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Abstract. We introduce a fast Self-adapting Forward-Forward Network
(SaFF-Net) for medical imaging analysis, mitigating power consumption
and resource limitations, which currently primarily stem from the preva-
lent reliance on back-propagation for model training and fine-tuning.
Building upon the recently proposed Forward-Forward Algorithm (FFA),
we introduce the Convolutional Forward-Forward Algorithm (CFFA),
a parameter-efficient reformulation that is suitable for advanced image
analysis and overcomes the speed and generalisation constraints of the
original FFA. To address hyper-parameter sensitivity of FFAs we are also
introducing a self-adapting framework SaFF-Net fine-tuning parameters
during warmup and training in parallel. Our approach enables more effec-
tive model training and eliminates the previously essential requirement
for an arbitrarily chosen Goodness function in FFA. We evaluate our ap-
proach on several benchmarking datasets in comparison with standard
Back-Propagation (BP) neural networks showing that FFA-based net-
works with notably fewer parameters and function evaluations can com-
pete with standard models, especially, in one-shot scenarios and large
batch sizes.
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1 Introduction

Efficient neural networks are becoming tremendously important for effective im-
pact on real clinical workflows. This is particularly important as the need to
fine-tune models on compute and power-constrained clinical devices becomes in-
creasingly prevalent. Additionally, the concentration of resources in only a few
specialised institutions highlights the importance of creating models that can
operate efficiently in various low-resource settings, ensuring widespread access
to advanced healthcare technologies. Moreover, the lack of computational infras-
tructure in areas that could benefit the most from population-fine-tuned deep
learning models due to the scarcity of experts underscores the urgency of de-
veloping compute and energy-efficient neural networks that can transcend such
limitations and make a meaningful impact on global healthcare disparities. This
paper addresses the pressing need to develop neural architectures that not only
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perform well but also operate with optimal energy consumption during training
and application. To this end, we introduce a fast self-adapting Forward-Forward
Network without using Back-Propagation (BP) for medical imaging analysis to
mitigate power consumption and enable training if computational resources are
limited, contributing to the larger discourse on responsible AI development.

Based on preliminary work on the Forward-Forward Algorithm (FFA) [13],
we know that FFAs can be slightly slower than BP and seem not to generalize
as well on several simplified example datasets. In this paper, we address the
remaining issues of FFAs and provide comprehensive insights into the advance-
ment of FFAs. To ensure reproducibility and adoption, we also suggest and share
an automatically self-configuring FFA framework for medical imaging analysis
considering the limitations of energy and resources.

Contributions. (1) We present the Convolutional Forward-Forward Algorithm
as an extension to the Forward-Forward Algorithm by [13]. (2) We show that the
(Convolutional) Forward-Forward Algorithm can be utilised fully without back-
propagation for classification and pretraining of Multi-Layer-Perceptrons and
other Convolutional Neural Networks even without the use of domain-limited
goodness functions. (3) We propose the backpropagation-free self-adaptive Forward-
Forward Framework (SaFF-Net) and show its advantages, evaluating the num-
bers of function evaluations and parameters, and its general performance.

Related Work. The Forward-Forward Algorithm (FFA) [13] diverges from the
traditional Backpropagation (BP) algorithm similar to Evolutionary Algorithms
[28,26], Predictive Coding [27], Hebbian learning [16], Feedback Alignment [18]
and Reservoir Computing [3]. These alternatives to BP exhibit challenges such
as elevated computational demands, sensitivity to noise, a lack of explainability,
and difficulties in training and global optimisation.

[13,19,9,34,15,25] explore the FFA, offering insights into its behaviour, strengths,
and limitations. These works also propose incremental extensions for enhancing
FFA performance. From a biological perspective, FFA demonstrates potential
superiority over BP algorithms [29,9]. [13] presents FFA as a biological model,
notably for modelling sleep deprivation [13,17].

Eliminating the need for computationally intensive BP, the transition to ana-
logue hardware, such as microcontroller architectures [7], and the application of
FFA in Spiking Neural Networks [22,21], appear promising. The integration of
FFA within Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs) has been explored [22] and the
application of FFA in Graph Neural Networks (GNNs) has gained attention
for handling complex relationships in graph-structured data efficiently [23]. For
Self-Supervised Learning (SSL), [5] discusses data augmentation techniques in
training FFAs. They propose self-supervised FFAs as a superior approach com-
pared to the unsupervised approach presented by [13].

[1] explores FFA pretraining, presenting a framework with two stages of local
and global contrastive representation learning, and subsequent BP-based image
classification with binary-cross-entropy. They replace the MLP with a ResNet18
architecture. Other works also investigate the synergy between FFA and BP
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techniques, aiming to leverage the strengths of both approaches for enhanced
learning and overall energy efficiency [10,5].
FFA Limitations. The FFAs goodness function is important for layer-wise
training in a contrastive learning setting. The positive pass adjusts weights on
real data to increase goodness, while the negative pass handles counter-examples,
adjusting weights to decrease goodness. However, this idea poses three major
problems. (1) It requires an additional dataset-specific hyperparameter, θ, for
thresholding. This hyperparameter is dataset-specific and needs independent op-
timisation. (2) For prediction, assessing goodness for each possible label limits
applications to classification. A mitigation is presented in [22], using FFAs in
Recurrent Neural Networks for generative and reconstructive tasks. There, the
goodness function only regulates neuron activity, resulting in the last layer’s out-
put containing no spatial information; only the sum of goodness over all layers
determines the result. (3) Based on preliminary experiments and results from
[19], adding more than two layers does not positively contribute to FFA per-
formance. The consequent dependence on Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) archi-
tectures and heuristic designs for the goodness function limits FFA significantly
for practical applications. To the best of our knowledge, only [1] pretrains a
CNN, specifically a ResNet18 [12] backbone, for classification. In parallel to our
work another convolutional approach was proposed by [24] including a complex
channel-wise competitive learning strategy. However, the primary constraint of
these methods lies in their extensive need for hyperparameter tuning, encompass-
ing a wide array of parameters such as threshold settings, the iteration count
per layer, the total number of epochs, the architecture depth (number of layers),
learning rate, batch size, the choice of loss and activation functions. Specifically
for convolutional feature extraction, this extends to configuring the number of
input and output channels, stride lengths, padding types, and kernel dimensions.

2 Method

The Forward-Forward Algorithm [13] (Fig. 1, left) is a multi-layer learning ap-
proach influenced by Boltzmann machines [14] and Noise Contrastive Estima-
tion [11]. Unlike traditional BP, it employs two forward passes (instead of forward
and backward) operating similarly but on different data with opposing objec-
tives. The positive pass operates on real data x` and adjusts the weights to
increase the goodness. The negative pass operates on counter-examples x´ and
adjusts the weights to decrease the goodness. The goodness function

gpxq “
ÿ

j

yjpx`{´q2 ´ θ (1)

can be defined as the (negative) sum of the squared neural activities of ypxq,
where yj is the output of hidden unit j and x`{´ is the input. The probability
ppxq that an input vector x is real (true) is given by ppxq “ σpgpxqq, where
σ is the logistic function. However, if the activities of the first hidden layer
are used as input for the second hidden layer, distinguishing between positive
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Fig. 1: The Forward-Forward Multi-Layer Perceptron (left), the Forward-
Forward Convolutional Neural Network (right). The networks are optimised
layer-wise. The positive and negative samples are fed into the first layer and
via layer normalisation, we obtain orientation and length of the activation vec-
tor. The orientation is forwarded to the next layer as its input. The length is
used for the computation of the goodness. Each layer is optimised so that pos-
itive samples have high goodness (> threshold) and negative samples have low
goodness (< threshold). For inference, the sum of the goodness of all layers,
excluding the first layer, needs to be determined for every possible label.

and negative data becomes straightforward. This can be achieved by simply
measuring the length of the activity vector from the first hidden layer, without
the need to learn any new features. To mitigate this issue, the FFA employs a
normalisation on the length of the hidden vector before feeding it as input to the
subsequent layer. It follows, that only the length of y`{´ is used for goodness
and the orientation derived from the (layer) normalisation is forwarded to the
next hidden layer. [13]
Convolutional Forward-Forward Algorithm. We propose the Convolutional
Forward-Forward Algorithm (CFFA) and extend the application of the FFA
to Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs), see Fig. 1, right. Given the two-
dimensional convolution in an arbitrary convolutional layer

yi,j “ α

˜

M
ÿ

m“1

N
ÿ

n“1

xm,n ¨ wi,j,m,n ` bi,j

¸

, (2)

where yi,j is the output feature at position pi, jq, xm,n is the input feature at
position pm,nq, wi,j,m,n is the weight at position pi´m`tK2 u, j´n`tK2 uq in the
kernel with size K, bi,j is the bias term at position pi, jq, and αp¨q is the activation
function. The same applies to three-dimensional convolutions. Consequently, we
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can also use the goodness and the probability function for a given hidden layer
with input x P RMxN . Therefore, we can take the length of y`{´

i,j for goodness
and the orientation derived from the (layer) normalisation can be forwarded to
the next hidden layer, maintaining spatial dependencies. At this point, we want
to emphasise that convolutional layers in CFFAs do not impede potential on-chip
training for tiny devices, see exemplarily [30,31].

Objective. Given the goodness function gpxq (Eq. 1), we can formulate the
optimisation problem with an arbitrary contrastive loss function F px`, x´q

min
x

F pxq “ min
x

1

B

B
ÿ

i“1

logpGpxiqq (3)

where B is the dimension of the input batch and goodness matrix Gi “

p´gpx`
i q } gpx´

i qq with concatenation operator p}q. The objective function can
be easily replaced by any contrastive loss function for contrastive pretraining.

Self-adapting SaFF-Net. We propose an FFA-based framework (see Appendix
for an overview). Related to energy-based neural networks as the FFA itself, it
is able to minimise the energy for training and necessary for inference addition-
ally leading to a resource-efficient model optimisation framework. Initially, we
fine-tuned hyperparameters such as learning rate, batch size, number of layers,
and sizes of filters and weights for task-specific optimization, settling on a con-
figuration that delivered optimal average performance across all datasets. In a
warm-up stage, these configuration sets can be pre-evaluated and selected based
on preceding statistical tests. We use Early Stopping, where the training pro-
cess is halted based on the model’s performance on a validation set. This not
only prevents overfitting but also expedites convergence by recognizing when
further iterations yield diminishing returns. We apply Early Stopping not only
on layer iterations and epochs but also on the number of layers, hence, restrict-
ing the depth of the network. We also include network pruning [4] and incor-
porate Peer-Normalisation and Batch-Normalisation Loss as an additional loss
term during training. Additionally, we introduce a trainable threshold param-
eter θ for the goodness function for reducing the number of hyperparameters.
For training, each dataset is Z-score normalised within the framework by de-
fault but other normalisations or augmentation functions can be easily added
through customised experiment files. Finally, SaFF dynamically selects an opti-
mised architecture during the warm-up phase based on prior statistical analysis
of dataset characteristics and during training based on model performance.

Implementation. We use Python and PyTorch. All models were trained on
NVIDIA A100 80GB. The average training time for a model with maximum
batch size depends on the number of layer iterations and/or epochs and is ă 30
min for one-shot learning and ă 2 h for others.
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Fig. 2: Classification on MNIST. ACC - Accuracy, AUC - Area Under the Re-
ceiver Operating characteristic, mAP - Mean Average Precision vs. Number of
Parameters Comparison for MLP and FFA (top) and CNN and CFFA (bottom)
with maximum batch size. Ours in orange.

3 Evaluation

Classification. We can use FFA and CFFA for the classification of closed-set
problems. We produce positive and negative samples through label encodings in
the image data. For a n-class problem, we take, e.g., the first n pixels for the label
encoding, setting position i “ 0...n with the maximum intensity value according
to the true label for positive samples. For negative samples, we set, e.g., a random
label encoding position with the maximum intensity value in an unsupervised
setting. We investigate different self- and semi-supervised tasks to show the
generalizability of our method. We evaluate the performance on an independent
test set with Accuracy, Area Under the Receiver Operating characteristic (AUC)
and mean Average Precision (mAP).
Pretraining. We can contrastively pretrain in unsupervised, self-supervised and
supervised settings. In the pretraining phase, the focus lies on training solely the
encoder, subsequently freezing it and learning the decoder with the input of the
encoder. This approach ensures the preservation of the encoder’s weights, shield-
ing them from any alteration induced by BP during the subsequent downstream
task. We test pretraining with FFA, CFFA and ResCFFA on three downstream
tasks, Classification, Reconstruction, and Segmentation. For segmentation, we
evaluate the performance on an independent test set with Accuracy and Inter-
section over Union (IoU). Mean Structural Similarity Index (MSSI) and Peak
Signal-to-Noise Ratio (PSNR) are applied to evaluate reconstruction.
Datasets. For baseline comparisons we evaluate on MNIST [8] and MedM-
NIST [33]. To test real-world scalability, we use VinDr-CXR [20], part of the
VinDr. VinDr consists of 100,000 thoracic chest X-ray images and annotations
provided by 17 radiologists. We focus on the binary classification, healthy and
unhealthy, and the segmentation of Cardiomegaly.

4 Results

Classification. Prior experiments show that the optimised threshold value of θ
is correlated with the test performance. We tested this correlation hypothesis and

http://yann.lecun.com/exdb/mnist/
https://medmnist.com/
https://medmnist.com/
https://vindr.ai/datasets/cxr
https://vindr.ai/datasets
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Table 1: Ablation study for SaFF-Net self-configuration on MNIST and MedM-
NIST (Supervised). The FFA Baseline consists of 4 layers with 1000 neurons
each. One-shot means the network is trained on one single-batch. Networks are
trained max. 10 epochs with 1,000 layer iterations. The optimised number of pa-
rameters for SaFF-Net is given in the last row. number of function evaluations
(NFE) - Forward and Backward passes ˆ1e3, ES - Early Stopping

MNIST MedMNIST Pneumonia

FFA (One-shot) FFA FFA (One-shot) FFA
ACCÒ AUCÒ NFEÓ ACCÒ AUCÒ NFEÓ ACCÒ AUCÒ NFEÓ ACCÒ AUCÒ NFEÓ

Baseline 0.24 0.83 8.0 0.95 0.99 80.0 0.84 0.84 8.0 0.87 0.90 80.0

ES Iterations 0.93 0.99 7.3 0.11 0.55 9.3 0.87 0.91 1.5 0.83 0.89 2.0
ES Layers 0.24 0.83 8.0 0.96 1.00 60.0 0.84 0.85 8.0 0.87 0.90 60.0
ES Epoch - - - 0.95 1.00 80.0 - - - 0.84 0.89 56.0

Pruning (0.4) 0.22 0.82 8.0 0.85 0.99 80.0 0.85 0.84 8.0 0.82 0.83 80.0
w/ Retraining 0.22 0.82 8.8 0.85 0.99 80.8 0.85 0.84 8.8 0.81 0.83 80.8

Warm-Up 0.01 0.42 32.0 0.64 0.93 104.0 0.80 0.86 32.0 0.83 0.91 80.0
Train. Thresh. 0.84 0.97 8.0 0.97 1.00 80.0 0.83 0.72 8.0 0.89 0.94 80.0
Peer-Norm 0.23 0.83 8.0 0.95 1.00 80.0 0.83 0.86 8.0 0.85 0.89 80.0

SaFF-Net 0.97 1.00 29.9 0.97 1.00 29.9 0.87 0.91 15.8 0.87 0.91 15.7

#Par. 1,144,004 893,503 3,788,004 2,787,003

rejected the null hypotheses for all three metrics (p-values for Accuracy: 0.061,
AUC: 0.051, mAP: 0.065). This significance only exists for threshold θ of the first
layer if the first two layers were trained. This enables us to use θ for selecting the
number of neurons per layer during warm-up. For evaluating the influence of all
possible components in our framework, we studied ablations for FFA 1 and CFFA
(Suppl. Material, Tab. 4), for MNIST and an exemplary MedMNIST dataset.
Our largest FFA model configuration consists of 3, 788, 004 parameters which is
only necessary for one-shot learning. Based on the ablation study the components
with the highest impact are Early Stopping for layer iterations and the trainable
threshold parameter in FFA models, especially, for epoch-wise learning. For one-
shot learning, the trainable parameter had less influence on the performance.
For CFFA models, Early Stopping for layer iterations was less conducive, on the
contrary, the trainable threshold parameter increased the performance.

All CFFA models have the same size of 194, 432 parameters similar to the
ResCFFA model with 148, 933 parameters. The ResCFFA is built of 5 2D-CFFA
(64-channel) layers with one residual connection between the first hidden layer
and the fourth. We test against three benchmark models an MLP with 2, 797, 010
(increases for multi-channel input) parameters (3 hidden layers à 1000 neurons
plus 1 fully connected output layer), a CNN with 1, 554, 954 parameters (4 hidden
layers with [64,128,256,512] features plus 1 fully connected output layer; it per-
formed worse with same configuration as CFFA) and ResNet18 with 11, 183, 694
parameters. We present an extensive table comparing networks with and with-
out BP in Suppl. Material, Tab. 5. The comparison between FFA and MLP
models highlights that we can achieve in the mean for the MedMNIST dataset
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Table 2: Classification performance for Semi-supervised (SemiSL), self-
supervised (SSL), and average from established methods for fully supervised
(SL). SaFF-Net with FFA is used for 1D (flatten) input data and CFFA is used
for 2D/3D input data.

MedMNIST VinDr-CXR

MNIST Pneumonia OCT OrganA Synapse3D Binary
#par. ACC AUC ACC AUC ACC AUC ACC AUC ACC AUC ACC AUC

SL [6,35,32] I 89.75 95.9 84.27 91.27 68.93 77.63 78.67 91.27 61.07 58.53 - -

Se
m

iS
L C-Mixer[35] 6m - - 56.6 79.9 72.8 69.9 - - - - - -

FFA (OS)(Ours) 2.8m 91.0 99.0 51.0 52.6 19.2 44.2 33.3 72.1 73.0 74.8 75.7 81.5
CFFA (OS)(Ours) 190k 92.5 99.2 86.2 93.1 70.1 89.5 34.9 80.2 63.2 67.2 78.0 80.1

SS
L FFA (Ours) 2.8m 92.9 98.8 62.5 58.7 24.5 51.7 23.0 49.0 27.0 27.6 78.6 81.3

CFFA (Ours) 190k 92.1 91.2 85.7 84.9 44.5 63.7 58.2 79.2 33.7 64.0 99.2 99.6

an improvement by 22 % in accuracy with SaFF-Net. For the 3D MedMNIST
data, the MLP performed slightly better (7%). In comparing CFFA models with
CNNs, our results show an overall performance increase when using CFFA for
MedMNIST (10%), for 3D the CNN performed 37 % better. We compare the re-
sults of our models with comparable SOTA methods and show the performance
for semi-supervised learning (10% labelled) and self-supervised pretraining for
SaFF-Net in Tab. 2.
Pretraining. We contrastively pre-train SaFF-Net models exemplary with the
Triplet Margin Loss [2]. We investigated the different classification, reconstruc-
tion, and segmentation heads for three datasets, see Tab. 3. For segmentation,
we test on the Cardiomegaly subset of VinDr-CXR.

Table 3: Pretraining SaFF-Net with FFA, CFFA and ResCFFA. ACC - Accuracy,
AUC - Area Under the Receiver Operating characteristic, AP - Mean Average
Precision, SSIM - Mean Structural Similarity Index, PSNR - Peak Signal-to-
Noise Ratio, IoU - Intersection over union.˚ with Triplet Margin Loss

Classification˚ Reconstruction Segmentation

MNIST Pneumonia Blood Pneumonia VinDr-CXR
#Par. ACCÒ AUCÒ ACCÒ AUCÒ SSIMÒ PSNRÒ SSIMÒ PSNRÒ ACCÒ IoUÒ

FFA 2.8m 78.2 87.9 84.9 89.5 48.3 16.7 72.3 16.8 93.2 40.1
CFFA 190k 72.3 86.5 84.0 88.7 48.3 16.7 71.6 17.3 90.1 24.7
ResCFFA 150k 73.4 85.2 84.5 89.2 50.1 17.1 63.8 16.3 91.4 25.8

5 Conclusion

We presented a fast Self-adapting Forward-Forward Network (SaFF-Net) for
medical imaging analysis, mitigating power consumption and resource limita-
tions without reliance on back-propagation for model training and fine-tuning.
SaFF-Net shows remarkable performance with a notable 70% reduction in NFEs
and 35% in parameters.
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Table 4: Ablation Study for CFFA on MNIST and MedMNIST (Supervised). The
CFFA network consists of 4 layers with [32,32,128,128] channels each (194,432
# Params). Unless otherwise noted, networks are trained max. 10 epochs with
10,000 layer iterations for CFFA(One-shot) and 1,000 layer iterations for CFFA.
NFE - Forward and Backward passes ˆ1e3, ES - Early Stopping

MNIST MedMNIST Pneumonia

CFFA (One-shot) CFFA CFFA (One-shot) CFFA

ACC AUC NFE ACC AUC NFE ACC AUC NFE ACC AUC NFE

Baseline 0.94 0.99 80.0 0.86 0.98 80.0 0.86 0.90 80.0 0.85 0.90 80.0

ES Iterations 0.87 0.99 65.2 0.86 0.98 80.0 0.87 0.92 20.0 0.83 0.88 14.1
ES Layers 0.94 0.99 80.0 0.87 0.96 66.0 0.86 0.90 80.0 0.82 0.86 35.0
ES Epoch - - - 0.86 0.98 80.0 - - - 0.85 0.89 80.0

Pruning (0.05) 0.91 0.99 80.0 0.85 0.99 80.0 0.84 0.89 80.0 0.85 0.90 80.0
w/ Retraining 0.93 0.99 80.8 0.85 0.99 80.8 0.76 0.81 80.4 0.85 0.90 80.8

Train. Thresh. 0.92 0.99 80.0 0.89 0.99 80.0 0.87 0.91 80.0 0.87 0.91 80.0
Batch-Norm 0.87 0.98 80.0 0.86 0.98 80.0 0.85 0.89 80.0 0.86 0.89 80.0

SaFF-Net 0.90 0.99 71.8 0.90 0.99 80.0 0.87 0.93 37.9 0.87 0.91 80.8

Train Data

SaFF-Net Framework

Data Keys Self-Configuration

Fixed Parameters Network Training

Intensity Distribution

Modality

Dimensions

Resource Keys

GPU Memory

# Max. Neurons

# Max. Layers

Optimiser

Loss Function

Labels

Learning Rate

Normalisation
Supervision

Self-Supervised

Supervised

Single-Batch

Train Mode

Patching

Resolution

Warm-Up

Pruning

Input Mode

Early-Stopping

Goodness Threshold

Data Augmentation

Inference Mode
Application

Network 

Template

Inference

Test Data

Predictions

Hardware

Layers

Layer Iterations

Epochs

Pruning

Post-

Processing

Calibration

1D        FFA

2D

3D      CFFA

Fig. 3: Self-adapting SaFF-Net framework. Key features of the training data
and the hardware components are used for self-configuration. The fixed param-
eters for the pipeline are given by default or via an experiment file. After self-
configuration, the SaFF-Net selects the best network configuration and starts
training. Inference, postprocessing, calibration and pruning can be enabled.
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Table 5: Supervised Classification (Batchsize 60,000/MAX; Early Stopping, max
100 Epochs, Seed). SaFF-Net with FFA is used for 1D (flatten) input data and
CFFA is used for 2D/3D input data. Bin. CXR - Binary Classification (Car-
diomegaly) on VinDr-CXR, ACC - Accuracy, AUC - Area Under the Receiver
Operating characteristic, AP - Mean Average Precision.
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