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ABSTRACT
Convolutional neural networks have demonstrated impressive results
in many computer vision tasks. However, the increasing size of these
networks raises concerns about the information overload resulting
from the large number of network parameters. In this paper, we
propose Frequency Regularization to restrict the non-zero elements
of the network parameters in the frequency domain. The proposed
approach operates at the tensor level, and can be applied to almost
all network architectures. Specifically, the tensors of parameters are
maintained in the frequency domain, where high frequency compo-
nents can be eliminated by zigzag setting tensor elements to zero.
Then, the inverse discrete cosine transform (IDCT) is used to re-
construct the spatial tensors for matrix operations during network
training. Since high frequency components of images are known to
be less critical, a large proportion of these parameters can be set to
zero when networks are trained with the proposed frequency reg-
ularization. Comprehensive evaluations on various state-of-the-art
network architectures, including LeNet, Alexnet, VGG, Resnet, ViT,
UNet, GAN, and VAE, demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed
frequency regularization. For a very small accuracy decrease (less
than 2%), a LeNet5 with 0.4M parameters can be represented by
only 776 float16 numbers (over 1100× reduction), and a UNet with
34M parameters can be represented by only 759 float16 numbers
(over 80000× reduction). In particular, the original size of the UNet
model is 366MB, we reduce it to 4.5kb.
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1 INTRODUCTION
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Figure 1: Illustration of the proposed frequency regularization.
The tail elements of tensors in the frequency domain are trun-
cated first, then input into the inverse of the discrete cosine
transform to reconstruct the spatial tensor for learning fea-
tures.

Convolutional neural networks have become increasingly pop-
ular in computer vision applications, such as image classification,
image segmentation and so on. However, as the learning ability of
these networks has improved, so has their size, growing from a few
megabytes to hundreds of gigabytes [7]. This leads to challenges
such as enormous storage space or long transmission time on the
Internet. After conducting a thorough literature review, we found
that although larger networks tend to perform better, the accuracy
improvement is not always directly proportional to the network size.
In some cases, doubling the network size may not result in a sig-
nificant accuracy improvement. From this observation we conclude
that there may be information redundancy within various network
architectures, leading to the question: “How can we reduce network
information redundancy?”
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It is commonly accepted that the performance of networks comes
from the features learned by their parameters. For example, when
a convolutional neural network such as Alexnet [22] is applied to
an image classification task, the features learned by its convolu-
tional kernels are closely related to the training images. Under this
condition, features learned by a network are expected to have prop-
erties similar to the training images in which the high frequency
components are known to be less important. Thus, it is reasonable
to apply the frequency domain transforms, such as the discrete co-
sine transform, to the network parameters. Unfortunately, given the
poor interpretability of complex network architectures, even a small
change in a few key parameters can significantly affect the network
performance. Based on this insight, the potential of frequency do-
main transforms for compressing or pruning networks may not be
well-developed on pre-trained models, which has been the focus of
previous approaches [27, 42, 43, 46]. Instead, we focus on using the
frequency domain transform as a network regularization to restrict
information redundancy during the training process, and introduce
Frequency Regularization (FR) as shown in Fig. 1.

The proposed frequency regularization can be divided into two
steps: dynamic tail-truncation and inverse discrete cosine transform
(IDCT). During network training, parameter tensors are maintained
in the frequency domain, with the tail parts representing high fre-
quency information zigzag truncated. The truncation process is im-
plemented through a dot product with a zigzag mask matrix to ensure
differentiability. After dynamic tail-truncation, tensors are input into
the IDCT to reconstruct the spatial tensors that are then used as
regular learning kernels in networks. Since the IDCT is a differ-
entiable process, the actual tensors in the frequency domain can
be updated through backpropagation algorithms. Moreover, as the
reconstructed spatial tensors have the same size as those maintained
in the frequency domain, the proposed frequency regularization can
be easily applied to almost any type of network architecture. Fur-
thermore, as features related to computer vision tasks are closely
correlated to images, many parameters (from 90% to 99.99%) in the
frequency domain can be set to 0 without an obvious decrease in
network performance. The proposed frequency regularization has a
few desirable properties:

• Generality: The proposed frequency regularization can be
applied to almost any type of network architecture, as it is
designed for tensors. Given this, we are able to evaluate the
proposed frequency regularization on various state-of-the-
art network architectures including LeNet, AlexNet, VGG,
ResNet, ViT, UNet, GAN and VAE.

• Effectiveness: A large number of parameters can be truncated
in the networks trained with the proposed frequency regu-
larization, since it is widely recognized that high frequency
information is unimportant for image data and the features
learned by networks are closely correlated to images.

• Lossless property: There is no need to worry that the proposed
frequency regularization will decrease network performance,
since the inverse discrete cosine transform (IDCT) is usually
considered as a lossless transformation. When no parameter
is truncated, the proposed frequency regularization has almost
no effect on the network performance.

2 RELATED WORK
Frequency information has been widely used in convolutional neu-
ral networks for improving performance [2, 6, 28, 30, 32, 34, 36,
39, 40, 45, 47, 49, 51] pruning and network compression [4, 9–
12, 15, 18, 24, 25, 35, 41–43, 46], or increasing the detection accu-
racy [20, 37, 50]. For instance, Wang et al. [40] represented object
edge and smooth structures using high and low frequency informa-
tion, respectively. Mi et al. [30] split channel recognition networks
into frequency domains, while Rippel et al. [33] proposed a fully
spectral representation of networks parameters. Buckler et al. [1]
introduced a similar idea with learnable parameters to determine
the importance of different channels. Besides this, Han et al. [16]
compressed the networks with pruning, quantization and Huffman
coding to achieve excellent results for network compression. Sim-
ilarly, Wang et al. [42, 44] combined DCT, k-means, quantization
and Huffman coding to compress the network parameters. Chen et al.
[3] utilized DCT and hashing to assign high frequency to less hash
buckets to achieve compression. Wang et al. [8] compress the vision
transformer by removing the low-frequency components. Addition-
ally, several works have proposed using the frequency representation
of convolution kernels to prune less important channels [26, 27, 48].
Most of these previous works have primarily focused on the fre-
quency domain representation of the input image, feature maps, or
network parameters, but ignored the learning ability of the network
parameters during training process. Since the network performance
is usually sensitive to changes in a few key parameters, it cannot be
guaranteed that these key parameters are located in the low frequency
domain. As a result, these methods have only dropped 30% to 95%
of parameters with minimal accuracy loss. In particular, although a
few methods [16, 42] claimed around 50× of compression rate, but
such rate is improved by quantization and entropy coding. The actual
proportion of dropped parameters are still ranged from 30% to 95%.
In contrast, the proposed frequency regularization approach restricts
network parameters to the frequency domain, and high frequency
elements are dynamically truncated during network training. This
allows us to have much higher dropping rates of 90% to 99.99%.

The proposed frequency regularization approach is somewhat
related to the DCT-Conv method proposed in [5], as both approaches
maintain parameters in the frequency domain and utilized IDCT.
However, there are several key differences between the two methods.
First, the proposed frequency regularization can be applied to any
layer with learnable parameters, including but not limited to con-
volution layers, fully connected layers, and transposed convolution
layers. Therefore, we are able to evaluate the proposed frequency
regularization on various of network architectures including Alexnet,
VGG, Resnet, ViT, UNet, GAN and VAE. In contrast, DCT-Conv
is a convolution layer with DCT, which are only evaluated on VGG
and Resnet. Second, DCT-Conv randomly drops parameters in the
frequency domain, which is not ideal since the components in low
frequency and high frequency are considered as equally important.
The ability to drop parameters of DCT-Conv is thus limited. Similar
limitation is also shown in BA-FDNP method [27] in which the
coefficients in frequency domain are used for pruning. Instead, in
our approach, we truncate the tail parts of the parameters, as the high
frequency components have been shown to be non-critical in features
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related to images. It is the most important difference between the pro-
posed approach and these previous methods [5, 26, 27, 42, 48] , and
it is also the key that the proposed approach can achieve promising
compression rate on various of network architectures.

3 FREQUENCY REGULARIZATION AND
TAIL-TRUNCATION

When convolutional neural networks are applied to computer vision
applications, the learned features are closely related to the training
images. In fact, as shown by the visualized filters in AlexNet [22],
the learned features actually look like real images. Based on this
insight, it is reasonable to assume that the low frequency components
of network parameters is more important than the high frequency
components. Unfortunately, because of the poor interpretability of
convolutional neural networks, a network’s performance may be
highly sensitive to changes of the values in a few key parameters,
which are not always located in the low frequency domain. This lim-
its the proportion of dropped parameters in pre-trained models. Thus,
we focus on restricting the number of non-zero parameters during
the training process, and frequency regularization is thus proposed. It
should be noted that network regularizations are typically introduced
to prevent overfitting in neural networks [13]. In this paper, however,
the definition of regularization is extended to include modifications
or restrictions applied to networks with a particular purpose, such as
restricting the number of non-zero parameters.

The idea behind the proposed frequency regularization is quite
straightforward. Instead of maintaining the tensors of network pa-
rameters in the spatial domain, they are maintained in the frequency
domain. This allows the tail elements of tensors to be truncated by a
dot product with a zigzag mask matrix. During network training, the
frequency tensors are input into the inverse discrete cosine transform
(IDCT) to reconstruct the spatial tensors. Then, these spatial tensors
are used as the regular learning kernels of convolutional neural net-
works for learning features. Since the IDCT process is differentiable,
the parameters maintained in the frequency domain can be correctly
updated during backpropagation. Moreover, as the IDCT can be
used for tensors with any dimension without changing their size,
the proposed frequency regularization can be implemented for any
layer involving tensor operations, including convolution layers, fully
connected layers, and transposed convolution layers. We first intro-
duce the proposed frequency regularization for 1D tensors, and then
discuss the implementation of regularization in higher dimensions.

Assume the 1D tensors of learning kernels to be 𝑇 (𝑥) ∈ R1×𝐷
where 𝑥 is the index. 𝑇 (𝑥) represents the learnable parameters in the
frequency domain which have been updated during training. 𝑇 (𝑥) is
first computed with a zigzag mask 1𝑥<𝜖 (𝑥) for tail-truncation, then
input into the IDCT to reconstruct the spatial tensor𝑊 (𝑦) ∈ R1×𝐷
which can be the regular learning kernel in a 1D convolution layer.

Mathematically:

𝑊 (𝑦) = F𝜖 (𝑇 (𝑥)) = IDCT ©­«
⋃

𝑥 ∈𝐺𝑥
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where 𝑥,𝑦 ∈ [0 𝐷−1] ∩ N = 𝐺𝑥 are the indices of tensor 𝑇 (𝑥)
and 𝑊 (𝑦) respectively. 𝑇 (𝑋 ) is the actual tensor in the frequency
domain and𝑊 (𝑦) is the corresponding reconstructed tensor in the
spatial domain. IDCT(·) is the inverse discrete cosine transform.
During the implementation, DCT-III which is the inverse of the
widely used DCT-II is used. 𝜖 is the threshold value to control the
truncation ratio. 1𝑥<𝜖 (𝑥) is a binary mask to make the truncation
process differentiable. Note that we removed the 𝑇 (0)

2 in the above
DCT-III since the learnable parameters can adaptively adjust this
constant component.

Since the high dimensional IDCT can be decomposed into several
1D IDCTs, so high dimensional frequency regularization can also be
expressed by several 1D frequency regularizations. Assume the two
N-dimensional tensors in the frequency domain and spatial domain
to be 𝑇 ( ®𝑥),𝑊 ( ®𝑦) ∈ R𝐷1×𝐷2, · · · ,𝐷𝑁 where ®𝑥 = {𝑥1, 𝑥2, · · · , 𝑥𝑁 } and
®𝑦 = {𝑦1, 𝑦2, · · · , 𝑦𝑁 } are index vectors, 𝑥𝑖 , 𝑦𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝐷𝑖−1] ∩N. Then
high dimensional frequency regularization F𝑁

𝜖 is:

𝑊 ( ®𝑦) = F𝑁
𝜖 (𝑇 ( ®𝑥)) = IDCT𝑁 ©­«

⋃
®𝑥 ∈𝐺 ®𝑥

𝑇 ( ®𝑥) · 1 | ®𝑥 |1<𝜖 ( ®𝑥)
ª®¬

=
∑︁
®𝑥 ∈𝐺 ®𝑥

𝑇 ( ®𝑥) · 1 | ®𝑥 |1<𝜖 ( ®𝑥)
𝑁∏
𝑖=1

cos
[
𝜋

𝐷𝑖

(
𝑦𝑖 +

1

2

)
𝑥𝑖

]
=

∑︁
| ®𝑥 |1<𝜖

𝑇 ( ®𝑥)
𝑁∏
𝑖=1

cos
[
𝜋

𝐷𝑖

(
𝑦𝑖 +

1

2

)
𝑥𝑖

]
(2)

where IDCT𝑁 is the N-dimensional inverse discrete cosine trans-
form, which can be easily implemented by N IDCTs in different
dimensions. 𝜖 is the threshold value to control the truncation ratio.
| ®𝑥 |1 =

∑𝑁
𝑥=1 |𝑥𝑖 | is the 𝐿1 norm of the index vector | ®𝑥 |. The indicator

function 1 | ®𝑥 |1<𝜖 ( ®𝑥) is used to approximate the zigzag binary mask
for truncating parameters.

Frequency regularization is proposed for tensors. Thus, it can
be applied to any layer of a convolutional neural network, such as
the convolution layer or fully connected layer. After applying the
proposed frequency regularization, the formula of the convolution
process can be re-expressed as:

𝑍 =𝑊𝑋 + 𝐵 ⇒ 𝑍 = F𝑁
𝜖 (𝑇𝑊 )𝑋 + F𝜖 (𝑇𝐵), (3)

where 𝑇𝑊 and 𝑇𝐵 are the tensors representing the weight and bias of
the convolution layer. Usually, the size of the tensor in the convolu-
tion layer is 4D representing the number of kernels, input channel
and kernel size. Based on the requirements of different applications,
the proposed frequency can be 1D, 2D, 3D or 4D which can be con-
trolled by users. In particular, the 4D frequency regularization gives
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us the highest compress rate, which has been used in the proposed
evaluation experiments.

3.1 Dynamic tail-truncation:
According to the evaluation experiments we proposed in Section 4,
usually over 99% of parameters in convolutional neural networks
can be truncated without an obvious decrease in accuracy. How-
ever, there is also a serious issue that the remaining parameters
may not have suitable gradients for backpropagation. In this con-
dition, the training loss of the network restricted by the proposed
frequency regularization sometimes may not change for hundreds of
training epochs. This issue has occurred many times in our evalua-
tion experiments. To address this problem, we propose the dynamic
tail-truncation strategy. Instead of directly setting over 99% of the
parameters to 0, this strategy continuously sets a few tail elements to
0 in every training epoch. In particular, as the total number of trun-
cated parameters increases, the number of parameters truncated in
each training epoch decreases. Mathematically, the ratio of truncated
parameters is controlled by following function:

𝛽𝑛 = 𝛽𝑛−1 − 𝛾 (𝛽𝑛−1 − 𝜖)

where 𝑛 is the index of training epoches. 𝛽𝑛−1, 𝛽𝑛 ∈ [0, 1] is the
ratio of non-zeros parameters in epoch 𝑛 − 1 and 𝑛. 𝛾 is the user
parameter to control the speed of truncating parameters. During our
evaluation experiment, 𝛾 = 0.01 is used. 𝜖 is the user parameter to
control the mininum ratio of non-zero parameters in the network. By
changing the value of 𝜖, we can control the percentage of parameters
that will be truncated in a network. For example, 𝜖 = 0.01 means
that around 1 − 𝜖 = 99% of parameters will be truncated. Although
the dynamic tail-truncation strategy requires extra training epochs,
it results in a more stable training result when the minimum ratio
𝜖 is very small. This strategy has been used for all the evaluation
experiments in this paper.

4 EXPERIMENTS
In this section, we evaluate the proposed frequency regularization
on several classical state-of-the-art network architectures including
LeNet, Alexnet, VGG, ResNet, ViT, UNet, GAN and VAE on several
standard datasets. During the evaluation, we first capture the accu-
racy of the original networks which is used as the reference accuracy
to compare with the ones of networks restricted by the proposed
frequency regularization. In particular, the implementation provided
by authors or popular Github repositories are used. Then, these net-
works are re-trained with the proposed frequency regularization to
compare the original networks. Since the parameters of networks
are zigzag truncated in the proposed frequency regularization, we
only need to save the location of the boundary between non-zero
elements and zero elements as well as the size of tensors. Thus, the
compress rate can be easily computed by dividing the number of
non-zero parameters by the total number of parameters. Note that we
did not consider the bias in the convolution layers, fully connected
layers and transposed convolution layers during our evaluation, since
the bias only represents a small portion of network parameters and
most of the previous researchers also ignored them. Similarly, the pa-
rameters in batchnorm layers are also ignored with for same reason.
Given the page limitation, we only demonstrate the total number of

non-zero parameters in networks. More detailed are presented in the
supplementary material. All the experiments are performed on GTX
A4000 with 16 GB of video memory. The source code as well as
our pre-trained model with frequency regularization will be made
available following the acceptance of this paper.

4.1 Comparison with state-of-the-art methods
To the best of our knowledge, there is no work which is directly
related to the proposed approach on restricting the information re-
dundancy during network training. The closest work we could find
was proposed for network compression by pruning, such as Deep-
Compress [16], DynSurgery [14] or BA-FDNP [27]. Although there
are a few newer methods proposed in [5, 10, 18, 25, 27, 29, 31, 42],
their advantage on compress rate is not very obvious and almost
all of them work on networks pre-trained on large datasets. which
makes the comparisons become very expensive considering com-
putational resources. Besides, among all these previous approach,
BA-FDNP [27] claimed the highest compress rate which is 150×.
Thus, we compare the proposed approach with DeepCompress [16]
,DynSurgery [14] and BA-FDNP [27]. The comparison results are
shown in Table 1. In particular, the top-1 accuracy [22] is used as
evaluation metric. The proposed approach achieves much higher
compress rate without obvious decrease in top-1 accuracy. For ex-
ample, in LeNet300-v1, the proposed approach achieves 112× the
compress rate with less than 1% of cost in top1-accuracy. Further-
more, it achieves 1110 × compress rate in LeNet5-v2 with only 2%
of top1-accuracy decrease, which is much higher than the Deep-
Compress [16], DynSurgery [14], BA-FDNP [27] as well as those
following works [5, 10, 18, 25, 27, 29, 31, 42]. It should be noted
that the BA-FDNP [27] proposed to do pruning in frequency do-
main which is related to the proposed approach. However, as we
mentioned in Section 2, instead of truncating the tail parts of tensor,
BA-FDNP [27] utilized the coefficients matrix for pruning which
limits their compress rate. As a result, BA-FDNP only has 150×
compress rate on LeNet5-v2, but the proposed can achieve around
1110 × reduction with less than 2% of top-1 accuracy decrease. It
should be noted that BA-FDNP [27] utilized data argumentation to
improve top-1 accuracy. It also applied the pre-trained model for ini-
tialization and retrain their model for 20k iterations for searching the
highest top-1 accuracy model, However, none of these techniques
for accuracy improvement are applied in the proposed approach,
with the consideration of our computation resource. Both LeNet300
and LeNet5 are quite simple architectures and the MINIST dataset is
also not a very challenging dataset. In order to thoroughly evaluate
the proposed approach, we further apply the proposed frequency
regularization on various state-of-the-art network architectures in
the remaining sections.

4.2 Image classification
Image classification has been studied for decades in computer vision.
There are many excellent architectures that have been proposed
in this field. Thus, we evaluate the performance of the proposed
frequency regularization on Alexnet [22], VGG16 [38], ResNet18
[17] and ViT [8]. During evaluation, the cifar10 dataset [21] is used
for training and testing and top1-accuracy is used as the evaluation
metric. Note that we did not apply tuning techniques or pre-trained
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Table 1: Comparison between the proposed approach and DeepCompress[16] on the MINIST dataset [23].

DeepCompress[16] DynSurgery [14] and BA-FDNP [27] The Proposed Approach
Top-1

Accuracy
Compress Rate

Number of
Parameters

Top-1
Accuracy

Compress Rate
Number

of Parameters
Top-1

Accuracy
Compress Rate

Number
of Parameters

LeNet300-ref 98.36% 100%(1×) 266K 97.72% 100%(1×) 266K 98.15% 100%(1×) 266K
LeNet300-v1 98.42% 2.5%(40×) 21k(float6) 98.01 % 1.8%(56×) 4.8k 97.11% 0.88%(114×) 4238(float16)
LeNet300-v2 95.69% 0.53%(188×) 2816(float16)
LeNet5-ref 99.20% 100%(1×) 431K 99.09% 100%(1×) 431K 98.78% 100%(1×) 431K
LeNet5-v1 99.26% 2.56%(39×) 34K(float6) 99.09% 0.92%(108×) 4.0k 98.35% 0.89%(112×) 7668(float16)

BA-FDNP [27] The proposed approach
LeNet5-v2 99.08% 0.67%(150×) 2.8K 97.52% 0.09%(1110×) 776(float16)

Table 2: Evaluation of the proposed frequency regularization on
Alexnet [22], VGG [38], ResNet [17] and ViT [8] using CIFAR10
dataset [21].

Top-1 Accuracy Compress Rate
Number of
Parameters

AlexNet-ref 76.45 % 100%(1×) 57,035,456
AlexNet-v1 77.44 % 1%(100×) 570,365
AlexNet-v2 70.46 % 0.1%(1000×) 57,364
AlexNet-v3 59.22 % 0.0025%(40509×) 1,408
AlexNet-v4 58.55 % 0.00123%(81018×) 1,408(float16)
VGG16-ref 85.84 % 100%(1×) 20,024,000
VGG16-v1 84.77 % 1%(100×) 200,578
VGG16-v2 73.01 % 0.1%(987×) 20,302
VGG16-v3 65.99 % 0.0102%(9775×) 2,048
ResNet18-ref 85.43 % 100%(1×) 11,162,624
ResNet18-v1 85.34 % 1%(100×) 111,901
ResNet18-v2 83.23 % 0.1%(1000×) 12,058
ResNet18-v3 77.64 % 0.024%(4156×) 2,688
ViT-ref 78.94 % 100%(1×) 9,500,672
ViT-v1 78.98 % 9.77%(10×) 928,478
ViT-v2 75.05 % 0.83%(120×) 157,848(float16)

model during evaluation considering training time. The accuracy
scores can be higher once some training techniques such as dynamic
learning rate or data argumentation is utilized, which has been widely
used in previous approaches [5, 10, 18, 25, 27, 29, 31, 42].

The evaluation results are shown in Table 2. AlexNet-ref which
is the original Alexnet [22] achieves 76.45% top-1 accuracy. After
99% parameters have been truncated, AlexNet-v1 achieves 77.44%
top-1 accuracy which is a little bit higher than the original one. This
improvement comes from the fact that the tail-truncation can be con-
sidered as a regularization to prevent a network from overfitting just
like the dropout layer. When only 0.1% of parameters are kept in the
frequency domain, AlexNet-v2 has 70.46% in top-1 accuracy, and
the compress rate becomes 1000×. Furthermore, in the extreme case
where only 1408 non-zero parameters are kept in AlexNet, AlexNet-
v3 still achieves 59.22%. We also applied the network on the half
float condition, and AlexNet-v4 consisting of 1408 float16 numbers
achieves 58.55% with the compress rate increasing to 81018×, which
is a very interesting discovery. Similar results are also observed in
VGG16 and ResNet18. In particular, ResNet18-v3 with only 2688
parameters achieves 77.64%, which is even higher than the original

AlexNet-ref with 57M parameters. We also evaluate the proposed fre-
quency regularization on ViT consist of self-attention layers which
are actually not very suitable frequency domain transformation. Pre-
vious work [10, 45] related to transformer only achieves around
50% of pruning ratio. For the proposed approach, there is around
75% top-1 accuracy in ViT-v2 in which over 98% of parameters
are truncated. But when only 90% of parameters are truncated, the
ViT-v1 has no accuracy decrease, which demonstrate the generality
of the proposed approach. The evaluation of proposed approach on
these networks clearly demonstrates that the information redundancy
inside networks can be restricted well by the proposed frequency
regularization. However, the resolution of images in CIFAR10 is
not very high, which may raise a concern that the proposed fre-
quency regularization only works well on small images. Thus, we
evaluated the proposed technique on UNet for high resolution image
segmentation.

Table 3: Evaluation of the proposed frequency regularization on
UNet for image segmentation tasks using Carvana Image Mask-
ing Challenge Dataset [19].

Dice Score Compress Rate Number of Parameters

UNet-ref 99.13 % 100%(1×) 31,043,586
UNet-v1 99.51 % 1%(100×) 310,964
UNet-v2 99.37 % 0.1%(1000×) 31,096
UNet-v3 98.86 % 0.0094%(10573×) 2,936
UNet-v4 97.19 % 0.0012%(81801×) 759(float16)

4.3 Image Segmentation
After a comprehensive literature review, we found a limited number
of methods focussing on prunning or compressing segmentation
networks, even DepGraph [10], which is the latest prunning method
proposed for any structural prunning, was not evaluated on segmen-
tation networks. One reason maybe the sense that the information
redundancy for segmentation networks should be lower than image
classification networks. However, the proposed frequency regular-
ization is supposed to work well on any features related to images
and segmentation networks should be one of them. We thus evaluate
the proposed frequency regularization on UNet using the Carvana
Image Masking Challenge Dataset [19], which is a popular dataset
for segmentation challenge in Kaggle competitions. In particular,
the Dice Score is used for evaluation. Actually, compared to image
classification networks, UNet architecture usually consists of pure
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Figure 2: The segmentation results of UNet parameters re-
stricted by the proposed frequency domain, with over 99.99%
of parameters truncated, for the Carvana Image Masking Chal-
lenge Dataset [19].

Table 4: Evaluation of the proposed frequency regularization
on generative adversarial network (GAN) and variational au-
toencoder (VAE).

Fid value Compress Rate Number of Parameters

GAN-ref 244 100%(1×) 6,334,464
GAN-v1 248 1.02%(98 ×) 64,383
VAE-ref 81 100%(1×) 971,200
VAE-v1 94 10%(10×) 97,134

convolution layers with on bias which are more suitable for the
proposed frequency regularization. As shown in Table 3, the orignal
UNet containing 31M parameters achieves 99.31% Dice score. Once
over 99% parameters have been truncated in the frequency domain,
UNet-v1 achieves 99.51 % Dice score. Moreover, UNet-v3 achieves
promising results with 98.86% in Dice score, in which only 2936
parameters are kept. Finally, we tested the proposed approach on the
most extreme condition in which only 759 float16 parameters are
kept in UNet-v4. In particular, we also disabled all the bias in the net-
works and learning parameters in batchnorm, which guaranteed the
UNet-v4 only has 759 non-zero float16 parameters. Surprisingly, the
UNet-v4 still achieves 97.19% in Dice score. This is an unbelievable
result, a UNet with only 759 parameters can achieve around 97% in
Dice score for the Carvana Image Masking Challenge Dataset. Note
that there are over 5000 images with 959 × 460 resolution which is
much higher than the resolutions of images in CIFAR10 [21]. We
double checked the non-zero parameters in every layer in UNet to
make sure that this conclusion is correct, and the visualized segmen-
tation mask is shown in Fig. 2. We also include this pre-train UNet
into the supplementary materials as well as a few testing images. The
original size of the UNet model exceeds 366MB, but our frequency
regularization technique reduces it to 40kb. Additionally, using an
entropy compression tool on Ubuntu, we further reduce the size to
4.5kb.

4.4 Image Generation
Compare to classification or segmentation networks, image gener-
ation networks such as the generative adversarial network (GAN)
or variational autoencoder (VAE) are not very suitable for the pro-
posed frequency regularization, since what has been learned by these

GAN-ref: 244 Fid value GAN-v1: 248 Fid value

Figure 3: Comparisons between images generated by the orig-
nal GAN network and GAN with our frequency regularization
in which over 99% of parameters are truncated.

VAE-ref: 81 Fid value VAE-v1: 94 Fid value

Figure 4: Comparisons between images generated by the orig-
nal VAE network and VAE with our frequency regularization
in which over 90% of the parameters are truncated.

networks are claimed as distribution information. However, these
distributions are still related to images. Thus, we also evaluate the
proposed approach on generative adversarial network and varitional
autoencoder. Since both networks usually require long time for train-
ing, we used the MINIST dataset for evaluation and the Fid value
[43] is used as the evaluation metric. As shown in Table 4, the pro-
posed approach achieves similar results when 99% of the parameters
are truncated compared to the orignal GAN network. The generated
images are also demonstrated in Fig. 3, where the images generated
by GAN with the proposed frequency are similar to the original
GAN. We also evaluate the proposed approach regularization on
VAE. Since the VAE we used is the simplest version in which there
are only two fully connected layers in their encoder and three fully
connected layers in their decoder, we only truncate 90% of the pa-
rameters for VAE. The visual results are shown in Fig. 4. During the
training of VAE and GAN, with or without the proposed frequency
regularization, we stop the training once the visual results look good.
Actually, with more training epoches, the quality of the generated
images can be better.

4.5 Limitation and Future Work
The proposed frequency regularization is based on the assumption
that the high frequency component is unimportant. This may not
work well on the tensors of parameters which are not related to
images. This disadvatange can be seen for the comparison between
evaluations on image segmentation in Section 4.3 and image genera-
tion in Section 4.4, where the parameters in the generation networks
cannot be truncated too much. In addition, although the parameter of
the proposed approach is in the frequency domain, it still needs to be
converted into the spatial domain for convolution operations. This
leads to an extra memory cost during networks training. However,
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once the networks have been well-trained, a high compress rate can
be achieved which is very useful for network transmission on the
Internet. The memory cost does not exist during testing, since the
networks need to be unpacked only once. Since around 99% of the
parameters in networks restricted by the proposed frequency regu-
larization can be truncated, it is very much possible to speed-up the
network inference. This will be the next direction of our research.

5 CONCLUSION
In this paper we proposed frequency regularization to restrict the
information redundancy of convolutional neural networks devised
for computer vision tasks. The proposed regularization maintains
the tensors of parameters in the frequency domain where the high
frequency component can be truncated. During training, the tail part
of tensors are truncated first before being input into the inverse dis-
crete cosine transform to reconstruct the spatial tensors that are used
for tensor operations. In particular, the dynamic tail-truncation strat-
egy was proposed to improve the stability of network training. We
applied the proposed frequency regularization in various state-of-the-
art network architectures for evaluation. Comprehensive experiments
demonstrated that between 90% to 99.99% of the parameters in the
frequency domain can be truncated. This demonstrates the promising
ability of the proposed frequency regularization to restrict the infor-
mation redundancy in convolutional neural networks for computer
vision tasks.
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