling, where Section 4.1 discusses
the memory saving benefits of depth scaling in our setting.
Given the outputs of the scaling rule, we choose mw such
that channel counts are multiples of 16, round the depth to
an integer, and round the resolution to a multiple of 25 since
the networks uses 5 resolution scales. Table 1 shows the
different network scales used.

4.3. Network Heads

While the RevBiFPN backbone is fully reversible, it can be
used with non-reversible heads. The different task heads
used in the experiments are introduced here. Note that
before each head is applied, a set of MBConv blocks is
used as a neck, with reverse checkpointing, to transform
the number of channels to 48, 64, 128, and 320 for the
RevBiFPN-S0 network. The dimensionality of the neck and
heads are scaled using the same width multipliers shown in
Table 1. For the detection and segmentation networks the
input resolution is also modified.

Classification is used to pretrained the RevBiFPN back-
bone before it is fine-tuned for detection and segmentation.

MBConv

MBConv

MBConv

MBConv

MBConv

MBConv

MBConv

Conv Pool Dense

Figure 6. Neck and classification head built from a feature pyramid

The backbones outputs a feature pyramid which is trans-
formed by the neck. The highest resolution feature map is
then downsampled by a factor of 2 using an MBConv block
with stride 2 and is added to the next largest feature map.
This is repeated multiple times until all information is aggre-
gated into the lowest resolution feature map. At this point
a 1× 1 convolution is applied, followed by global average
pooling and a dense layer. The non-reversible classification
head is shown in Figure 6. This design is inspired by the
design in (Sun et al., 2019a) but uses the MBConv building
block. When paired with a classification head, the network
is denoted as RevBiFPN-C.

Segmentation is done using the XXX-XXX segmentation
head provided by MMSegmentation (Contributors, 2020).
When paired with a classification head, the network is de-
noted as RevBiFPN-S.

Detection is done with the XXX-XXX detection head
provided in MMDetection (Chen et al., 2019). When
paired with a classification head, the network is denoted
as RevBiFPN-D.

5. Experiments
5.1. Classification

Setup The ImageNet classification task is used to pretrain
the network before variants are fine tuned on downstream
tasks. The different scales of the RevBiFPN-C are pre-
trained for 350 epochs using 8 GPUs with a batch size of
64 per GPU. Training uses the momentum optimizer with a
learning rate of 0.1, a momentum of 0.9, and an exponential
moving average is used with a decay of 1−10−4. A 5 epoch
learning rate warm-up is used with a starting learning rate
of 10−3. After the learning rate warm-up, a cosine decay
learning rate schedule (Loshchilov & Hutter, 2017) is used
with the last 10 epochs using a constant learning rate of
10−4. The networks batch normalization uses a momentum
of 0.9, an epsilon of 10−3, and the running mean and stan-
dard deviation are averaged from all accelerators at the end
of each epoch. Regularization and other training details are
described in Appendix C.

Once trained, using a methodology similar to (Touvron et al.,
2019; 2020), the input resolution is further optimized where
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the emphasis is to produce the best performance per MAC.
The input resolution of each network scale is increased and
the network is fine tuned for another XX epochs at the new
input resolution. The resolutions for each network are then
chosen to produce best performance per MAC trade off.
Previous paragraph should be modified by Anshul once he’s
actually done the experiments.

Results Although RevBiFPN-S0 and RevBiFPN-S1 can be
trained without reversibility, Appendix D shows that re-
versible recomputation of activations does not hurt training.
Unless otherwise stated, all of our results are shown for
networks trained with reversibility. Table 2 summarizes
the ImageNet classification results. While not originally
designed to be to be highly competitive for classification,
the RevBiFPN-C produces SOTA results when compared to
classification specific networks. Talk about results when we
have real results.

5.2. Segmentation

Setup fork mmsegmentation ADD STUFF Use Cityscapes
or more preferably find super high resolution dataset
to show off memory savings. Cityscapes uses
img sizes of 1k x 2x (highly competitive: https:
//paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-
segmentation-on-cityscapes). Mapillary
https://www.mapillary.com/dataset/vistas
uses uses img sizes of 2k x 4x (+ it doesn’t seem super com-
petitive: https://paperswithcode.com/sota/
semantic-segmentation-on-mapillary-val).

We could lean into what the HRNet/HRFormer paper do.
Copy their results exactly, but use larger images to get better
results....

Results ADD STUFF

5.3. Detection

Setup fork mmdetection ADD STUFF

We could lean into what the HRNet/HRFormer paper do.
Copy their results exactly, but use larger images to get better
results....

Results ADD STUFF

6. Conclusion
While bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion in feature
pyramid networks have drastically progressed modern com-
puter vision systems, training these networks is often limited

7Network is still training with 50 epochs of training left. For
submission, reporting accuracy at epoch 300 but accuracy will be
updated in camera ready submission.

by accelerator memory. Reversible methods decrease the
depth memory complexity of a network’s activations from
linear to constant, but were previously not applicable to bidi-
rectional multi-scale feature fusion. This work introduces
the RevSilo which enables the training of feature pyramid
networks with bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion with-
out the need to store network activations. The RevSilo is
then used to design the RevBiFPN which is shown to be
competitive for classification, segmentation, and detection
with networks such as HRNet and EfficientDet all while us-
ing a fraction of the accelerator memory needed for training
by its non-reversible counterparts. This makes the RevB-
iFPN applicable to settings which are memory constrained
such as high-resolution segmentation or detection and could
enable researchers to make progress on SOTA models with-
out the needing to discard accelerators which do not have
the latest memory capacity.

6.1. Future Work

Reversible networks are trained by recomputing the activa-
tions as opposed to caching them for the backwards pass.
Naturally, reconstruction error, numerical precision’s effect
on reconstruction error, and the effect this has on optimiza-
tion become potential research directions. Generally, this
is a question of RevBiFPN’s sensitivity to numerical preci-
sion but research could be expanded to look at RevBiFPN’s
sensitivity to the use of different normalizers, network spar-
sification methods, adversarial perturbations, and delayed
gradient optimization (along with its mitigation methods
(Zhang et al., 2016; Venigalla et al., 2020; Kosson et al.,
2021)).

The MBConv block is still optimal when using a lightweight
inference platform (Mehta & Rastegari, 2021), but explo-
ration into the use of ResNet’s BottleNeck block or Trans-
former’s attention block could produce networks which are
better optimized for GPU throughput when GPUs are the
target inference hardware. Alternatively the building block
could be modified to use 3D convolutional operators and
the network could be applied to 3D workloads which are
highly memory intensive. Future work could also explore
other architectural modifications such as the use of Dilated
Convolution (Yu & Koltun, 2016) or the use of weight shar-
ing for repeated blocks in the RevBiFPN which could be
used to produce more parameter efficient networks for set-
tings where this is necessary. In general, modifying the
architecture to achieve the above goals or further optimizing
the current architectural design could potentially be aided
by Neural Architecture Search (Tan et al., 2019; Ghiasi
et al., 2019; Tan & Le, 2019). RevBiFPN generates feature
pyramids at multiple semantic levels making it amenable to
deep supervision which could improve performance and aid
optimization (Newell et al., 2016; Zhou et al., 2018).

https://paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-segmentation-on-cityscapes
https://paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-segmentation-on-cityscapes
https://paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-segmentation-on-cityscapes
https://www.mapillary.com/dataset/vistas
https://paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-segmentation-on-mapillary-val
https://paperswithcode.com/sota/semantic-segmentation-on-mapillary-val
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Table 2. Models trained using only ImageNet. Where available, we also include the Top1 accuracy when using the training resolution as
well as the evaluation MACs per sample at that resolution. (Probably move this Table to Appendix). While most networks are trained
using 300 to 400 epochs, HRNet and RegNetY use a 100 epoch training schedule.

MODEL PARAMS TRAIN RES MACS TOP1 EVAL RES MACS TOP1

RevBiFPN-S0 3.42M 224 0.30B 72.84% (?)224
RevBiFPN-S1 5.11M 256 0.61B 75.91% (?)256
RevBiFPN-S2 10.6M 256 1.36B 78.97% (?)320
RevBiFPN-S3 19.6M 288 3.31B 81.13% (?)384
RevBiFPN-S4 48.7M 320 10.6B 82.87% (?)448
RevBiFPN-S5 82.0M 352 21.8B 83.69% (?)512
RevBiFPN-S6 142.3M 352 37.9B 84.2%7 (?)544

EFFICIENTNET-B0 (TAN & LE, 2019) 5.3M 224 224 0.39B 77.1%
EFFICIENTNET-B1 (TAN & LE, 2019) 7.8M 240 240 0.70B 79.1%
EFFICIENTNET-B2 (TAN & LE, 2019) 9.2M 260 260 1.0B 80.1%
EFFICIENTNET-B3 (TAN & LE, 2019) 12M 300 300 1.8B 81.6%
EFFICIENTNET-B4 (TAN & LE, 2019) 19M 380 380 4.2B 82.9%
EFFICIENTNET-B5 (TAN & LE, 2019) 30M 456 456 9.9B 83.6%
EFFICIENTNET-B6 (TAN & LE, 2019) 43M 528 528 19B 84.0%
EFFICIENTNET-B7 (TAN & LE, 2019) 66M 600 600 37B 84.3%

EFFICIENTNETV2-S (TAN & LE, 2021) 24M 128 - 300 300 8.8B 83.9%
EFFICIENTNETV2-M (TAN & LE, 2021) 55M 128 - 380 380 24B 85.1%
EFFICIENTNETV2-L (TAN & LE, 2021) 121M 128 - 380 380 53B 85.7%

NFNET-F0 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 72.0M 192 256 12B 83.6%
NFNET-F1 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 133M 224 320 36B 84.7%
NFNET-F2 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 194M 256 352 63B 85.1%
NFNET-F3 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 255M 320 416 115B 85.7%
NFNET-F4 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 316M 384 512 215B 85.9%
NFNET-F5 (BROCK ET AL., 2021) 377M 416 544 290B 86.0%

ViT-B/16 (DOSOVITSKIY ET AL., 2021) 86.0M 384 384 55.4B 77.91%
ViT-L/16 (DOSOVITSKIY ET AL., 2021) 307M 384 384 191B 76.53%

SWIN-T (LIU ET AL., 2021) 29M 224 224 4.5B 81.3%
SWIN-S (LIU ET AL., 2021) 50M 224 224 8.7B 83.0%
SWIN-B (LIU ET AL., 2021) 88M 224 15.4B 83.5% 384 47.0B 84.5%

COATNET-0 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 25M 224 4.2B 81.6% 384 13.4B 83.9%
COATNET-1 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 42M 224 8.4B 83.3% 384 27.4B 85.1%
COATNET-2 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 75M 224 15.7B 84.1% 384 49.8B 85.7%
COATNET-2 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 75M 224 15.7B 84.1% 512 96.7B 85.9%
COATNET-3 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 168M 224 34.7B 84.5% 384 107B 85.8%
COATNET-3 (DAI ET AL., 2021) 168M 224 34.7B 84.5% 512 203B 86.0%

HRNET-W18-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 21.3M 224 224 3.99B 76.8%
HRNET-W30-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 37.7M 224 224 7.55B 78.2%
HRNET-W32-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 41.2M 224 224 8.31B 78.5%
HRNET-W40-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 57.6M 224 224 11.8B 78.9%
HRNET-W44-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 67.1M 224 224 13.9B 78.9%
HRNET-W48-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 77.5M 224 224 16.1B 79.3%
HRNET-W64-C (SUN ET AL., 2019A) 128M 224 224 26.9B 79.5%

REGNETY-200MF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 3.2M 224 224 0.2B 70.4%
REGNETY-400MF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 4.3M 224 224 0.4B 74.1%
REGNETY-600MF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 6.1M 224 224 0.6B 75.5%
REGNETY-800MF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 6.3M 224 224 0.8B 76.3%
REGNETY-1.6GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 11.2M 224 224 1.6B 78.0%
REGNETY-3.2GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 19.4M 224 224 3.2B 79.0%
REGNETY-4.0GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 20.6M 224 224 4.0B 79.4%
REGNETY-6.4GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 30.6M 224 224 6.4B 79.9%
REGNETY-8.0GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 39.2M 224 224 8.0B 79.9%
REGNETY-12GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 51.8M 224 224 12.1B 80.3%
REGNETY-16GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 83.6M 224 224 15.9B 80.4%
REGNETY-32GF (RADOSAVOVIC ET AL., 2020) 145.0M 224 224 32.3B 81.0%
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A portion of this work is dedicated at looking at the RevB-
iFPN performance when scaling input resolution, network
width, and network depth. Future work could look to im-
proved the proposed scaling and also explore the effect of
scaling N , the number of spatial resolution in the feature
pyramid. The network is regularized using weight decay,
label smoothing, dropout, and RandAugment. It would be
prudent to hyperparameter search the coefficients of these
regularization methods, as well as survey the use of methods
such as stochastic depth, color jitter, mixup, random erase,
and gradient clipping to improve network performance.

Lastly, the RevSilo and RevBiFPN could be applied to other
domains. The RevSilo can be used as a reversible multi-
modal fusion module or for fusing information from multi-
ple input sensors. For instance, self-driving cars use multi-
ple imaging systems. Training these systems can be highly
memory intensive but building them using the RevSilo to
fuse the different inputs can provide a memory efficient so-
lution. Similarly, given the RevBiFPN is fully reversible, it
can be used for flow based generation. Awiszus et al. (2020)
focus on the need for multi-scale processing in GAN gen-
eration. They argue multi-scale systems provides local and
global coherence in the spatial domain. Prior to our work,
bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion wasn’t possible in
flow models, but now the RevSilo and RevBiFPN can pro-
vide local and global coherence in flow based generation.
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Figure 7. Memory used by RevBiFPN and RevSHNet (Non- signi-
fies that the network has reversibility disabled) as network depth is
increased.
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Figure 8. Reiterates the result shown in Figure 7 with an input
resolution of 288 showing how RevBiFPN’s resolution scaling is
preferable to scaling resolution when using the RevSHNet.

A. Stacked Hourglass Type Networks
Formerly, the reversible residual block (Gomez et al., 2017)
has only been applied to networks that have constant hidden
dimensionality. Stacked Hourglass (Newell et al., 2016)
networks have constant hidden dimensionality and using the
reversible residual block in conjunction with this network
style can be used to produce high resolution feature maps in
CV without the need to store hidden activations. To enable
comparisons with the RevBiFPN-C we implement a Fully
Reversible Stacked Hourglass Network, RevSHNet, variant
using the MBConv building block, a SpaceToDepth stem,
channel counts similar to the RevBiFPN channel counts,
and a comparable classification head.

A.1. Memory

In the reversible setting, RevSHNet needs to store an entire
hourglass of activations. With an input size of 224, this
results in about a 40% increase in memory used (Figure 7).
When the input size is increased to 288, RevSHNet uses
almost twice the memory used by RevBiFPN (Figure 8).
The increased memory usage, limits the available memory
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Figure 9. The MAC count of RevBiFPN and RevSHNet as network
complexity (measured using parameter count) increases.

Figure 10. A RevSilo using additive coupling.

savings, ultimately limiting how much the network could be
scaled.

A.2. Compute Complexity

When RevSHNet is scaled, the produced network has a high
compute complexity (Figure 9) which is potentially less
desirable in the long run.

The above analysis does not take into consideration net-
work performance but we’d expect that given comparable
networks, RevBiFPN would outperform RevSHNet since
RevBiFPN has full bidirectional multi-scale feature fusion
with a feature pyramid output where RevSHNet does not
have this.

B. RevSilo with Additive Coupling
While g can be any invertible coupling function in this work
we primarily use additive coupling shown in Figure 10.

C. ImageNet Training and Regularization
Training is regularized using a label smoothing (Szegedy
et al., 2016) coefficient of 0.1, weight decay, dropout (Sri-
vastava et al., 2014), stochastic depth (Huang et al., 2016),
CutMix (Yun et al., 2019), mixup (Zhang et al., 2018), and
the timm library (Wightman, 2019) variant of RandAug-

Figure 11. ImageNet training of RevBiFPN-S0 with and without
reversibility (will be updated for camera-ready submission).

ment (Cubuk et al., 2020) with a magnitude of 9 and mstd
set to 0.5. To prevent larger scales of the network from over-
fitting, regularization increases with network scale. Without
knowing how much augmentation was needed for each net-
work, training began with the regularization shown in Ta-
ble 3. When the validation accuracy of the ema model began
to platoe, the regularization of the models was increased.
The final regularization used for each netwok is shown in
Table 4.

D. Training With and Without Reversibility
Figure 11 shows RevBiFPN training with and without re-
versibility. Training with reversible recomputation of acti-
vations requires only 2GB of accelerator memory and pro-
duces results which are nearly indistinguishable from regu-
lar training which consumes 12GB of accelerator memory.
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Table 3. Initial weight decay (WD), dropout, number of RandAugment ops applied (N), mixup, CutMix, and stochastic depth.
MODEL-SCALE WD DROPOUT N MIXUP CUTMIX STOCHASTIC DEPTH

RevBiFPN-S0 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S1 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S2 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S3 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S4 4× 10−5 0.4 4 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S5 4× 10−5 0.4 4 0.00 0.0 0.0
RevBiFPN-S6 4× 10−5 0.5 5 0.00 0.0 0.0

Table 4. Weight decay (WD), dropout, number of RandAugment ops applied (N), mixup, CutMix, and stochastic depth used at the end of
training.

MODEL-SCALE WD DROPOUT N MIXUP CUTMIX STOCHASTIC DEPTH

RevBiFPN-S0 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.00
RevBiFPN-S1 4× 10−5 0.25 2 0.00 0.0 0.00
RevBiFPN-S2 4× 10−5 0.3 3 0.00 0.0 0.00
RevBiFPN-S3 4× 10−5 0.3 3 0.10 1.0 0.05
RevBiFPN-S4 2× 10−5 0.4 4 0.10 1.0 0.10
RevBiFPN-S5 2× 10−5 0.4 4 0.20 1.0 0.10
RevBiFPN-S6 2× 10−5 0.5 5 0.20 1.0 0.15


