2403.10413v1 [cs.CV] 15 Mar 2024

arxXiv

Real-Time Image Segmentation via Hybrid Convolutional-Transformer
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Abstract— Image segmentation is one of the most fundamen-
tal problems in computer vision and has drawn a lot of atten-
tions due to its vast applications in image understanding and
autonomous driving. However, designing effective and efficient
segmentation neural architectures is a labor-intensive process
that may require lots of trials by human experts. In this paper,
we address the challenge of integrating multi-head self-attention
into high resolution representation CNNs efficiently, by leverag-
ing architecture search. Manually replacing convolution layers
with multi-head self-attention is non-trivial due to the costly
overhead in memory to maintain high resolution. By contrast,
we develop a multi-target multi-branch supernet method, which
not only fully utilizes the advantages of high-resolution features,
but also finds the proper location for placing multi-head self-
attention module. Our search algorithm is optimized towards
multiple objective s (e.g., latency and mloU) and capable of
finding architectures on Pareto frontier with arbitrary number
of branches in a single search. We further present a series
of model via Hybrid Convolutional-Transformer Architecture
Search (HyCTAS) method that searched for the best hybrid
combination of light-weight convolution layers and memory-
efficient self-attention layers between branches from different
resolutions and fuse to high resolution for both efficiency and
effectiveness. Extensive experiments demonstrate that HyCTAS
outperforms previous methods on semantic segmentation task.
Code and models are available at https://github.com/
MarvinYul995/HyCTAS,

I. INTRODUCTION

Image segmentation predicts pixel-level annotations of
different semantic categories for an image. Different from
image classification, which predicts a single label for the
entire image, semantic segmentation performs pixel-level
labeling with a set of object categories (e.g., sky, tree,
human, car) for all image pixels. Image segmentation plays
a crucial role in scene understanding such as medical image
analysis [1], autonomous driving [2], [3], biometrics [4]-[6]
and image understanding [6]—-[8]. Thanks to the enormous
successes of deep neural networks, recent segmentation
networks [9]-[13] have achieved impressive progresses to
generate high quality results with the utilization of high
resolution representation learning in network design.

Recently, there are increasing interests in adapting self-
attention mechanism [19] into vision tasks. Such self-
attention modules can effectively model long-range depen-
dencies and have been widely applied in natural language
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TABLE I: Comparisons with state-of-the-art search meth-
ods [14]-[18]. In which, p and T represent the Pearson
Correlation Coefficient and the Kendall Rank Correlation
Coefficient of the true accuracy (by training each of them
from scratch) and estimated accuracy (predicted by the
super-network), Memory Cost reports the GPU memory
consumption during the search process, GPU Days presents
the searching cost, Nums reports the number of the number
of the discovered architectures.

Method GPU Days Memory Cost Nums pT 1T
Auto-DeepLab [14] 3 Total supernet 1 0.31 0.21
FasterSeg [15] 2 Total supernet 1 0.35 0.25
SparseMask [16] 4.2 Total supernet 1 0.49 0.38
DPC [17] 2600 One subnet 1 0.46 0.37
Fast-NAS [18] 8 One subnet 1 0.42 0.33
HyCTAS(Ours) 5 One subnet multiple 0.79 0.58

tasks. Although it provides an alluring alternative that solely
relies on attention mechanisms, it is still far from mature
to dispense convolution operators entirely because of the
limitation of localization abilities due to insufficient low-
level details. Hence, there is an imminent need to combine
self-attention with high resolution representations.

However, naively replacing some convolution layers with
self-attention layers is inefficient and non-trivial. There are
two major aspects that cause the high computation cost.
On one hand, the high resolution network requires to fuse
features from multiple branches of different resolutions to
effectively learn the semantics under various transformations.
Such approaches often favor more on the prediction quality
than the inference efficiency, thus resulting in heavy com-
putation cost. For example, the latest variant of DeepLab
[9] and HRNet [13] both run less than 5 FPS on a modern
GPU, which is far from real-time applications. On the other
hand, the network requires to maintain high-resolution rep-
resentations through the whole process to generate accurate
pixel-level prediction. Incorporating such resolution into self-
attention layers will quadratically increase the computation
cost. Due to above constraints and huge design space,
manually designing effective and efficient high resolution
networks with attention is a labor-intensive process that may
require lots of trials from human experts.

In this paper, we propose a novel Hybrid Convolutional-
Transformer Architecture Search (HyCTAS) framework to
search for efficient networks with high-resolution represen-
tation and attention for superior image segmentation perfor-
mance. We combine a light-weight convolution module to
reduce the computation cost while preserving high-resolution
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information and a memory efficient self-attention module to
attend long-range dependencies. We search for an efficient
architecture that not only fuses features from multiple levels
but also maintains high-resolution representations from a
multi-branch search space with different resolutions. Finally,
we deploy an efficient genetic search algorithm that is
optimized towards multiple objectives (i.e. latency, mloU)
and is capable of finding series of architectures on Pareto
frontier with an arbitrary number of branches from different
resolutions. Experiments demonstrate that our HyCTAS out-
performs previous methods on semantic segmentation task.
Our main contributions are summarized as following:

o We design a novel searching framework incorporating
with multi-branch space for high resolution represen-
tation and genetic-based multi-objective (e.g., latency
and mloU). We can obtain multiple networks covering
both real-time speed and high precision within a single
search at less than 5 GPU days.

o We present a series of HyCTAS that combines a light-
weight convolution module to reduce the computation
cost while preserving high-resolution information and a
memory efficient self-attention module to attend long-
range dependencies. Such combinations enable us to
search for efficient architectures with high-resolution
representations with attention.

« Extensive experiments on Cityscapes demonstrate better
efficiency and effectiveness of the proposed approach
over the state-of-the-art ones on semantic segmentation.

II. RELATED WORK
A. Efficient Networks for Image Segmentation

Semantic segmentation tasks, which aim to classify each
pixel into predefined classes, have greatly benefited from
the advancements in deep neural networks. Initially, the
Fully Convolutional Neural Network (FCN) [20] illustrated
the potential of convolutional neural networks in semantic
segmentation by successfully applying them to this do-
main. Subsequently, the DeepLab [10] architecture intro-
duced atrous convolution, enhancing the filters’ field of view
without an increase in parameters. Further improvements [9]
were made by employing atrous convolution with varying
atrous rates in a cascaded manner, optimizing the capture
of multi-scale context. Most recently, HRNet [11], [12] was
developed, which preserves high-resolution representations
through the integration of high-to-low resolution convolu-
tions and continuous fusions across parallel convolutions,
leading to superior performance across various benchmarks.

While earlier segmentation methods have notably en-
hanced segmentation quality, the computational expense has
often been overlooked, as seen in works such as those
by [9], [13]. Efforts to mitigate computational costs while
boosting inference speed have led to various innovations.
[21] introduced a decoder network strategy to efficiently
map low-resolution encoder feature maps back to the orig-
inal input resolution, minimizing the necessity for high-
resolution feature maintenance. [22] utilized a SqueezeNet-

inspired encoder with parallel dilated convolutions to en-
hance efficiency. [23] achieved real-time inference speeds
by reducing feature map sizes early in the network. [24]
developed ICNet, integrating multi-resolution input branches
rather than feature-based ones to cut computational costs.
More recently, [25] proposed the Bilateral Segmentation
Network (BiSeNet), which employs a novel efficient design
that separates a Spatial Path to retain spatial details and a
Context Path to ensure an ample receptive field.

Unlike previous works, our proposed HyCTAS does not
sacrifice any high-resolution feature maps to speedup, but
intelligently searches for the most efficient combination of
multi-resolution branches to find the both effective and
efficient architecture.

B. Nerual Architecture Search

Designing effective and efficient neural architectures is
a labor-intensive process that may require lots of trials by
human experts. Hence, automatic neural architecture search
(NAS) has emerged in recent years. Based on the searching
algorithms, existing NAS methods can also be roughly
divided into two categories: gradient-based differentiable
methods [26], [27] and sampling-based methods [28], [29].

Recent studies have applied NAS to image segmentation
tasks. [30] were pioneers in utilizing NAS for designing a
network architecture comprised of stacked computation cells
for semantic image segmentation. [14] extended this by
also searching for the network level structure, in addition
to the cell level, to enhance segmentation. [15] introduced
a method incorporating decoupled and fine-grained latency
regularization to achieve a more favorable accuracy-latency
trade-off. Most notably, [31] developed a framework capable
of generating data-dependent routes to address scale variance
in semantic representation by adapting to the scale distribu-
tion of each image.

Different from previous works, our method supports
searching a combination of any number of multi-resolution
branches, i.e. from 1/8 to 1/32, architectures to meet the
needs of different scenarios. Compared with gradient-based
differentiable methods, our proposed HyCTAS has the supe-
riority in network capacity and higher performance with the
budgeted resource consumption.

C. Transformer in Vision Tasks

Recently, there are two major directions in adopting trans-
former in vision tasks. One is the pure transformer archi-
tecture, the other is the hybrid architecture which combines
the CNNs and the Transformer. Vision transformer [32] was
the first full self-attention based Transformer architecture
without CNNs, but had limitations to transfer to downstream
tasks. Meanwhile, DETR [33] employed the hybrid model
architecture, which combines the CNNs with Transformer.
Later, SETR [34] adapted a similar idea of vision transformer
to semantic segmentation. Although transformer allows us to
model full-image contextual information, it is both memory
and computation intensive. Many researchers [35], [36] intro-



TABLE II: The difference between typical operation and proposed efficient operation. Flops are measured using an input of
size 1x256x32x64. The receptive field (RF) is relatively compared with the standard convolution.

Operation Type Flops (G) Params (M) RF Scale-to-Input
Convolution 1.2 0.59 1 Linear
Light-weight Convolution 0.4 0.66 2 Linear
Transformer 4.3 12.62 Mazx Quadratic
Memory-efficient Self-attention 0.6 0.81 Mazx Quadratic

duced trade-offs on speed and performance through manual
designs, but have not achieved promising results yet.

In this paper, we also involve an efficient self-attention
module as one basic component. Our proposed HyCTAS
is automatically designed by setting two optimization goals
(such as performance and latency) simultaneously and
achieves state-of-the-art trade-off than handcrafted models.

III. PROPOSED APPROACH
A. Revisiting HRNet Architecture

Learning high-resolution representations is crucial to good
performance on image segmentation. HRNet achieves this
by maintaining multi-branch of convolution streams in
parallel to maintain high-resolution representations through
the whole network, and generates reliable high-resolution
representations with strong position sensitivity through re-
peatedly fusing the representations from multi-resolution
streams.

In order to preserve these two key properties, we design
our HyCTAS supernet to enable searching for variant branch
numbers, depths, widths, and spatial resolutions all in one.
As shown in Figure [} our supernet contains two types of
searchable components: Cells and Nodes.

Given a supernet with L layers, after an input image
going through the initial stem layers, the feature resolutions
are downsampled to stride S = {1/8,1/16,1/32} and
fed into multiple searchable cells C = {CL, CL, ... CL}.
Then the features are fused into searchable nodes N =
{NL NI, ... CL=1} consecutively, where the cell and node
are alternatively stacked. The searching domain is different
for cell and node. A cell could contain multiple modules
such as convolution, transformer and so on, which extends
the network to be capable of combining multi-module into a
sub-network; Meanwhile, a node is dedicated to fuse multiple
branches from different resolutions together and behaves as
a binary gate.

Since our architecture needs to support arbitrary branches
fusion, which means the outputs of each architecture are
not fixed, i.e., the number of the last feature map channels
and the branch position of the final outputs are not fixed.
To solve these problems, we proposed a feature aggregation
head module that can adapt to arbitrary output of different
architectures. The feature map of shape (C, x H x W) is
first adjusted in channels by a 1 x 1 Slimmable Convolution
layer [37] to the shape of (Cs x H x W). If the feature
map size is not the max resolution in the search space,

it will be bilinearly upsampled to match the shape of the
other feature map (Cs x 2H x 2W). Then, two feature
maps are concatenated and fused together with a 3 x 3
convolution layer. We enumerate all the output combinations
and set a head for each type of output Fjp, so that there
are a total of six different heads in our search space, i.e.,
6 € {(8),(16), (32), (8,16), (8, 32), (8,16, 32)}.

Unlike previous works [14], [15] limits the network search
to be one path, our HyCTAS supernet is cable of modeling
sub-network with arbitrary number of branches from differ-
ent resolutions, which better catches the spirit of HRNet.

B. Combing Multiple Modules

Convolutional operations enable the extraction of visual
features through weight sharing, ensuring translation invari-
ance while maintaining sensitivity to local image regions.
However, this approach does not capture relative spatial
relationships, leading to a constrained receptive field.

Achieving large receptive fields is essential for tracking
long-range dependencies in images, typically necessitated
by employing large kernels or multiple convolutional layers,
albeit at an efficiency loss. Recent advancements leverage
Transformer models [19] to efficiently address the constraints
of convolutional methods.

Transformers employ multi-head self-attention to model
inter-pixel importance across the entire input, achieving a
maximized receptive field. However, compared to convolu-
tional methods, transformers face significant computational
challenges, particularly with large feature maps, as their
computational and memory demands scale quadratically with
input size.

Therefore, both operations do not meet our goal of
pursuing efficiency if naively incorporated in our multi-
resolution multi-branch framework for high resolution image
segmentation learning. Hence, we propose to use a memory-
efficient self-attention module and light-weight convolution
module.

Memory-efficient Self-attention Module: Instead of di-
rectly borrowing typical transformer operation like previous
works [38], we only employ the self-attention layer [39]
without FFN to capture the glob context while maximize the
efficiency. We then use the 1 x 1 convolutions for reducing
and then increasing dimensions, leaving the self-attention
module a bottleneck with smaller than input/output channels.
This largely reduces the memory usages required in self-
attention layer. Meanwhile, we add an extra bypassed 1 x 1
convolution module for preserving uncompressed residue.
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Fig. 1: An illustration of our HyCTAS search space. It preserves the multi-resolution and multi-branch proprieties of HRNet
by introducing two types of searchable components: cells and nodes, which extend HRNet with multi-module fusion ability.
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Fig. 2: An illustration of our searchable modules. We design
a memory-efficient self-attention module and a light-weight
convolution module and search for the best combination.

Our memory-efficient self-attention module operation can
utilize the biggest receptive field, while keeping relatively
small flops and memory footprint.

Light-weight Convolution Module: To maintain a large
receptive field while minimizing computational costs, meth-
ods like Zoomed Convolution [15] and Dilated Convolution
[9] employ bilinear sampling for input feature map resizing,
inevitably leading to information loss. Addressing this, we
introduce a novel, efficient convolution that incorporates a
parallel 1 x 1 convolution to preserve high-resolution details
as shown in Figure [2] This approach connects input feature
map directly to the zoomed convolution’s output, effectively
maintaining input resolution. Our lightweight convolution
module significantly reduces information loss with minimal
parameter increase, ensuring both speed and accuracy.

The detailed measurements of our memory-efficient self-
attention module and light-weight convolution module are
shown in Table 2] Meanwhile, properly combining convo-
Iutional module and self-attention module plays a signif-
icant role in the improvement of model performance and
efficiency. Hence, we further deploy a search algorithm to
solve this problem.

C. Searching with Multi-objective

Inspire by [40] and [41], we formulate the searching of the
optimal architecture a* as a two-stage optimization problem.
The architecture search space A is encoded in the supernet,
denoted as N (A, W). Each candidate architectures o € A
share their weights across V. In the first stage, we optimize
the supernet weights WV by:

W = argwmin Lirain(N(A,W)) (D)
where L4, denotes the training loss.

The prior distribution of I'(A) is important. In order to
meet our goal of searching for architectures with arbitrary
branch from different resolution, we pre-define this prior
in the training process of the supernet. Since the sub-
network with more branches contains the sub-network with
less branches, we empirically set the sub-network with more
branches to have a higher sampling probability.

pi < pit1,t€1,2,3 2)

where p; means the sampling of probability of architecture
contains ¢ branches. Other components in sub-network « are
sampling from uniform distribution.

Once the supernet training is finished, the second-stage
is to search for architectures via ranking the accuracy and
latency of each sub-network o € A. We convert the ar-
chitecture searching problem to a standard multi-objective
optimization (MOP) problem.

The formulation consists of decision variables, objective
functions, and constraints. The optimization objectives are as
follows:

Mazimize y= f(a)= (fi(a), fa(a), ..., fu(a))
S.t. e(zr) = (e1(), e2(a),...,em(a)) <0 3)
among x = (1,02, ...,an) €A

y= (y17y27 "'ayk) ey

Where « represents the decision vector, i.e., the searched
network architecture, y represents the target vector, i.e., the
mloU and latency. A represents the search space formed
by the decision vector «, and Y represents the target space
formed by the target vector y. And the constraint e(x) < 0
determines the feasible value range of the decision vector. In
order to ensure that the searched architectures are effective,
we set the following three constraints: 1) The number of



Algorithm 1 Multi-objective Search.

Input: supernetwork A/ with weights W, the number of
branches b, the number of generations N, population size
n, validation dataset D,,;, objective weights w.
Output: K individual architectures on the Pareto front.
Uniformly generate the populations Py and (¢ until each
has n individuals architectures.
fori=0to N —1 do
R; = P, UQ;
F, S = Non-Dominated-Sorting(R;)
Pick n individual architectures to form P;,; by ranks
and the crowding distance weighted by w.
Qiv1=10
while size(Q;4+1) < n do
M = Tournament-Selection(P; 1)
¢i+1 = Crossover(M)
if Latency(q;+1) > Latency(Spaq.) then
continue
end if
Evaluate model ¢;41 with S on D,
if mIoUq;y1) > mIoUp, then
Add gi41 t0 Qi41
end if
end while
end for
Select the best performing architecture from Pareto-front
from Py on D, .

paths in each sub-network needs to be greater than 0; 2)
For a sub-network that contains multiple paths, the locations
of down-sampling should be different; 3) In the down-
sampling position, skip-connection cannot be selected; 4)
The memory usage of a sub-network during training cannot
exceed hardware limit.

Different from the Single-objective Optimization Problem,
there is usually no unique optimal solution in MOP prob-
lem, but a Pareto optimal solution set. Hence, we adapt
the popular evolution algorithm NSGA-II [42] to solve the
optimization problem. The details of our searching algorithm
can be found in the supplemental material.

The detail searching algorithm are presented in Algorithm
[I] One-hot encoding is employed to encode the sub-network
«. When the sampling is over, we will decode the sub-
network to evaluate its corresponding mloU and latency. We
solve this multi-objective optimization (MOP) problem under
the NSGA-II [42] framework.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate our method on the semantic segmentation
task.

A. Benchmark and Evaluation Metrics
Cityscapes [43] is a popular dataset which contains a
diverse set of stereo video sequences recorded in street

scenes from 50 different cities. It has 5,000 high quality
pixel-level annotations. There are 2,975 images for training,

500 images for validation. And for testing, it offers 1,525
images without ground-truth for a fair comparison. The dense
annotation contains 19 classes for each pixel.

Evaluation Metrics. The mean intersection over union per
class (mloU) and FPS (frame per second) are used as the
metrics for semantic segmentation and speed, respectively.

B. Setup

Search. During training of the supernet, the sampling
ratios for p1, po and ps is set to 0.2, 0.3 and 0.5, respectively.
The initial channel for supernet is 64 and the mini-batch
size is set to 16. The supernet is trained on the Cityscapes
dataset with 256 x 512 images on the training set. We use
SGD optimizer with momentum 0.9 and weight decay of
5 x 10~* to optimize the supernet weights. The learning
rate is set to 0.02 with the exponential learning rate decay
of 0.992. The entire supernet optimization takes about 120
hours on a single V100 GPU. In the search process, The
initial population Py is set to 40 and generated by uniform
random sampling. The probabilities of crossover and muta-
tion operations are set at 0.9 and 0.02 respectively. Before
the inference of a sub-network, the statistics of all the Batch
Normalization [44] operations are recalculated on a random
subset of training data (1000 images in Cityscapes). The
number of generations is 20 and we search sub-networks
with different branch numbers separately. Hence, a total of
2400 network sub-networks are searched.

Retrain. Similar to [14], we also use the filter multiplier
to control the model capacity, and the default value for
HyCTAS-S is set as 12, respectively. The final output stride
of HyCTAS-S is 8 by merging the low level features in
stem. We use SGD optimizer with momentum 0.9 and
weight decay of 5 x 10™* to optimize the searched networks.
The ’poly’ learning rate policy is employed with an initial
learning rate of 0.005. Data augmentations on all datasets,
i.e., random crop, flipping etc., are consistent with [45].
On the Cityscapes dataset, the training images are cropped
to 512 x 1024 and the mini batch size is set to 32. It is
worth noting that all our results are trained from scratch
without ImageNet pretraining and we only use the training
set without any extra data.

Evaluation. We use Nvidia Geforce RTX 3090 and Intel
Xeon E5-2680-v4 CPU (2.40GHz) for benchmarking the
computation cost. When testing the inference speed, an
image of a batch size of 1 is first loaded into the GPU
memory and the model is warmed up to reach a steady
speed. After that, the inference time is measured by running
the model for six seconds. All the reported results, unless
specified, are evaluated without multi-scale inference and
flipping. The mean intersection over union per class (mloU)
is used as the evaluation metric for semantic segmentation.

C. Model Exploration

Our exploration focuses on balancing ’Speed v.s. mloU”
in architecture search, highlighting how our framework
excels in optimizing multiple objectives. Figure |3| shows
architecture evolution, with color-coded branch numbers and
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Fig. 3: An illustration of our searched architectures with multiple branches. The red dot indicates the location of the self

attention module.

TABLE III: Comparison of semantic segmentation on the Cityscapes. 7: speed on NVIDIA Xavier, f: speed with TensorRT

acceleration, *: trained from scratch.

mloU (%) T+ mloU (%) T

Flops | Params | Speed T

Methods Input Size val test ) M) (FPS)
ICNet [24] 1024x2048 67.7 69.5 - - 37.7
BiSeNet [25] 768x1536 69.0 68.4 - - 105.8
Fast-SCNN [46] 1024x2048 68.6 68.0 - 11.1 123.5
DF1-Seg-d8 [47] 1024x2048 724 71.4 - - 136.9
HRNetV2y15s [12] 1024x2048 70.3 - 31.1 1.5 -
HRNetV2y40 [12] 1024x2048 80.2 80.5 493.2 452 -
HyCTAS-S* (Ours) 1024x2048 72.3 73.0 13.0 1.5 159.2
CAS [30] 768x1536 71.6 70.5 - - 108.0
MobilenetV3 [48] - 72.4 72.6 9.7 1.5 10.81
SqueezeNAS [49] - 73.6 725 19.6 1.9 10.2f
FasterSeg [15] 1024x2048 73.1 71.5 28.2 44 149"
SeaFormer-S [50] 1024x2048 70.7 71.0 2.0 - 7.7
SeaFormer-B [50] 1024x2048 72.2 72.5 34 - 4.8
HyCTAS-M* (Ours) || 1024x2048 771 75.7 294 24 87.8

a highlighted Pareto boundary at the search’s end, demon-
strating the effect of dual-goal targeting on architecture
distribution. We prioritize architectures on the Pareto frontier
for their optimal balance and practical relevance.

We visualized searched architectures with varying branch
numbers in Figure E] (a)(b)(c), revealing interesting patterns
in the placement of self-attention modules. With a single
branch, self-attention is positioned at higher resolutions to
enhance performance. Conversely, with three branches, self-
attention is placed deeper to effectively fuse features across
branches, aligning well with its strengths and limitations.

D. Comparison to SOTA

We compare our method with state-of-the-art methods on
two popular benchmarks.

Cityscapes. Shown in Table we can see that when
the speed is more than 100FPS, our model establishes new

state-of-the-arts. HyCTAS-M consistently outperforms recent
BiSeNet [25], Fast-SCNN [46] and DF1-Seg-d8 [47]. In par-
ticular, our HyCTAS-M achieves 77.1% mloU on Cityscapes
validation set with 29.4G Flops and 2.4M parameters, which
surpasses HRNetV2-W18-Small-vl by 6.8% with similar
model size. On the Cityscapes test set, our HyCTAS-M
surpasses FasterSeg [15] by 4.2 %. Moreover, the speed of
our model reaches an astonishing 87.8 FPS without TensorRT
acceleration. Meanwhile, our HyCTAS-S has the smallest
Flops and parameters and achieves the fastest inference
speed at 159.2 FPS. This proves that our models are very
competitive when deployed on real hardware.

Our method outperforms recent NAS models in search effi-
ciency and GPU memory usage. Firstly, our multi-objective
strategy allows HyCTAS to find models catering to varied
needs, such as low latency or high performance, within
just 5 GPU days. In contrast, traditional NAS methods



search for a single model at a time, leading to linearly
increasing search costs with each additional model. Secondly,
HyCTAS-M surpasses baseline NAS models in performance;
for instance, it’s 3.8% better than FasterSeg [15] on the
Cityscapes validation set.

These results are achieved with only Cityscapes fine-
annotated images, without using any extra data (coarse-
annotated images, COCO, ImageNet, etc.).

E. Ablation

Compared to Random Sampling. To evaluate our search
strategy, we contrasted our architectures with 5 randomly
sampled ones (1-3 branches) on the Cityscapes validation set.
Table shows the average performance of these random
architectures. Our discovered Searched-1 architecture sur-
passes its random counterpart by 4.3% in accuracy with a re-
duced model size. The discovered Searched-2 and Searched-
3 both surpass random architectures by more than 3%.

Robustness of Searching. We further conduct an ablation
study by intentionally changing components to verify the
searching robustness on our HyCTAS-M model. Shown in
Table [V] we distort the searched architectures by replacing
all self-attention to convolution, replacing all convolution to
self-attention, shifting self-attention to another position and
shifting self-attention to another branch, i.e. moved it to a
random position on the same stride. It can be seen that our
searched models consistently perform better these variants
and proves its robustness.

In summary, the architecture searched by HyCTAS can
find a great trade-off between performance, model size, and
latency.

TABLE IV: Ablation study on the random sampled
architectures on the Cityscapes validation set.

. Flops Params mloU

Architectures (G) M) (%)
Random-1 14.6 = 1.2 1.54+0.2 68.0 + 3.9
Searched-1 9.6 1.5 72.3
Random-2 31.6 1.0 2.0+0.7 73.6 1.8
Searched-2 22.4 32 77.
Random-3 391.5+11.4 320+48 77.6£0.9
Searched-3 335.1 43.2 80.9

TABLE V: Ablation study on the searched architectures on
the Cityscapes validation set.

. ) Flops  Params mloU
Architectures G) M) (%)
Searched 29.4 24 77.1
+ SA — > Conv. 23.1 2.8 75.6
+ Conv. — > SA 20.5 2.5 74.3
+ Shift SA Position 23.1 2.8 75.2
+ Shift SA Branch 22.5 2.6 75.6

Retrain Settings. From Table we can see that adding
the scheduled drop path [14], [S1] improves the mloU by
1.5%. When set the scheduled drop path probability to

TABLE VI: Experiments with different settings on
Cityscapes validation set. ‘SDP’ denotes Scheduled Drop
Path.

# Iter-186k  Iter-372k  SDP-0.1  SDP-0.2  mloU(%)
1 v 715
2 4 v 73.0
3 4 4 733
4 v v 73.5

0.2, the performance is improved by 0.3%. In #4, we also
study the effects of bigger training iterations. Increasing the
training iterations from 186K to 372K iterations, further
improves the performance by 0.2%. All reported results are
obtained without ImageNet [52] pretraining.

Correlation Analysis. We sampled 10 subnetworks, train-
ing each from scratch for 40,000 iterations. The results,
shown in Table I} reveal a high correlation between the mIoU
scores within the supernetwork and after retraining, with a
Kendall’s 7 of 0.58 and a Pearson Correlation Coefficient
(p) of 0.79. This strong correlation confirms our ability to
identify high-performing subnetworks within the supernet-
work. Moreover, our search method not only reduces search
and GPU memory costs compared to state-of-the-art methods
but also efficiently yields multiple viable architectures from
a single search process.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a novel HyCTAS framework to
search for efficient networks with high-resolution represen-
tation and attention. We introduce a light-weight convolution
module to reduce the computation cost while preserving
high-resolution information and a memory efficient self-
attention module to capture long-range dependency. By
combing a multi-branch search space and an efficient ge-
netic search algorithm with multiple objectives, our searched
architectures not only fuse features from selective branches
for efficiency, but also maintain high-resolution representa-
tions for performance. Besides, the discovered architecture
also provides us with some insights into how to use self-
attention when designing new networks. Extensive experi-
ments demonstrate that HyCTAS outperforms previous meth-
ods on the semantic segmentation task, while significantly
improving the inference speed. Future work will focus on
applying this approach to more challenging tasks, such as
key-point localization and object detection.
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