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Abstract

Deeper and wider CNNs are known to provide improved
performance for deep learning tasks. However, most such
networks have poor performance gain per parameter in-
crease. In this paper, we investigate whether the gain ob-
served in deeper models is purely due to the addition of
more optimization parameters or whether the physical size
of the network as well plays a role. Further, we present a
novel rescaling strategy for CNNs based on learnable rep-
etition of its parameters. Based on this strategy, we rescale
CNNs without changing their parameter count, and show
that learnable sharing of weights itself can provide signif-
icant boost in the performance of any given model without
changing its parameter count. We show that small base net-
works when rescaled, can provide performance comparable
to deeper networks with significantly reduced model size.

Our repetition strategy scales well for large datasets
(e.g., ImageNet). Moreover, it tends to learn important fea-
tures that help the model to generalize well across tasks. For
example, backbone network of a RepeatNet model scaled
on the task of image classification is shown to work well
as an encoder for the task of segmentation. The relevance
of learnable repetitions weight sharing is further high-
lighted through the example of group-equivariant CNNs.
We show that the significant improvements obtained with
group-equivariant CNNs over the regular CNNs on classi-
fication problems could only partly due to the added equiv-
ariance property, and part of it comes from the learnable
repetition of network weights. For Rot-MNIST dataset, we
show that up to 40% of the relative gain reported by state-
of-the-art methods for rotation equivariance could actually
be due to just the learnt repetition of weights.

1. Introduction

One of the major reasons for the popularity of deep
learning-based models is their ability to easily adapt to dif-
ferent problems, ranging from simple input to output map-
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ping to those involving extremely complex underlying dis-
tributions. A recent popular strategy to improve such mod-
els is to employ a base model and scale it in size, thereby
improving its discriminative power. Due to largely in-
creased number of parameters, such approaches have been
able to achieve state-of-the-art (SOTA) performance on
popular benchmark datasets such as CIFAR10/100 [13] and
ImageNet [5].

A common way to scale up CNNs is to make its lay-
ers wider or the network itself deeper. For example, VGG
[22] increases the model depth through stacking multiple
layers together. However, vanishing gradients [8] harm the
performance of such stacked models due to which going
deeper beyond a certain limit produces adverse affects on
performance. Residual Networks (ResNets) [10] overcome
the outlined issue through adding residual connections for
better gradient flow, thus enabling the construction of even
deeper models. Wide ResNets [28] take the orthogonal di-
rection of making the layers wider through scaling the num-
ber of channels in each convolutional layer by a variable pa-
rameter. This approach brings in significant boost in the per-
formance of the models. Most current SOTA models in the
field of computer vision now use compound scaling which
involves uniformly scaling up the width, depth and resolu-
tion of the models [24].

It is evident from the developments outlined above that
the deeper and wider models exhibit stronger discriminative
power and can better extract the rich feature representations
contained in images. Thus it is of major interest to iden-
tify whether such gains are actually due to the increased
optimization parameters or whether part of it is due to the
physical size of the scaled model. The answer being lat-
ter would imply that if we can design a mechanism to up-
scale the model, we might be able to improve its perfor-
mance to some extent even without the need of increased
optimization parameters. In this paper, we investigate the
importance of network scaling at fixed parameter count.
To this end, we first demonstrate that a well-drafted scal-
ing policy of an existing architecture can already improve
its performance for the same number of optimization pa-
rameters. Referred henceforth as ‘RepeatNet’, our scaling
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strategy is based on the principle that transformed version
of the learned weights from one part of the network, when
used again in another part, results in scaled-up architectures
that improve the model performance. For example, a VGG4
model trained for CIFAR-100 dataset, when scaled up using
the simplest linear variant of RepeatNet to match the physi-
cal size of VGG11, shows a massive absolute improvement
of approximately 19%.

We explore two ways of scaling the network architec-
ture: depth scaling and width scaling by repeating different
projections of same set of filters. While the linear projec-
tions can be used to effectively scale the depth of an exist-
ing network, it is degenerate for width scaling (later dis-
cussed in Section 3.3). For more efficient and universal
scaling of the existing CNN models, we further propose two
nonlinear scaling strategies (s-RepeatNet and f -RepeatNet)
that overcome the limitations of the linear scaling. Our s-
RepeatNet approach draws inspiration from the way nonlin-
ear activation functions improve the representation capabil-
ity of the networks. It adapts the popular swish activation
function [20] to create transformed variants of the learned
weights that can be effectively deployed in other parts of
the network. The f -RepeatNet variant learns sign flipping
of the repeated weights, with optimization objective similar
to BiRealNet [17] to increase the representation capability
of the scaled models.

The efficacy of RepeatNet is demonstrated on several
popular CNN architectures and benchmark datasets. We
show that RepeatNet provides significant boost in perfor-
mance with negligible increase of network parameters com-
pared to the respective base models. Another important as-
pect of deep learning models is their transferability across
different tasks. In this regard, we also train scaled-up CNN
architectures on ImageNet dataset [5] for the task of classi-
fication, and show that the trained backbone performs well
for the downstream tasks. We show that pre-trained scaled
up versions of ResNet-18 model when used as an encoder
for the segmentation model, achieves an increase of more
than 5% in the mIOU metric on PASCAL-VOC dataset [6].

We further demonstrate using a popular example from
the field of deep learning (rotation-equivariant CNN or RE-
CNN [26]) that ignoring the impact of repetition of weights
can lead to erroneous conclusions when comparing different
models. While several variants exists, we focus on the RE-
CNN model presented in [26]. Their strategy uses steerable
filters [3] that compute orientation dependent responses for
multiple orientations efficiently through sharing of weights
[27, 26]. It is very common to compare the performance
of RE-CNNs and other similar models with regular CNNs
for the same number of optimization parameters. However,
since RE-CNNs employ weight sharing, the realized param-
eter set and eventually the FLOPs are higher during infer-
ence time when compared with an equivalent CNN model.

This raises the question whether the gain in performance ob-
served with RE-CNN on datasets such as Rot-MNIST [14]
is purely due to the induced property of rotation equivari-
ance of the model, or whether part of it is due to repetition
of weights. We address this concern later in the paper.

To summarize, the contributions of this paper can be out-
lined as follows.

• We demonstrate through numerical experiments that
the gain observed in model performance due to the
use of increased number of optimization weights could
partly be accounted to scaling up of the physical size
of the network itself.

• For efficient sharing of weights across the network,
we present RepeatNet, a learnable filter transforma-
tion strategy that can be used to effectively scale
CNNs along the width and depth dimensions. For in-
creased flexibility of representations in weight sharing,
we present two nonlinear transformation strategies (s-
RepeatNet and f -RepeatNet).

• We demonstrate through experiments on popular
CNN architectures and datasets (including ImageNet)
that RepeatNet-scaled architectures achieve significant
boost in performance. Moreover, we demonstrate
that features obtained from RepeatNet generalize well
across tasks - the backbone of a RepeatNet architec-
ture designed for classification can also be used for
segmentation tasks.

• Understanding the influence of weight sharing in a net-
work is important, and we demonstrate through a pop-
ular example that ignoring the impact of network scal-
ing can lead to erroneous conclusions in deep learning
studies.

2. Related Works
Scaling the network is one among the most popular ways

to improve the performance of CNN models. Several pre-
vious works have addressed this aspect in the past. For
example, VGG architectures [22] are scaled by increasing
the depth of the architecture. Another class of architectures
is WideResNet [28] that are scaled by making the network
wider. Recent works have shown that a more efficient strat-
egy to scale up a network is to grow along depth as well as
its width. Referred as EfficientNets [24], such models use a
mix of depth, width and resolution scaling, and are shown
to have a much better performance per parameter ratio in
comparison to ResNets.

The interplay of parameter and model physical size in
model’s performance is also visible in the field of pruning.
For deep learning models, several works have shown that
most often the networks are overparameterized, and it is
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possible to achieve similar performance with reduced num-
ber of parameters [16, 7, 25, 15, 4]. A sub-class of pruning,
referred as unstructured pruning reduces the number of pa-
rameters required to define an architecture, but it still pre-
serves the model size [23, 9, 19, 18]. Unstructured pruning
strategies have been shown to work well, which also indi-
cates that beyond the number of parameters, the physical
size of the model as well plays role in controlling its per-
formance. However, a clear understanding on this aspect is
still missing. Nevertheless, such approaches do not harness
the improvements brought in through repetition of the pa-
rameters. These approaches are orthogonal to our repetition
strategy, and we believe that these could be combined with
our repetition approach presented in this paper.

Scaling up a network through weight sharing is another
popular approach that is frequently adopted. ShaResNet
shares the weights of convolutional layers between residual
blocks in ResNets operating at the same spatial scale [1].
Similarly, DACNNs share the same kernel weights across
layers using additional 1 × 1 convolutional layers, thereby
reducing the overall model parameters [11]. While these
works present the general concept of weight sharing, they
either don’t consider the correlation between shared param-
eters, require additional layers to counter it or are limited
to sharing at same spatial scales. Weight sharing is also
observed in several variants of group-equivariant networks
[3, 27]. While these networks focus on making network
architectures robust against certain transformations, an im-
plicit network scaling occurs due to multiple filters blocks
used to account for several orientations. The methods gen-
erally ignore the affect of network scaling, and we show in
this paper that part of their improvement could solely be due
to network scaling.

3. Methodology
In this section, we first present the core principles of the

trainable filter repetitions. We then explain the procedure to
scale any neural network based on this principle.

3.1. Filter Repetition

In simple terms, our filter repetition approach involves
taking a parent filter set from a particular convolutional
layer and transforming it to different child sets through mul-
tiple repetitions across the input and output channel dimen-
sions. Same child filter used at different parts of the network
can have adverse effects on the performance, especially be-
cause of the varying receptive field at different depths. To
circumvent this issue and improve the learning capability
of the model, each child filter set can be passed through a
learnable transformation function.

Let F ∈ Rk×k×m×n denote a filter block, compris-
ing a set of convolutional filters of size k × k, where m
and n correspond to the number of input and output chan-

nels, respectively. We define filter repetition as the mapping

Fp
ψβ(·)−−−→ Fc, where Fp and Fc denote the parent and child

filter blocks, respectively, and ψβ(·) is a learnable nonlin-
ear transformation function. In this setting, the weights in
the parent block are trainable and learnt during the training
process. The weights of the child block Fc depend on Fp
as well as an additional parameter set β. Note that β is
generally a very small set of parameters or a set of boolean
variables, and the added memory burden is negligible. For
example, for one of the configurations proposed in this pa-
per, length of this parameter set is 2 for every mapping.

Fig. 1 provides a schematic representation of how these
repetitions are performed. Here, the trainable filter block
Fp ∈ Rk×k×m×n is mapped to another larger block of di-
mensions k × k × m̃× ñ. We propose to define network
architectures such that m̃ and ñ are integer multiples of
m and n, respectively. We define these multiplicities as
γ1 = m̃

m and γ2 = ñ
n , thereby implying γ1 × γ2 repeti-

tions in Fig. 1. Let Fc,i denote the ith child filter block to
be mapped with one of the repetitions. In simple terms, the
goal is then to fill the entire set of weights in Fc,i using a
dedicated parameter set βi and the parent set Fp.

Since the diversity across a set of child blocks obtained
from a single parent depends heavily on the respective β
set, the choice of this mapping function needs to be made
cautiously. We show later in this paper that with a proper
choice of ψβ, a large network (e.g., VGG11) can be ex-
pressed using only a very small fraction of its parameters at
the expense of limited drop in performance of the model.

3.2. Network Scaling

Repetition of weights can be used to scale the existing
CNN networks in two different ways: width scaling and
depth scaling. Details related to these are provided below.

Width scaling. This scaling strategy involves increasing
the number of filters through performing repetitions within
the same convolutional layer. This is equivalent to having a
smaller parent filter set, repeating it multiple times and con-
catenating all the repetitions to form the filters for a certain
convolutional layer. This effectively allows a smaller con-
volutional layer to take in a larger number of input channels
and return a larger number of output channels at the same
time. Networks scaled this way are wider than their original
counterparts with almost the same number of parameters.

Depth scaling. In this strategy, repetitions are performed
across different convolutional layers of the network. An
entire convolutional layer constitutes the parent set and it
is repeated to generated child sets where each child filter
set itself forms a different convolutional layer of the net-
work. Parent filter set is itself a convolutional layer which
is repeated accordingly to form multiple child set, each of
which is then used as a convolutional layer of the network.
Networks scaled through this strategy are much deeper than
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of our RepeatNet strategy showing the generation of child filter sets (right) from the
parent filter sets (left).

their original counterparts with almost the same number of
parameters which effectively increases the receptive field of
the network.

3.3. Learnable Filter Transformation

Linear projections. A simple yet effective way of scal-
ing the existing networks is to directly use the parents fil-
ters at multiple child locations, thereby setting Fc,i = Fp.
However, the scope of this strategy is limited to depth scal-
ing, and it cannot be used to make networks wider.

In general, expressing an entire filter block Fc with an-
other parent block Fp is expected to limit the representa-
tion capability of the resultant weights. However, due to
the nonlinear activations applied on the feature output at
very hidden layer, the linear projects are expected to help
in depth scaling of the network to some extent. We show
later through experiments that for some cases, even the lin-
ear scaling boosts model performance significantly.

However, linear scaling cannot be used to effectively
make networks wider. Repeating the weights within the
same filter block is equivalent to concatenating the output
feature map with its exact copies, thereby adding no useful
information.

Nonlinear filter transformation. To overcome the lim-
itation of linear repetition, we employ learnable transfor-
mations functions that remove the correlation between the
filter sets and increase the diversity across the filter sets ob-
tained from repetition. We propose two different ways to
build learnable nonlinear repetitions:
s-RepeatNet. This strategy relies on a nonlinear projec-

tion that differentiates the outputs of two different child fil-
ter sets. The transformation function ψβ(·) is defined as

ψβ(x) =
β1x

1 + eβ2x
, (1)

where β = {β1, β2} is the pair of additional parameters to
be learnt for each repetition. Further, the term x is used to
denote every element of the parent filter set Fp. The above
transformation function is inspired by the swish activation
function [20], with the addition of the extra parameter β1.
Without this parameter, only a very limited set of projec-
tions can be learnt. Adding β1 alleviates this restriction and

adds extra flexibility for the repeated kernels to indepen-
dently scale themselves. The parameter set β is also treated
as the normal trainable parameters of the network similar
to the filters, and these are also updated iteratively through
back-propagation.

As outlined earlier, a total of γ1 × γ2 repetitions of a
parent filter set occur. This would lead to the negligible
addition of only 2× γ1 × γ2 extra training parameters.
f -RepeatNet. This strategy is similar to the linear projec-

tions, but with the addition of a learnable sign-flipping func-
tion. The motivation for using this flip function comes from
the findings presented in [12]. The gist of our approach is
that new child filters can be created from parent weights
through learning to flip signs in different parts of the parent
filter block. This would imply that Fc,i = Bi � Fp, where
Bi ∈ {0, 1}k×k×m×n is the boolean mask matrix used to
create the Fc,i, and � denotes the elementwise multiplica-
tion operation. A value of 1 denotes that the corresponding
weight parameter in Fp needs to be multiplied by −1 when
substituting inFc,i; 0 denotes otherwise. Note that although
the size of this matrix is equal to Fc,i in terms of number
of parameters, it stores only single-bit information which
leads to drastic reduction in model size. To jointly learn
sign-flippings along with the model parameters using gradi-
ent descent methods, we use the optimization paradigm as
proposed in BiRealNet [17].

4. Experiments

In this section, we conduct various sets of numerical ex-
periments to demonstrate the contribution of model’s physi-
cal size in its performance. The first set uses repeated width
scaling to increase model’s width while maintaining the pa-
rameters. The second set shows a similar setup but to assess
the importance of depth in the model. Next, we also study
the transferability of our scaled model architectures on the
downstream task of semantic segmentation. We also show
an example problem from the domain of group equivariant
CNNs [2, 27], where our experiments reveal that the perfor-
mance gains claimed to be obtained from inducing group-
equivariance could partly be due to the repetition of weights
in leading to its scale-up.
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CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 Tiny ImageNet

Method Scale factor Acc. (%) Rel. Cont. (%) Acc. (%) Rel. Cont. (%) Acc. (%) Rel. Cont. (%)

Dense

1× 91.19 - 63.35 - 47.37 -
2× 93.60 - 72.45 - 55.72 -
4× 94.91 - 77.64 - 59.94 -
8× 95.69 - 80.19 - 62.89 -

Linear
2× 91.13 -2.49 63.12 -2.53 47.03 -4.07
4× 91.50 8.33 63.33 -0.14 46.35 -8.11
8× 91.46 6.00 62.65 -4.16 47.03 -2.19

s-RepeatNet
2× 91.70 21.16 63.65 3.30 48.53 13.89
4× 91.72 14.25 65.42 14.49 49.55 17.34
8× 92.13 20.89 66.70 19.89 50.52 20.30

f -RepeatNet
2× 91.08 2.69 65.14 10.09 50.40 36.29
4× 92.67 39.78 70.81 52.20 56.80 75.02
8× 93.18 44.22 75.24 70.61 60.05 81.70

Table 1: Performance scores obtained on the classification task of various datasets using the base ResNet-16 model, the
scaled up versions obtained using RepeatNet as well as the dense counterparts. Dense networks are the full-precision fully
trainable networks with same network architecture as the corresponding RepeatNet model. Here, ‘Rel. Cont.’ denotes the
fraction of improvement that the RepeatNet model obtains over the base model compared to the equivalent dense model.

4.1. Rescaling Network Architectures

We demonstrate the efficacy of RepeatNet for depth
and width scaling on VGG [22] and ResNet [10] mod-
els, respectively on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, Tiny-ImageNet
and ImageNet datasets. All the models are trained using
stochastic gradient descent method with an initial learning
of 0.1, a momentum value of 0.9 and weight decay of 1e-3.
For models trained on CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets,
we use 160 epochs and the learning rate is decayed by a
factor of 0.1 after 80 and 120 epochs. Further, model are
trained on Tiny-ImageNet and ImageNet datasets for 90
epochs and the learning rate is decayed by a factor of 0.1
after every 30 epochs.

Width Scaling. We study the influence of width scal-
ing on two different ResNet models. Using RepeatNet,
we scale the base ResNet models on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-
100, TinyImageNet and ImageNet datasets. Architectures
are made wider through repetitions while ensuring that the
model size is still preserved. Table 1 reports performance
scores for repetitions applied on ResNet-16 model for CI-
FAR and TinyImageNet datasets. We report scores for the
base model (no scaling) as well as the various RepeatNet
strategies discussed earlier. We scale the network by factors
of 2×, 4× and 8×. A general observation is that scaling
the networks and making them wider improves its perfor-
mance. Interestingly, we have observed on the TinyIma-
geNet dataset that around 80% of the performance gain can
be achieved by f -RepeatNet at 8× scaling than what would

Method Scale factor Acc (%) Rel. Cont. (%)

Dense
1× 66.24 -
2× 72.67 -
4× 76.6 -

f -RepeatNet 2× 69.96 57.85
4× 72.41 59.56

Table 2: Performance scores obtained on the task of clas-
sification of Imagenet samples obtained using ResNet-18,
its RepeatNet variants as well as the corresponding dense
scaled-up models. Here, ‘Rel. Cont.’ denotes the relative
contribution of RepeatNet and can be interpreted as the gain
obtained by using RepeatNet normalized by the total gain
observed by the corresponding dense architecture.

have been obtained using the dense counterpart. For other
cases as well, we see significant improvements at 8× scal-
ing. An exception is the linear scaling approach where for
some instances, it is observed that the performance drops
slightly compared to the corresponding base model.

The efficacy of our RepeatNet strategy is better
demonstrated through applicability on the large-scale
ImageNet-1k dataset. Table 2 shows the performance val-
ues for the ResNet-18 architecture obtained on this dataset.
Similar to the previous experiments, we observe that mod-
els made wider using RepeatNet delivered significantly im-
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Method Scale factor mIOU (%) Acc. (%)

1× 59.5 89.4
Dense 2× 64.7 91.0

4× 68.0 91.8

f -RepeatNet 2× 62.1 90.2
4× 64.5 90.7

Table 3: Performance scores for the task of segmentation
on Pascal-VOC dataset obtained using encoders from the
base ResNet-18 models, its scaled up variants obtained with
RepeatNet as well as the corresponding dense counterparts.
Here, the memory requirements of RepeatNet models are
the same as the base model, while those for the dense mod-
els scale by the corresponding ‘Scale factor’ term.

proved performance. The RepeatNet models are able to im-
prove the performance of the base model (1×) by approxi-
mately 60% of what could be achieved by scaling as a dense
model.

Depth Scaling. We analyze here the applicability of Re-
peatNet for depthwise scaling of CNN networks. For depth
scaling, we take VGG1 models of different sizes spanning
from VGG4 to VGG8. Further, depth scaling is performed
using RepeatNet strategy on each of our VGG models such
that their sizes become equivalent to that of VGG11. Per-
formance scores for the VGG models and the respective Re-
peatNet versions are reported in Fig. 2. It is observed that
depth scaling with RepeatNet strategy can significantly im-
prove the model performance on CIFAR10, CIFAR100 and
Tiny-ImageNet datasets. Note that repetitions in smaller
models are more than in bigger models, thus showing higher
relative performance gain in the smaller ones.

4.2. Rescaling Transferability

Due to the lack of enough training samples on a down-
stream task, and the limited computational budget available,
model weights trained on one task are often used as ini-
tialization for some other task. For example, various seg-
mentation models use encoders that are extracted from the
backbone of classification models trained on ImageNet or
other large-scale datasets. We study here whether the ar-
chitectures obtained after scaling with RepeatNet are also
transferable to other downstream tasks. We train ResNet-18
model for the classification task on ImageNet-1k and use the
backbone as an encoder for a segmentation model. Segmen-
tation performance is evaluated on the Pascal-VOC dataset.
We perform 2× and 4× width scaling of the base archi-
tecture and compare with the respective dense counterpart.

1Unlike the standard VGG networks, our models have only one fully-
connected layer at the end.

For all the cases, a common U-Net [21] architecture with a
4 layer decoder is used. We apply 1x1 convolutions as skip
connections between encoder and decoder to map wide ac-
tivations of the encoder to their normal counterparts as input
to the decoder. This allows for a fair comparison as all the
models have exactly similar decoder network.

Table 3 shows the results of segmentation performance
obtained using the base ResNet-18 model as well as the Re-
peatNet variants. To highlight the significance of the perfor-
mance gains obtained with RepeatNet, we also report scores
obtained with the dense architectures for every scaled up ar-
chitecture obtained with RepeatNet. We see that Repeatnet
architectures obtained with 2× and 4× scaling improve the
mean IoU scores of the base model by 2.6% and 5%, re-
spectively. This accounts for 50% and 58.8% of the total
improvements obtained with the corresponding dense ar-
chitectures. However, it is important to note that while the
model size of the RepeatNet architectures is approximately
the same as the base model, it becomes ∼ 4× and ∼ 16×
for the respective 2× and 4× scaled dense architectures.
Clearly, the improvements reported in Table 3 show that the
RepeatNet architectures are transferable across tasks.

For qualitative analysis, we also show in Fig. 3 a few
randomly chosen image samples from Pascal-VOC dataset.
For these samples, we show the ground-truth masks, those
predicted using ResNet-18 model, results of RepeatNet-
scaled variants as well as those with the dense counterparts.
First observation is that the segmentation results improve
for the scaled up networks, be it the RepeatNet models or
the dense ones. Moverover, the results of RepeatNet seem
visually similar to those obtained with the dense networks
at same scale.

Rot-Equivariant CNN s-RepeatNet

Group Acc. (%) Used Acc.(%) Rel. Cont. (%)

- - 7 92.6 -
C4 96.5 3 93.2 15.4
C8 96.8 3 94.4 42.9
C16 96.3 3 93.5 24.3

Table 4: Quantitative assessment of Relative Contribution
(Rel. Cont.) in accuracy observed purely due to learned rep-
etition of weights presented as a percentage of overall gain
observed when using rotation-equivariant CNNs instead of
vanilla CNNs for the task of classification of the rot-MNIST
digits. Note that the RepeatNet models are chosen such
that the inference FLOPs are approximately similar to the
respective RE-CNN model. The model denoted with ‘7’
indicates the vanilla CNN model with number of training
parameters equal to the RE-CNN models and is used as a
baseline to evaluate the performance gains for other mod-
els.
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(a) CIFAR-10 (b) CIFAR-100 (c) Tiny-ImageNet

Figure 2: Performance scores for Base VGG (4-8) and RepeatNet on CIFAR-100 (a), CIFAR-100 (b) and Tiny-ImageNet (c)
for different choices of number of layers. Here, all the RepeatNet models are scaled upto VGG11.

Image Ground Truth

(a)

(b)

(c)

ResNet-18 (x1) ResNet-18 (x2) ResNet-18 (x4) -RepeatNet-18 (x2) -RepeatNet-18 (x4)

Figure 3: Example image samples and the the corresponding ground-truth segmentation masks from Pascal-VOC dataset as
well as the masks predicted using ResNet-18 and its scaled variants obtained with RepeatNet.

4.3. Role in Group-Equivariant Networks

In the experiments above, we have shown that it is possi-
ble to improve the performance of any existing CNN model
through scaling up its architecture using RepeatNet. This
also implies that for deep learning problems where shar-
ing of weights occurs, it is important that network scal-
ing is also taken into consideration while deducing conclu-
sions. In this regard, we consider here an example prob-
lem from the domain of group-equivariant CNNs. We par-
ticularly focus on Rotation-Equivariant Steerable CNN, re-
ferred further as RE-CNN. This approach induces rotation-
equivariance into the CNN architecture through restricting
the choice of weights of the network to be build from the
combination of a certain class of basis functions, e.g., Gaus-
sian radial basis.

We conduct here an experiment with RE-CNN to an-
alyze whether the gain in performance observed on rot-
MNIST dataset is purely due to the inbuilt property of rota-
tion equivariance of the model, or whether part of it is due to
repetition of weights. Note that while we particularly focus
on rotation-equivariant models in this paper, the idea holds
for other transformation groups as well. For RE-CNN, we
use steerable filter CNN 2 implementation as described in
[26] and experiment with rotation groups of 4, 8 and 16.
The choice of model architecture is the same as described
in [26], except that the number of channels in each convo-
lutional layer are reduced by a factor of 2.

2Rotation equivariant CNN is implemented in this
paper using the e2cnn python library available at
https://github.com/QUVA-Lab/e2cnn.
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Performance scores for these models are reported in Ta-
ble 4. Further, we use the baseline vanilla CNN model with
same number of optimization parameters and upscale its
size to create three s-RepeatNet variants that are equiva-
lent to the three RE-CNN models in terms of the inference
FLOPs. Training as well as testing are performed on rot-
MNIST dataset. For the training of all models, we follow
the training strategy as described in [26].

From Table 4, we see that both, RE-CNN as well as
RepeatNet models improve the classification performance
compared to the baseline. Interestingly, with RepeatNet
scaling, up to 42.9% of the gain is already observed than
what is obtained with RE-CNN. Given that weight sharing
already improves the performance, it is implied that part
of the performance gain in RE-CNN could actually be due
to the implicit weight sharing and the resultant scaling in-
volved in its formulation. Clearly, it would be unfair to
make a comparison between RE-CNN and vanilla CNN at
same number of optimization parameters. We argue that any
such comparison should only be performed at fixed number
of FLOPs.

5. Discussion
In this paper, we presented RepeatNet, a novel strategy

to scale CNNs and make them deeper and wider without
adding extra optimization parameters to the model. We
demonstrated through numerical experiments that our strat-
egy of scaling models using learnable nonlinear transforma-
tion functions can significantly improve the performance of
the existing models. The results presented in the study re-
veal that performance gained from scaled networks is only
partly due to the addition of extra parameters, and part of
it comes from the increased physical size of the model it-
self. The relevance of these insights is further supported
from the observations on group-equivariant CNNs, where
we showed that upto 40% of the performance gain credited
to the implicit property of group equivariance in the model,
could actually be due to just weight sharing.

While we have reported massive absolute improvements
with network scaling, the significance of these results can
only be validated based on the error observed in the perfor-
mance across multiple runs. In this regard, we performed
10 runs for several variants of RepeatNet for ResNet-16
model on the Tiny-ImageNet dataset. Table 5 reports the
details of the different runs including mean accuracy score
and the deviation. We observe that the deviations in mean
accuracy scores are very small for the base model (1×)
as well as its RepeatNet variants. The maximum is re-
ported for s-RepeatNet with a standard deviation score of
0.80. However, compared to the difference in accuracy
scores for the base model and the RepeatNet variants, it
is clear that the deviation is small, especially for our s-
RepeatNet and f -RepeatNet models. This demonstrates

Method Scale factor Mean Acc. Std Dev

Dense 1× 46.61 0.37

Linear 4× 47.21 0.27
8× 47.03 0.34

s-RepeatNet 4× 49.48 0.80
8× 51.49 0.50

f -RepeatNet 4× 57.22 0.34
8× 60.14 0.45

Table 5: Mean accuracies (in %) and standard deviation
scores computed over 10 runs for the base ResNet-16 model
and its RepeatNet variants on TinyImageNet dataset.

that the improvements gained by RepeatNet are significant.
In future, it would be of interest to conduct a similar study
on other experiments as well.

Limitations. We have shown that scaling networks
using RepeatNet leads to improved model performance.
However, there are are several limitations as well. First,
there is still some gap in performance scores between Re-
peatNet and the respective dense implementations. We be-
lieve that with more improved nonlinear projection strate-
gies, this gap can be narrowed down further. We further
speculate that a hybrid of depth and width scaling might
work better that both of these individually, however, this
has not been explored, and it could be a future direction to
explore further.
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