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Abstract

With the development of the self-attention mechanism,
the Transformer model has demonstrated its outstanding
performance in the computer vision domain. However, the
massive computation brought from the full attention mecha-
nism became a heavy burden for memory consumption. Se-
quentially, the limitation of memory reduces the possibil-
ity of improving the Transformer model. To remedy this
problem, we propose a novel memory economy attention
mechanism named Couplformer, which decouples the atten-
tion map into two sub-matrices and generates the alignment
scores from spatial information. A series of different scale
image classification tasks are applied to evaluate the effec-
tiveness of our model. The result of experiments shows that
on the ImageNet-1k classification task, the Couplformer can
significantly decrease 28% memory consumption compared
with regular Transformer while accessing sufficient accu-
racy requirements and outperforming 0.92% on Top-1 ac-
curacy while occupying the same memory footprint. As a
result, the Couplformer can serve as an efficient backbone
in visual tasks, and provide a novel perspective on the at-
tention mechanism for researchers.

1. Introduction

In recent years, attention mechanism is generating con-
siderable interest in the domain of deep learning. The main
breakthroughs of attention modules were first appeared in
Natural Language Processing (NLP) [29,34,41,49,51], and
then also in computer vision domain. [13, 15, 25, 31, 53].
These achievements have demonstrated that the attention
module provided a different approach than CNN models to
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Figure 1. The proposed Couplformer achieves memory economy
in the visual task. When the patch size is unvaried, the memory
consumption increases with the growth of the image size. Com-
pared with the original Transformer, efficient Transformer models
present a lower memory consumption to a relative degree. Our
Couplformer keeps the most economy memory increment with the
minimum training parameters. (the scatter area means the number
of training parameters).

handle the task and demonstrated a promising performance.
Generally speaking, the attention module tends to ex-

ert a learnable weight on features to distinguish importance
from various perspectives. As a particular form of atten-
tion, self-attention is applied as the core mechanism of the
neural network, named Transformer. Initially, the Trans-
former [41] was first proposed to overcome the challenge of
long-range dependency in large machine translation tasks.
Following the success in the NLP domain, the Vision Trans-
former [13] also demonstrates its powerful ability in han-
dling the large-scale vision dataset. The essential advantage
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of self-attention is that it focuses on the relative importance
of own content rather than weighting across multiple con-
tents as a general attention mechanism. Nowadays, Trans-
former and attention-based models have become ubiquitous
in the modern machine learning area.

Unfortunately, there are a few drawbacks of the Trans-
former model. Coming with outstanding performance, it
also exposed the severe demand for computation and mem-
ory. Because the full self-attention is the quadratic depen-
dency on the sequence length, the time and space complex-
ity extend considerably [2, 7,29, 44,51]. Several challenges
result from this problem. First of all, compared with the
ConvNets, the larger memory consumption of Transformer
restricts the processing of large-scale datasets. It hinders
the Transformer from performing its unique transferabil-
ity from large-scale datasets to smaller-scale datasets. Sec-
ondly, regarding the Vision Transformer, it requires leverag-
ing the patch embeddings to encode the small region of the
image into a single input token [13]. Due to the limitation
of memory consumption, the selection of patch size tends to
be larger in order to reduce the length of the token sequence.
However, patch representation is a critical component to the
performance of the Transformer [39]. Moreover, with the
growth of the image size, the problem of memory limita-
tion will be much more conspicuous. In a word, memory
consumption inhibits the Transformer model scalability in
quite a lot of settings.

In this paper, we introduce a novel method, Couplformer,
which involves the coupling attention mechanism to allevi-
ate the memory limitation in Vision Transformers. From the
Fig. 1, Couplformer merely requires 31.6% memory con-
sumption of original Vision Transformer(ViT). Although
other efficient Transformers [2,7,29,44] employs partial at-
tention scores to replace the full attention matrix to break
the memory limitation, the expression ability of the model
decreases due to the low-rank bottleneck [3]. But in our
method, the coupling attention mechanism not only reduces
the memory consumption but also keeps the same rank as
the full-attention matrix. To evaluate our method, we elabo-
rate a framework for image classification based on Compact
Convolutional Transformer [19]. And the experiment re-
sults show Couplformer could be applied to different scales
of datasets and obtain competitive performance by training
from scratch.

The main contributions of this paper include:

1. We introduced coupling attention mechanism which
decoupled the self-attention map into two sub-
matrices. And we design a novel way to construct the
sub-matrix by calculating the alignment score between
the vectors along the height and width axis rather than
the channel axis.

2. We proposed our model, named Couplformer, which

efficiently calculates the alignment scores from spa-
tial information by leveraging the vectorization trick.
The time and space complexity of our approach is re-
duced to O(kn). Especially, our Couplformer model
conspicuous decreases the memory consumption and
alleviates the crisis of limited computation resources.

3. To evaluate our model, we conduct different scales
of image classification tasks using Couplformer with-
out bells and whistles. According to the experiments,
our model achieves competitive accuracy on different
datasets with relatively low memory consumption.

2. Related Work
The self-attention attracts considerable interest due to

its versatile applications. For CNN-based models, self-
attention mechanism has been used in many modules, such
as extra re-weighting modules for channels [23, 24, 42],
jointly spatial and channel attention module [5, 16, 45], or
remold convolution operation with self-attention [1, 10, 35,
52].

Another line of works arrange self-attention to be a com-
ponent in a pipeline for downstream tasks, such as augmen-
tation of feature maps for classification [1], object detection
[4, 22, 53], and segmentation [43]. However, it is difficult
to directly apply the self-attention mechanism to pixel-wise
data. [32] restricted self-attention convolution within local
neighborhoods for query pixels, and [21,43] restricted com-
putation along individual axes. The work [6] reduced image
resolution and color space before Transformer, and [13] di-
rectly applied Transformer on image sequence patches.

2.1. Vision Transformer

Before Dosoviskiy et al. [13] proposed the Vision Trans-
former, CNNs dominated the area of visual recognition. De-
pending on the weight sharing, scale separation, and shift
equivariant, CNNs possess the powerful and efficient abil-
ity to extract the feature from the image [17]. Although the
Transformer network didn’t present the strong equivariance
representation as CNNs, its unique structure endows its per-
mutation equivariance to obtain inductive bias [14].

In detail, the standard Visual Transformer’s structure in-
cludes the following parts: Token Embedding, Positional
Embedding, Transformer Encoder, and Classification Head
[28]. With the exploration of the Transformer network, var-
ious Transformer-based models were proposed to solve the
vision tasks efficiently. Touvron et al. [40] proposed the
DeiT, which uses distillation learning to overcome the draw-
back of ViT that it could only present the outstanding per-
formance in large-scale datasets. CPVT [9] model applied
the different position embedding methods to improve the
efficiency and flexibility of the ViT model. According to
the CvT [46] and CeiT [50] model, they try to hybridize the



Transformer and CNN network to derive desirable proper-
ties from each one. Liu et al. [31] proposed the Swin Trans-
former, which adopts a series of approaches in terms of vi-
sual tasks, such as patch partition, linear embedding, pyra-
mid structure, and window-based MSA.

2.2. Efficient Transformers

Depending on the self-attention mechanism, the Trans-
former model has already become prevalent in many fields.
As described above, the standard self-attention operation
relies on dot-production multiplication. Sequentially, this
leads to the problem that self-attention is the quadratic time
and memory complexity [38]. Moreover, when the input
sequence length grows, the poorly scales become the bot-
tleneck in Transformer. The reason is that the dot prod-
uct between the feature matrix Q and matrix K generates
a massive matrix to present the token-token interaction. In
such a situation, it is unavoidable to exist exhaustive and
redundant computation in the standard self-attention opera-
tion.

In order to address this problem, the researchers pro-
posed several novel Transformer architectures to improve
the original self-attention mechanism. Because all of them
attempt to reduce the computational costs to let the model
to perform efficiently, these models are named ”efficient
Transformers” [38]. The complexity of efficient Transform-
ers are listed in Tab. 1. These approaches could be divided
into three categories.

The first solution is to sparsify the self-attention lay-
ers. According to the sparse attention, the attention map
can only be computed by limited pairs in a particular pre-
defined manner. For example, By limiting and fixing the
field of view, [33] and [32] employed the fixed block local
attention patterns to constrain the pair for the score. Sim-
ilarly, [7] and [2] leverage fixed strided attention patterns
to achieve the cost reduction. Kitaev et al. [29] proposed
a learnable approach by using hash-based similarity to re-
place the token-to-token interaction. Moreover, Zaheer et
al. [51] proposed their sparsity pattern, which is a universal
approximation and Turing completeness.

Model Complexity

ViT [13] O(n2)
Reformer [29] O(nlog(n))

Longformer [2] O(n(k +m))
Linformer [44] O(kn)
Performer [8] O(kn)
Big Bird [51] O(kn)

Synthesizer [37] O(n2)
Sparse Transformer [7] O(n

√
n)

Transformer-XL [11] O(n2)
Compression Transformer [34] O(n2)

Ours O(kn)

Table 1. Complexity of Efficient Transformer. n denotes the se-
quence length, k and m denote the arbitrary integer.

Secondly, depending on the low rank prior, employing
the kernel-based method to approximate the attention ma-
trix could also reduce the complexity. In terms of ap-
proximation solution, [44], [8] and [27] utilized the kernel
method to avoid explicitly implementing the dot produc-
tion. They attempted to find a relatively low-rank struc-
ture to reduce the memory and computational complex-
ity. Tay et al. [37] proposed the Synthesizer Transformer,
which leverages Multi-Layer Perception(MLP) structure to
approximate the dot-product multiplication of self-attention
mechanism.

Lastly, there are some of the other efficient Transformer
architectures different from the solutions mentioned above.
Depending on the segment-based recurrence, [11] applies
a hidden state to connect adjacent blocks with a recurrent
mechanism [38]. Different from the [11], [34] utilizes a
dual memory system to maintain a fine-grained memory of
past segment activations. As one kind of efficient Trans-
former, our model could be classified into the approxima-
tion solution to reduce the computation complexity and
memory consumption.

3. Couplformer
In this section, a brief review of self-attention mecha-

nism is given firstly, then we describe the main idea of cou-
pling attention and its efficient calculation. Finally, we in-
troduce our elaboration of Couplformer model for image
classification.

3.1. Standard Attention Mechanism

Let L be the length of input tokens sequence, the 2D fea-
ture maps of image are converted to the 1D token sequences
by raster-scanned method, hence L = h∗w while h denotes
the height and w denotes the width of input 2D feature map.
Three linear transformations are applied on the input tokens
to generate the Q,K, V ∈ RL×d respectively. The output
of self-attention module O ∈ RL×d can be calculated as



below:

AM =
Q ·K>√

d
,O = SM(AM) · V (1)

Here SM(·) denotes the softmax operation along the ma-
trix’s rows. AM ∈ RL×L denotes the attention ma-
trix, which has O(L2) space complexity. Intuitively, the
quadratic dependency of the attention matrix leads to high
memory consumption and limits the application of the large
feature maps in the CV scenario.

3.2. Coupling Attention Map

Inspired by the idea of applying decomposition or di-
mension reduction to attention matrix to reduce the com-
plexity of attention mechanism [29, 44, 48], We assume the
attention map AW ∈ Rhw×hw can be approximately de-
coupled into two sub-matrix A ∈ Rh×h and B ∈ Rw×w.

Hypothesis 1

AM ≈ ÂM = A⊗B

Here ⊗ denotes the tensor product operator, which can
be implemented by Kronecker product while A and B are
two matrices, explicitly the Kronecker product of A and B
is defined by:

A⊗ B =

 a0,0B · · · a0,w−1B
...

. . .
...

ah−1,0B · · · ah−1,h−1B

 (2)

The lowercase a∗,∗ denotes the element in the matrix,
and the indexes of matrix elements are all starting from
zero. By the definition in Eq. (2), the element in the cou-
pling attention matrix ÂM can be written as:

amij = a[i//w,j//w] × b[i%w,j%w] (3)

Here amij denotes the element in the coupling attention
matrix ÂM , which represents the alignment score of any
two tokens from Q and K. The subscript of amij denotes
the 1D indexes i and j of given tokens. The regular expan-
sion from 2D feature map to 1D tokens can be written as
follow: {

i = x(i) + y(i) ∗ w
j = x(j) + y(j) ∗ w

(4)

The x(i) and y(i) are the 2D spatial position of the i-th
token. Then we substitute the i and j in Eq. (3) with Eq. (4),
the element of coupling attention matrix can be represented
as:

amij = a[y(i),y(j)] × b[x(i),x(j)] (5)

Based on the hypothesis 1 and Eq. (5), we construct the
sub-matrix A and B from a novel perspective of attention
mechanism. Give two points m and n on the 2D feature
map with spatial position (x(m), y(m)) and (x(n), y(n)), as
the Fig. 2 show, in the standard attention mechanism, the
alignment score amij of point m and n is calculated by the
dot product between the tokens Q

(m)
i and K

(n)
j which are

the vectors among the channel direction. To construct the
sub-matrix A ∈ Rh×h and B ∈ Rw×w, we change the way
of expansing input tensor for dot product, as the Fig. 2b
shows, it is natural to consider a[y(i),y(j)] as the alignment
score between the row vectors along the width axis of point
m and n, while the b[x(i),x(j)] can be seen as the alignment
score between the column vectors. According the Eq. (5),
then we can replace the original alignment score amij with
the product of a[y(i),y(j)] and b[x(i),x(j)]. Thus, the intuition
of Eq. (5) is, under the hypothesis 1, that if two sub-matrix
A ∈ Rh×h and B ∈ Rw×w can approximately couple the
AW ∈ Rhw×hw by tensor product, the original alignment
score of vectors along the channel dimension can convert to
the product of two alignment scores of vectors along the
width and height dimension respectively. Therefore, the
coupling attention mechanism can be regarded as captur-
ing the similarity on the 2D feature map with the spatial
information rather than the channel-wise information. Fur-
thermore, coupling attention mechanism can be efficiently
calculated by the vec operator trick which is described in
detail in the next subsection.

3.3. Efficient Calculation

The calculating procedure of coupling attention mecha-
nism can be simplified to significantly reduce the time and
space complexity of algorithm, the output O in the Eq. (1)
can be obtained without explicitly calculating the ÂM by
vectorization trick.

Lemma 1 The Kronecker product can be used to get a con-
venient representation for some matrix equations:

(A⊗B) · row(X) = row(A ·X ·B>)
Here row(·) denotes the vectorization of the matrix X ,

which stack the rows of a matrix X ∈ Rm×n one under-
neath the other to obtain a single vector row(X) ∈ Rmn.

In the equation 1, the output of original attention mecha-
nism O is the dot product between the softmax of attention
matrix and the V . With the lemma1, the equation 1 can be
written as below:

SM(ÂM) · row(V ) ≈ row(SM(A) · V · SM(B)>) (6)

In Eq. (6) V keep the shape Rc×h×w and is applied the
matrix multiplication with A and B> with shape Rc×w×w



(a) standard attention mechanism (b) Equivalence attention mechanism by Kronecker Product

Figure 2. Left: standard attention mechanism, using the dot product between two vectors along the channel axis to obtain the attention
map. Right: Our attention mechanism, using the product of two alignment scores of vectors along the height and width axis to obtain the
attention map.

and Rc×h×h in succession. Moreover, we empirically split
out the softmax operation on sub-matrix A and B, respec-
tively. In the implementation of algorithm, we maintain the
concept of multi-head structure to keep the same form with
standard Transformer. And we find that the performance of
model is sensitive with the number of heads, more detail
will be discussed in the Sec. 4.

Complexity Analysis To better illustrate the efficiency of
our model, we provide some complexity analysis in this sec-
tion. As described in the Section 3.3, L = h ∗ w. Ac-
cording to the Eq. (6), the computation complexity of the
coupled attention block is O(2hw), which is less than the
O((hw)2) in standard self-attention. In the aspect of the
number of training parameters, our model has 4(hw)d train-
ing parameters, which is the same as standard self-attention.
About the FLOPS(floating-point operation), depending on
the calculation equation introduced in [26], our model is
less 4(hw)2d + (hw)(4 − (hw) − d − 8

√
(hw)) FLOPs

than the standard Visual Transformer in each self-attention
block.

3.4. Model Structure

To adopt the Couplformer for image classification, we
are inspired by [18, 19] and elaborate an architecture based
on the ViT [13]. In this section, we would like to intro-
duce the structures specifically. The total framework of our
model is presented in the Fig. 3.

Patch Embedding In standard Vision Transformer, the
images are reshaped into a sequence of flattened 2D patches
by adopting a trained linear projection [13]. Recently, the
experiment demonstrates that the convolutional stem per-
forms better than the patch stem [18, 19, 47]. Therefore, we
employ the convolutional layer before Transformer blocks.

Position Embedding In a standard Transformer, position
embedding is an essential way regarding encoding spa-
tial information [13]. Following the mainstream of the
Transformer researcher, we also add the learned positional
embedding layer to capture the relative distance between
patches. However, due to the spatial information capture
ability of Couplformer, we infer that the position embed-
ding plays a less important role in Couplformer than stan-
dard Transformer, and the experiment results in Sec. 4 prove



(a) Architecture (b) Couplformer block

Figure 3. Illustrating the Couplformer architecture.

this inference.

Encoder with Coupling Attention The block of the en-
coder consists of two parts: the multi-head attention block
and the feed-forward network. In our architecture, we re-
place the original multi-head attention block with coupling
attention which can capture spatial information in visual
tasks and release the memory consumption. Moreover, the
other components, such as the Layer Normalization (LN)
and Feedforward Network (FFN), are kept the same with
the regular encoder.

Classification Token According to the standard approach
of the Transformer framework, an extra learnable classi-
fication token is added to the sequence. However, in our
model, we want to keep the shape of input feature maps in
the Transformer encoder. Therefore, we apply the sequence
pooling structure [19] to remove the extra classification to-
ken by which the desired sequence length is destroyed. In
this structure, the model could distribute more weight to the
patch, which contains more information relevant to the clas-
sifier.

4. Experiments
In this section, we investigate the model capabilities of

Coulpformer, ConvNets, and other Vision Transformers on
different scales of image classification tasks. Then, consid-
ering the utilization of spatial information in the coupling
attention mechanism, we discuss the necessity of importing
position embedding. Lastly, we evaluate the performance
of Coulpformer when pre-trained on a large-scale dataset.

4.1. Setup

Dataset In order to explore the scalability of Cou-
plformer, four benchmark datasets MNIST [30], CIFAR-
10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet-1k [12] are used for differ-

ent purpose. Among those datasets, MNIST, CIFAR-10,
and CIFAR-100 represent the small-sized datasets, while
ImageNet-1k represents the medium-sized.

Implementation Details In our experiments, all kinds
of efficient Transformer approaches are evaluated on the
same backbone framework [19] and report the best results
we could obtain. We select top-1% accuracy as evalua-
tion metrics. We train our model with a single GeForce
RTX 2080Ti(11GB) for small-sized datasets and use a
server with 8 GeForce RTX 3090(24GB) for training on a
medium-sized dataset.

4.2. Image Classification

For small-sized datasets, models are trained for 200
epochs. The learning rate is 3e-4, weight decay is 3e-2,
and batch size is 128. For ImageNet-1k, we employ the
learning rate of 5e-4, weight decay of 5e-2, batch size of
1024, and train for 50 epochs. All the training employ opti-
mizer AdamW employing cosine decay learning rate sched-
uler with 10 epochs’ linear warmup.

Evaluation in Small Datasets As described in Tab. 2, We
conduct the image classification task in MNIST, CIFAR-
10, and CIFAR100 datasets. We compare Couplformer with
the standard Visual Transformer [13] and several popular
efficient Transformers [8,29,44] on the same backbone [19]
with 2 convolutional layers of 3× 3 filter size. We also list
two ConvNets baseline: ResNet [20] and MobileNet [36]
for comparison.

From the results in Tab. 2, our model notably surpass
the other efficient Transformers with similar complexity on
most tasks. Compared with the backbone, Couplformer typ-
ically achieves the scarcely distinguishable accuracy with
slight declining the memory usage, which is not obviously
in processing the small resolution images. Additionally,



Model CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 MNIST Params MACs
Convolutional Networks

ResNet34 [20] 89.45% 64.67% 99.36% 21.80M 0.09G
ResNet50 [20] 89.30% 61.25% 99.12% 25.56M 0.09G
MobileNet [36] 90.55% 67.12% 99.38% 8.72M 0.03G

Vision Transformer
ViT-Base [13] 76.42% 46.61% 82.66% 85.63M 0.43G

ViT-Lite-7/4 [19] 91.38% 69.74% 99.29% 3.72M 0.24G
Efficient Transformer

Backbone-7/3×2 [19] 93.65% 74.52% 99.26% 3.85M 0.28G
Linformer† [44] 92.45% 70.87% 99.13% 3.96M 0.28G

Performer [8] 91.58% 73.11% 99.29% 3.85M 0.28G
Reformer [29] 90.58% 73.02% 99.11% 3.39M 0.25G
Couplformer-4 90.81% 69.19% 99.12% 0.48M 0.10G
Couplformer-7 93.44% 74.53% 99.14% 3.85M 0.28G

Couplformer-14 92.15% 67.22% - 20.94M 1.38G
Couplformer-14* - 74.61% - 20.94M 1.38G

Table 2. Top-1 validation accuracy comparisons. MACs means the Multiply-Accumulate operations. ViT-Lite-7/4 denote the model
consists of 7 layer Transformer encoders with 4× 4 patches. Backbone-7/3×2 denotes the model consists of 7 layer Transformer encoders
and 2 Convolution layers with 3×3 kernal size. †indicates the Linformer model reduce the sequence length to half. * indicates training
with pre-trained model

Model ImageNet-1k Memory Embed dim/heads Training Epochs
Backbone-14 67.72%(baseline) 16421M(baseline) 256/4 50

66.21%(-1.51%) 12701M(77.34%) 256/256 50
Couplformer-14 66.22%(-1.50%) 11949M(72.76%) 256/128 50

62.22%(-5.50%) 11503M(70.05%) 256/64 50
67.96%(+0.24%) 17141M(104.38%) 384/384 50

Couplformer-14 68.34%(+0.62%) 16259M(99.01%) 384/192 50
68.64%(+0.92%) 15379M(93.65%) 384/96 50

Table 3. ImageNet: Top-1 validation accuracy comparisons under first 50 training epochs. Embed dim means the Embedding dimension.

Couplformer still outperforms the ConvNets without a sig-
nificant increase in MACs. These experiments prove that
our model could keep remarkable outcomes on small-scale
datasets.

Evaluation in ImageNet Datasets Tab. 3 summarizes the
result of the evaluation on ImageNet-1k dataset. The input
images are all resized to 2242. Compared with the back-
bone model, Couplformer reduces 27.24% to 22.66% of
the memory consumption and reaches the same accuracy.
Under the same level of memory consumption, our model
brings up 0.92% gains in Top-1 accuracy compared with
backbone.

Scaling Study of Heads The model complexity is a posi-
tive correlation with the number of heads in the multi-head
structure. From the experiments, we find the result is some-
what counterintuitive that the larger number of heads will

not always improve the performance. Specifically, as pre-
sented in Tab. 4, in the CIFAR100 dataset, the accuracy
achieves the best performance only when the head num-
ber is 32, and the accuracy would fall no matter the num-
ber of heads increased or decreased. Besides, in the Tab. 3,
Couplformer-14 trained on ImageNet-1k gets the highest re-
sults while setting the number of heads to 128/96 in 256/384
embedding dimension. These results illustrate the sensitiv-
ity of the number of heads.

4.3. Ablation Study

Evaluation of Position Embedding We conduct the ab-
lation study about the purpose of position embedding. In
the Visual Transformer structure, adding learned positional
embeddings to inputs has become mainstream. The position
embedding has been proved that it could bring considerable
accuracy improvement. However, in our model, the utiliza-
tion of spatial information to generate the alignment scores



Model number of heads CIFAR-100
128 66.12%(baseline)
64 67.85%(+1.73%)

Couplformer-7 32 73.93%(+7.81%)
16 72.75%(+6.63%)
8 68.20%(+2.08%)

Table 4. The comparison of Top-1 validation accuracy under different numbers of heads in multi-head self-attention.

Model Pos Emb CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100
ViT-12/16 [13] None 66.71%(baseline) 38.22%(baseline)

Learnable 69.82%(+3.11%) 40.57%(+2.35%)
Backbone [19] None 92.79%(baseline) 70.31%(baseline)

Learnable 93.65%(+0.86%) 74.52%(+4.21%)
Couplformer-7 None 94.06%(baseline) 72.74%(baseline)

Learnable 93.14%(-0.92%) 73.98%(+1.24%)

Table 5. The comparison of Top-1 validation accuracy under different modes of position embedding.

Figure 4. The loss value comparison about the pre-train transfer to
CIFAR-100

in coupling the attention mechanism makes the positional
embedding less important. Tab. 5 summarizes of the result
from the investigation on ViT-12/16 [13], Backbone [19],
and Couplformer. As we see, the regular Transformer in
ViT-12/16 and backbone are both benefited from position
embedding to obtain a gap of improvement than the baseline
without embedding position. In contrast, Couplformer ap-
pears unaffected with or without position embedding. This
result proves that our model typically doesn’t rely on posi-
tion embedding. Besides, it also demonstrates that spatial
information is implicitly employed, as we declare in Sec. 3.

4.4. Evaluation of Pre-training Performance

In Fig. 4, we present the performance of our model pre-
trained on ImageNet-1k. With the pre-trained model, both
Couplformer and backbone attain +0.08% and +0.31% on
CIFAR-100 by merely training for 50 epochs. It shows that
our model shared the same ability to obtain excellent re-
sults when pre-trained at a larger-scale and transferred to
a smaller dataset. Moreover, in Tab. 2, the Couplformer-L
obtains a +7.39% accuracy gain with pre-training.

5. Conclusion

In this paper, we presented a novel memory economy
attention mechanism, named Couplformer, which employs
spatial information to couple the attention map to replace
the traditional self-attention module. Through this novel
approach, the shortage of dramatic memory consumption
of Visual Transformer is efficiently mitigated. We demon-
strate that our model achieves sufficient accuracy require-
ments with the minimal occupation of GPU. Moreover, we
apply spatial information to generate the alignment scores
rather than channel-wise as the standard Visual Transformer
model, and the experiments confirm the effectiveness of this
coupling attention mechanism. Our model makes the Trans-
former model more flexible for different scales of defined
settings. In the days of data explosion, our model helps
more researchers who are suffering from limited hardware
resources to train on the various sizes of datasets lightheart-
edly. We believe that our model will bring researchers a
fresh perspective of deep learning architectures.
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