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Abstract

Transformers have excelled in many tasks including vi-
sion. However, efficient deployment of transformer models
in low-latency or high-throughput applications is hindered
by the computation in the attention mechanism which in-
volves expensive operations such as matrix multiplication
and Softmax. To address this, we introduce ReduceFormer,
a family of models optimized for efficiency with the spirit of
attention. ReduceFormer leverages only simple operations
such as reduction and element-wise multiplication, leading
to greatly simplified architecture and improved inference
performance, with up to 37% reduction in latency and 44%
improvement in throughput, while maintaining competitive
accuracy comparable to other recent methods. The pro-
posed model family is suitable for edge devices where com-
pute resource and memory bandwidth are limited, as well as
for cloud computing where high throughput is sought after.
Code will be available soon.

1. Introduction
Transformer networks, critical for advancing natural lan-
guage processing and computer vision, utilize self-attention
modules to efficiently process sequences and capture com-
plex dependencies and global context directly [6, 11, 12,
20]. Unlike prior architectures based on recurrent or convo-
lutional layers [7, 13, 15], transformers dynamically weigh
the significance of different parts of the input data, fa-
cilitating powerful representation learning. However, the
quadratic computational scaling of self-attention, alongside
matrix multiplications and Softmax computation, requires
substantial computational resources and memory, in turn,
challenging efficient deployment such as on edge devices.
This has spurred research into more efficient computational
strategies to reduce reliance on these intensive processes
[1, 8, 10, 16–18, 22].

While self-attention mechanisms enable global interac-
tions in transformers, they are not the only method. As
an example, Wang et al. [19] introduce non-local oper-
ations, inspired by non-local means in image processing,

which compute a position’s response as a weighted sum of
features across all positions. This approach effectively cap-
tures long-range dependencies, highlighting the potential of
non-local methods for tasks like object detection and recog-
nition in computer vision.

In this paper, we propose ReduceFormer, a family of vi-
sion models by exclusively harnessing only basic operations
such as element-wise multiplication and global summation
to model both local and global feature relationships. The
advantages of the proposed approach over previous meth-
ods are mainly twofold:
• Reduced Model Complexity: By our design choice, we

eliminate the use of matrix multiplication and expensive
operations such as Softmax as in typical attention blocks,
leading to a much simpler model structure.

• Efficiency in Inference: The operations in the proposed
series of models can utilize well-optimized implementa-
tions on modern deep learning accelerators such as GPU,
resulting in improved efficiency in latency, throughput,
and memory footprint.

The proposed models exhibits significant speedup as com-
pared to prior SOTA methods with competitive accuracy, on
both embedded device and data center GPU.

2. Related Works
Built on top of the seminal work of attention-based trans-
former model [20], the advent of Vision Transformer (ViT)
has marked a significant milestone in the field of computer
vision, with the pioneering work [6] demonstrating that us-
ing a transformer model and processing image patches as
sequence of tokens could rival the performance of Convolu-
tional Neural Networks (CNNs) [7, 13].

Efforts to enhance transformer efficiency have focused
on reducing computational overhead, with theoretical and
practical innovations [3, 17]. For instance, Li et al. intro-
duced EsViT, a multi-stage Efficient Transformer utilizing
sparse self-attention to decrease complexity [10]. Jia et al.
developed an efficient manifold distillation technique that
allows a student network to outperform its teacher by refin-
ing transformer learning processes [8]. However, these ad-
vancements often confront practical hardware limitations.
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Figure 1. The proposed architecture of ReduceFormer. Each stage can be composed with L repetitions of MB Conv blocks [14]
with/without ReduceFormer blocks.

Figure 2. A ReduceFormer block consists of two phases: local
context learning and global context learning via ReduceFormer at-
tention.

Additionally, efforts to simplify transformer structures have
led to replacing Softmax with max-pooling for enhanced
efficiency in dense prediction tasks [22], and EfficientViT
modifies attention computations to streamline processes us-
ing a matrix product of queries Q and keys K followed by
ReLU activation [1]. Despite these improvements, chal-
lenges with expensive operations such as matrix multiplica-
tions during inference persist. Our method sidesteps these
costly operations by focusing on simpler, more efficient
ones, improving model performance without heavy compu-
tational demands.

3. Method

The architecture of the proposed ReduceFormer is illus-
trated in Figure 1. A block of Stem Conv in the begin-
ning of the network reduces the spatial dimensions of inputs
and transitions their representation to a higher-dimensional
channel space. Then, stacks of an inverted residual block
[14] with/without a ReduceFormer block are repeated N
times for hierarchical feature embedding from input.

Our proposed method integrates an attention mechanism
into the ReduceFormer block, designed to complement the
capability of convolution operations to encapsulate global
information. In pursuit of efficiency during model execu-
tion, we incorporate straightforward feature-reduction op-
erations, such as global summation and element-wise op-
erations, resulting in the designation of our model as Re-
duceFormer. This approach is mainly characterized by
ReLU-based attention processes, involving tensor reduc-
tions through global summations, followed by a Fully Con-
nected (FC) layer, as illustrated in Figure 2. This sequence
prioritizes the extraction of local context information ini-
tially, achieved through the employment of a multi-scale
local context learning block. Subsequently, the Reduce-
Former Attention captures non-local feature relations.

Figure 3. Multi-Scale Local Feature Encoding. Before upcoming
block that performs attention in a global manner, this phase allows
learning local contexts.

3.1. Multi-Scale Local Context

Addressing the limitation of ReLU-based attention, which
produces concentrated attention maps and struggles with lo-
cal information capture [1, 9], our method employs depth-
wise convolution operators to extract local context with-
out significantly increasing the model’s parameter footprint.
While depth-wise convolutions are preferred for their ef-
ficiency, alternative convolution forms are also applicable.
For clarity of notations, C, H , and W denote the tensor di-
mensions of channel, height, and width, respectively. As
depicted in Figure 3, the initial 1×1 convolution brings up
the number of the feature channels to 3C, and the output
from depth-wise convolutions is amalgamated with the orig-
inal feature map into one tensor with channels of 3SC.
Here, S represents S − 1 depth-wise convolutions plus
the original features, which are then concatenated concate-
nated. Each of the depth-wise convolution employs variable
kernel sizes, allowing for adjustable control over the extent
of local context captured. For example, employing depth-
wise convolutions with 3×3 and 5×5 kernels alongside the
original feature maps results in an output tensor dimension
of 3 × 3 × C ×H ×W . For our experiments, we use one
depth-wise convolution with 5×5 kernel sizes concatenat-
ing with the original feature maps to construct QKV tensor.

3.2. ReduceFormer Attention

The idea of projecting spatial features across locations pre-
dates Transformers [2, 21], yet the nuanced, intertwined



Figure 4. Details of ReduceFormer Attention. The output tensors
are used in Eq. 2 to compute attention.

projection achieved through self-attention modules also
holds significance [6]. EfficientViT [1] performs ReLU lin-
ear attention in favor of latency over Softmax attention:

Oi =
ReLU(Qi)

∑N
j=1 ReLU(Kj)

TVj

ReLU(Qi)
∑N

j=1 ReLU(Kj)T
, (1)

for i-th feature in the output feature map O. The atten-
tion module allows latency improvement to some extent, but
still suffers from costly computational complexity caused
by matrix multiplications. To this end, our method utilizes
repeated global summations and element-wise multiplica-
tions to globally project spatial features, aiming to approx-
imate and bypass the inner product calculation of K and V
from Eq. 1. This circumvents the latency-inducing matrix
multiplication inherent in conventional self-attention mech-
anisms, improving computational efficiency while empha-
sizing global feature projection. Furthermore, for the ac-
tivation purpose, each pixel gets divided by the sum of all
features. Concretely, the computation of ReduceFormer at-
tention block can be succinctly summarized into the follow-
ing equation:

Oi =
ReLU(Qi)SUMKV

SUMQK
i

, (2)

where each term in the right-hand of Eq. 2 is computed as
shown in Figure 4. The input tensor in this module is first
split into three groups of tensors Q, K and V . ReLU(Qi)
represents the i-th spatial feature vector from the partial in-
put tensor Q activated with ReLU. Eq. 2 induces the net-
work to learn attentive features through division by the sum-
mation of all elements SUMQK

i . Inspired by [1], ReLU
activation is applied to K and Q beforehand, in order to 1)
ensure their elements to be positive values when computing
the division by SUMQK

i and 2) utilize non-linear rectifica-
tion while achieving linear computational complexity [9].

In detail, ReLU(K) gets reduced as a vector SUMK ∈
RSC×1×1 for which we chose global-sum as a succinct
representation of K, allowing it to be element-wise mul-
tiplied to all spatial features of V . Then, SUMK ⊗ V is
also reduced into SUMV ∈ RSC×1×1 through a global-
sum, which is followed by a element-wise multiplication
with ReLU(K). This intertwined projection between spa-
tial features allows for each element of ReLU(K) and V
to be globally mapped onto each other, aiming to circum-
vent the conventional matrix multiplication between tensor
elements. Finally, SUMKV ∈ RSC×1×1 is created by
performing another global-sum on ReLU(K) ⊗ SUMV .
As noted in Eq 2, this reduced representation SUMKV

is to map relational features between ReLU(K) and V to
ReLU(Q) and learn attentive relations among spatial fea-
tures, followed by dividing each element with SUMQK

i

whose computation is shown in Figure 4.
ReduceFormer attention normalizes each spatial feature

in input maps, producing an output feature tensor O ∈
RSC×H×W , where H and W denote the height and width,
respectively. It then adjusts the features in each output Oi

according to weights derived from global feature relations,
enhancing context learning.

4. Experiments
Implementation Details. Our models were implemented
in PyTorch and trained with 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs. Adam
optimizer with a base learning rate of 4 × 10−4 is used for
training with 20 warm-up epochs with cosine learning rate
schedule. The batch size for training was 128. We propose
three variants of ReduceFormer:
• B1: Channels of [16, 32, 64, 128, 256] for Stem Conv and

each of the N = 4 stages, and the depths for each stage
are defined as {L1, L2, L3, L4} = {2, 3, 3, 4}.

• B2: Channels of [24, 48, 96, 192, 384] for Stem Conv and
each of the N = 4 stages, and the depths for each stage
are defined as {L1, L2, L3, L4} = {3, 3, 5, 7}.

• B3: Channels of [32, 64, 128, 256, 512] for Stem Conv
and each of the N = 4 stages, and the depths for each
stage are defined as {L1, L2, L3, L4} = {4, 6, 6, 9}.

For all variants, ReduceFormer blocks are applied in the last
two stages.
Performance on ImageNet. We benchmark on the
ImageNet-1K dataset [5] and present results in Table 1, fo-
cusing on comparisons with EfficientViT [1] on two plat-
forms: NVIDIA DRIVE Orin SoC1, an embedded plat-
form, and the L40 GPU. For DRIVE Orin, we assess la-
tency and average memory bandwidth, measured in mil-
liseconds and MB/image, respectively, underscoring the im-
portance of memory bandwidth during inference on devices
with limited memory. On the L40 data center GPU, we re-

1https://developer.nvidia.com/drive/agx

https://developer.nvidia.com/drive/agx


Models #Params MACs Top1 Acc ↑ NVIDIA DRIVE Orin SoC L40 GPU

(%) FP16 Latency ↓ Avg Mem BW ↓ Throughput ↑
(ms) (MB/image) (images/sec)

EfficientViT-B1 (r224) [1] 9.1M 0.53G 79.4 0.90 27.48 3067
EfficientViT-B1 (r256) [1] 9.1M 0.69G 79.9 0.98 32.96 2976
EfficientViT-B1 (r288) [1] 9.1M 0.87G 80.4 1.14 36.84 2817
ReduceFormer-B1 (r224) 9.0M 0.52G 79.3 0.68 (32%↓) 26.02 (6%↓) 4149 (35%↑)
ReduceFormer-B1 (r256) 9.0M 0.67G 80.1 0.73 (34%↓) 30.50 (8%↓) 4049 (36%↑)
ReduceFormer-B1 (r288) 9.0M 0.85G 80.6 0.87 (31%↓) 36.30 (2%↓) 3731 (32%↑)
CoAtNet-0 [4] 25M 4.2G 81.6 2.71 155.25 1742
ConvNeXt-T [13] 29M 4.5G 82.1 2.11 98.55 2247
EfficientViT-B2 (r256) [1] 24M 2.1G 82.7 1.86 84.38 1931
EfficientViT-B2 (r288) [1] 24M 2.7G 83.1 2.23 106.87 1815
ReduceFormer-B2 (r256) 24M 2.1G 82.6 1.41 (32%↓) 79.14 (7%↓) 2625 (36%↑)
ReduceFormer-B2 (r288) 24M 2.8G 83.0 1.68 (33%↓) 98.75 (8%↓) 2439 (34%↑)
Swin-B [11] 88M 15G 83.5 4.20 319.98 1142
CoAtNet-1 [4] 42M 8.4G 83.3 4.65 258.47 980
ConvNeXt-S [13] 50M 8.7G 83.1 4.34 209.88 1274
EfficientViT-B3 (r224) [1] 49M 4.0G 83.5 2.93 152.77 1267
EfficientViT-B3 (r256) [1] 49M 5.2G 83.8 3.26 186.78 1203
ReduceFormer-B3 (r224) 48M 3.9G 83.4 2.22 (31%↓) 138.65 (10%↓) 1742 (37%↑)
ReduceFormer-B3 (r256) 48M 5.1G 83.6 2.43 (33%↓) 173.36 (8%↓) 1631 (36%↑)
CoAtNet-2 [4] 75M 16G 84.1 6.02 434.55 845
ConvNeXt-B [13] 89M 15G 83.8 5.82 351.39 1021
EfficientViT-B3 (r288) [1] 49M 6.6G 84.2 4.10 226.43 1087
ReduceFormer-B3 (r288) 48M 6.4G 84.2 3.03 (37%↓) 210.89 (7%↓) 1464 (35%↑)

Table 1. Classification Results on ImageNet-1K [5] data. Latency and throughput were measured with TensorRT in FP16 precision on
both NVIDIA DRIVE Orin and L40 GPU. Memory bandwidth (Mem BW) is derived from memory read and written during inference per
image and averaged over 1000 runs. The percentage in parentheses is calculated with respect to its counterpart from EfficientViT [1].

Models Throughput (images/s) ↑
bs8 bs16 bs32

E.ViT-B1 (r224) [1] 14084 19607 23357
E.ViT-B1 (r256) [1] 12841 16949 19184
E.ViT-B1 (r288) [1] 10974 13640 14420
RF-B1 (r224) 20202 (43%↑) 28120 (43%↑) 32128 (38%↑)
RF-B1 (r256) 18433 (44%↑) 24279 (43%↑) 26251 (37%↑)
RF-B1 (r288) 15504 (41%↑) 19093 (40%↑) 19070 (32%↑)
E.ViT-B2 (r224) [1] 7881 9864 10873
E.ViT-B2 (r256) [1] 6866 8285 7860
E.ViT-B2 (r288) [1] 5738 6554 5851
RF-B2 (r224) 11189 (42%↑) 13389 (36%↑) 13937 (28%↑)
RF-B2 (r256) 9581 (40%↑) 11276 (36%↑) 10464 (33%↑)
RF-B2 (r288) 7882 (37%↑) 8748 (34%↑) 7464 (28%↑)
E.ViT-B3 (r224) [1] 4412 5313 5209
E.ViT-B3 (r256) [1] 3891 4366 3735
E.ViT-B3 (r288) [1] 3104 3319 2769
RF-B3 (r224) 6088 (38%↑) 7201 (36%↑) 6798 (30%↑)
RF-B3 (r256) 5249 (35%↑) 5848 (34%↑) 5012 (34%↑)
RF-B3 (r288) 4177 (35%↑) 4392 (32%↑) 3717 (34%↑)

Table 2. Throughput comparison between EfficientViT [1] (E.ViT)
and ReduceFormer (RF) with different batch sizes. Measured on
L40 GPU with TensorRT in FP16 precision.

port throughput as the primary metric. In both cases, perfor-
mance was measured using TensorRT2 in FP16 precision.

Benchmark results, shown in Table 1, reveal that Re-
duceFormer and EfficientViT achieve similar accuracy for
models of comparable sizes. ReduceFormer excels in
smaller variants like B1 and matches EfficientViT in larger
variants. Notably, ReduceFormer offers significant runtime

2https://developer.nvidia.com/tensorrt

advantages, outperforming EfficientViT variants by an av-
erage of 32% in inference latency on the DRIVE Orin plat-
form and maintaining a smaller memory footprint. These
performance gains are crucial for latency-sensitive appli-
cations like autonomous driving on embedded platforms,
where resource constraints are significant.

On L40 GPU, ReduceFormer significantly outperforms
other methods in terms of throughput for all variants at a
batch size of one. Throughput comparisons between Effi-
cientViT and ReduceFormer variants for larger batch sizes
of 8, 16, and 32 are detailed in Table 2. ReduceFormer
variants on average had a 38% performance increase com-
pared to the EfficientVit networks, notably achieving 44%
higher throughput for B1 variant (r-256) model comparison
at a batch size of 8. This superior performance of Reduce-
Former is especially advantageous for cloud computing sce-
narios that require high throughput at inference.

5. Conclusion
In this paper, we introduced ReduceFormer, an efficient vi-
sion model family that only utilizes basic operations to over-
come the complexities of conventional attention mechanism
in transformer models. By refining global context learn-
ing, our method cuts computational and memory demands,
boosting efficiency for deployment on diverse platforms,
from resource-constrained edge devices to data center
GPUs. Going forward, we aim to adapt our models for other
vision tasks.

https://developer.nvidia.com/tensorrt
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