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Abstract—Spiking neural networks (SNNs), known for their
low-power, event-driven computation and intrinsic temporal
dynamics, are emerging as promising solutions for processing
dynamic, asynchronous signals from event-based sensors. Despite
their potential, SNNs face challenges in training and architectural
design, resulting in limited performance in challenging event-
based dense prediction tasks compared to artificial neural net-
works (ANNs). In this work, we develop an efficient spiking
encoder-decoder network (SpikingEDN) for large-scale event-
based semantic segmentation tasks. To enhance the learning
efficiency from dynamic event streams, we harness the adap-
tive threshold which improves network accuracy, sparsity and
robustness in streaming inference. Moreover, we develop a dual-
path Spiking Spatially-Adaptive Modulation module, which is
specifically tailored to enhance the representation of sparse events
and multi-modal inputs, thereby considerably improving network
performance. Our SpikingEDN attains a mean intersection over
union (MIoU) of 72.57% on the DDD17 dataset and 58.32% on
the larger DSEC-Semantic dataset, showing competitive results
to the state-of-the-art ANNs while requiring substantially fewer
computational resources. Our results shed light on the untapped
potential of SNNs in event-based vision applications. The source
code will be made publicly available.

Index Terms—Spiking Neural Network, Semantic Segmenta-
tion, Event-based Vision.

I. INTRODUCTION

DERIVED from biological neurons, spiking neuron mod-
els are characterized by their event-driven nature and in-

herent temporal dynamics. By processing information through
discrete spikes rather than real numbers, particularly when
implemented on neuromorphic chips with high efficiency,
spiking neural networks (SNNs) consume significantly less
energy than traditional artificial neural networks (ANNs)
[1]. These capabilities not only make SNNs highly effective
in safety-critical applications like autonomous driving and
robotic control [2], but also enable them to handle complex
spatio-temporal dynamics in continual learning scenarios [3],
allowing adaptation to new information without retraining
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and offering significant advantages in dynamic environments.
The sparse and asynchronous computation nature also make
SNNs highly suitable for processing dynamic signals from
retina-inspired, event-based sensors [4]–[6]. Event data from
neuromorphic vision sensors like event-based sensors excel
with high temporal resolution and dynamic range, allowing
for precise, low-power capture of rapid motions, ideal for
detailed temporal tasks such as rapid image reconstruction
and deblurring [7]. Unlike traditional ANNs that perform
dense and static computations, SNNs process information
dynamically and sparsely, aligning well with the event-driven
nature of the data. This dynamic processing can potentially
reduce redundancy and improve the system’s ability to handle
dynamic scenarios efficiently. The integration of event-based
sensors with SNNs could potentially yield exceptionally fast
and energy-efficient neuromorphic systems [8]–[14]. These
systems are particularly suited for edge devices where power
resources are limited or in high-speed applications such as
vehicles and drones. Particularly, in the context of event-based
semantic segmentation [15]–[17], this combination facilitates
quick contextual comprehension, a task demanding dense
output from inputs that are both sparse and dynamic, thus
presenting a unique challenge.

Presently, most leading event-based vision research pre-
dominantly uses ANNs, which rely on dense, frame-based
computation [15], [16], [18]–[23]. A significant reason for
this is the complexity of training SNNs using gradient-based
methods compared to ANNs. In SNNs, the membrane potential
of a neuron undergoes continuous evolution and emits a
discrete spike when the potential exceeds a threshold. This
spiking process, being discontinuous, is inherently incompat-
ible with traditional gradient-based backpropagation, which
requires continuous differentiable variables. The surrogate gra-
dient approach addresses this challenge by replacing the non-
differentiable function with continuous, smooth approxima-
tions [24]–[26]. By adopting this approach and implementing
advanced learning algorithms, SNNs have made significant
strides in classification tasks on various benchmark image and
event-based datasets, achieving accuracy levels on par with
ANNs [27]–[31].

However, SNNs have yet to demonstrate competitive capa-
bilities in more complex vision tasks like dense prediction,
where the network architecture poses a significant challenge.
Unlike in simpler classification tasks, the sophisticated struc-
tures common in ANNs, featuring a variety of variations,
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are not easily adaptable to SNNs. Designing architectures
for SNNs is constrained by the complexities associated with
their training and the extended duration required, often re-
sulting in simplistic network designs that deliver subopti-
mal performance [32]–[34]. Additionally, the incompatibil-
ity of advanced deep learning techniques, such as attention
mechanisms or normalization processes [35]–[37], with the
multiplication-free inference (MFI) characteristic of spike-
based computation, limits the integration of these powerful
operations in SNNs. This limitation presents a significant
obstacle in employing SNNs for challenging vision tasks,
particularly when compared to the capabilities of ANNs.

In this study, we develop an efficient spiking encoder-
decoder network (SpikingEDN) for event-based semantic seg-
mentation across two large-scale datasets. To our knowledge,
this marks the first instance where SNNs match the perfor-
mance of sophisticated ANNs in these tasks. Our contributions
are summarized as follows:

• We investigate the role of adaptive threshold in event
encoding, and demonstrate that this inherent mechanism
can improve network sparsity, accuracy and robustness,
particularly in streaming inference.

• To fully exploit the capabilities of SNNs in event-based
semantic segmentation, we design an efficient spiking
encoder-decoder network (i.e., SpikingEDN), which in-
corporates recent advancements in architecture search for
SNNs [38], [39].

• To augment the representation of sparse events and inte-
grate multi-modal inputs with gray-scale images, we in-
troduce an MFI-compatible, dual-path Spiking Spatially-
Adaptive Modulation (SSAM) module.

• Our SpikingEDN achieves a mean intersection over union
(MIoU) of 72.57% on the DDD17 dataset [40], surpassing
directly trained SNNs by 37% and ANNs by 4% in terms
of MIoU. On the high-resolution DSEC dataset [16],
[41], our network attains a 58.32% MIoU, demonstrating
competitive performance with state-of-the-art ANN-based
methods utilizing transfer learning. Additional evalua-
tions on streaming inference, operational numbers, and
potential energy costs confirm the robustness and signifi-
cantly greater power efficiency of our networks compared
to ANNs.

The structure of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II provides essential background information, encompassing
event-based semantic segmentation, the application of SNNs
in dense prediction tasks, and adaptive threshold neurons.
Section III delves into a detailed examination of the spiking
neuron with adaptive threshold, followed by an introduction
of the architecture of our SpikingEDN and the implementation
of the SSAM module. In Section IV, we present extensive
experimental studies conducted on the DDD17 and DSEC-
Semantic datasets. This includes an in-depth study of adaptive
thresholds, ablation studies on architectures, an analysis of
network sparsity, evaluations of random seed variations, and
tests incorporating gray-scale images. Section V concludes the
paper by summarizing our key findings and providing final
thoughts.

II. BACKGROUND

A. Event-based Semantic Segmentation (EbSS)

Event-based cameras, notable for their exceptional temporal
resolution (1us) and dynamic range (120dB) compared to
traditional frame-based cameras, are increasingly favored for
high-speed applications on edge platforms such as vehicles
and drones. The realm of EbSS, while still in its nascent stages
with a limited number of existing studies, is experiencing rapid
growth in interest. EV-SegNet [15] initially set a benchmark
for EbSS on the expansive DDD17 dataset [40]. By adopt-
ing an Xception-based [42] encoder-decoder structure, EV-
SegNet introduced an event data representation that captured
both event histograms and temporal distributions. Subsequent
research, which incorporates transfer learning methodologies
[16], [17], [43], [44], has leveraged insights from high-quality
image datasets. These studies have achieved semantic seg-
mentation on unlabeled event data via unsupervised domain
adaptation, outperforming supervised methods. Nonetheless,
the knowledge distillation and pre-training approaches they
employed added to the computational demands. The study
in [33] marked the first attempt to directly train SNNs for
EbSS using the DDD17 dataset. This research explored SNNs
adapted from established ANN architectures, such as DeepLab
[45] and Fully-Convolutional Networks (FCN) [46]. However,
despite these efforts, their models fell short of the accuracy
achieved by leading ANNs and required an extensive number
of time-steps to inference. A recent work [47] further explored
hybrid SNN-ANN architecture to take advantages of both
domains.

B. SNNs for Dense Prediction

Recent advancements in surrogate gradient methods [29]–
[31], [48]–[52] have been instrumental in elevating SNNs to
high levels of accuracy on benchmark image and event-based
classification datasets, bringing them into close competition
with ANNs.

In the realm of dense prediction tasks, such as event-based
optical flow estimation [32], stereo matching [53], and video
reconstruction [34], SNNs have also been gaining traction.
Despite these efforts, the accuracy of these SNNs, often con-
strained by traditional ANN architectures or simplistic custom-
designed networks, tends to lag behind that of state-of-the-
art ANNs. The importance of effective layer-level dimension
variation is particularly pronounced in dense prediction tasks.
In response to this challenge, recently, a spike-based differ-
entiable hierarchical search method has been proposed [39].
Drawing inspiration from differentiable architecture search
techniques [38], [54], this method shows promising results in
optimizing SNNs for tasks like event-based deep stereo.

C. Adaptive Threshold Neuron

The adaptive threshold concept has traditionally been em-
ployed in recurrent SNNs to facilitate long-term memory,
with its parameter typically set as non-trainable [55], [56].
The study by [32] extended the use of the Adaptive Leaky
Integrate-and-Fire (ALIF) neuron throughout the network for
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event-based optical flow estimation. However, this approach
resulted in performance that was somewhat inferior to that
achieved using standard LIF neurons. Further, [13] demon-
strated that LIF neurons with an extended time constant could
match the performance of ALIF neurons in regression tasks. In
our study, we focus on employing the adaptive threshold solely
in the first layer and investigate its short-term modulation
functionality for event encoding in dense prediction tasks

III. METHODOLOGY

This section begins with an in-depth examination of event
encoding using an adaptive threshold neuron. Subsequently,
we describe the implementation of a hierarchical search
method for developing SpikingEDN. Finally, we elaborate the
the tailored MFI-compatible and dual-path SSAM module.

A. Event Encoding with Adaptive Threshold Neuron
Event-based cameras distinctively capture intensity changes

at each pixel. An event is represented as a tuple (x, y, t, p),
where x and y denote pixel coordinates, t is the event’s
timestamp, and p represents polarity, indicating an increase or
decrease in brightness beyond a set threshold. To preserve the
temporal aspect of these event streams, we utilize a Stacking
Based on Time (SBT) approach [57]. This method groups
events into short temporal windows.

Throughout a specified duration ∆t, events are compiled
into n sequential frames. The value at each pixel in frame i
is determined by summing the polarity of events:

Pi(x, y) =
∑
t∈T

p(x, y, t), (1)

where P is the cumulative pixel value at (x, y), t is the
timestamp, p is the event’s polarity, and T ∈ [ (i−1)∆t

n , i∆t
n ]

represents the time window for event accumulation in each
frame. The network processes these n frames per stack,
treating each as an individual input channel.

Although event-based cameras capture motion effectively,
images provide a more comprehensive texture detail. In cases
where enhanced input is beneficial, we merge images with
event frames, integrating this combined data as an additional
channel. Automotive environments often feature scenarios
where objects moving at various speeds produce event signals
with significant density variations. Traditional ANNs, typically
optimized for constant data rate images, struggle in these
dynamic settings. While adaptive sampling methods that itera-
tively count events to form a frame can be effective, they tend
to introduce extra computational demands. To address these
challenges, we exploit the rich temporal dynamics inherent
to spiking neurons, proposing innovative solutions for these
dynamic scenes.

Drawing inspiration from the adaptive threshold mechanism
[55], we introduce the Adaptive Iterative Leaky-Integrate and
Fire (AiLIF) neuron model, described as follows:

ut,n
i = τut−1,n

i (1− yt−1,n
i ) + It,ni ,

yt = H(ut −At),

At = uth + βat,

at = τaa
t−1 + yt−1.

(2)

In this model, ut,n
i represents the membrane potential of

neuron i in layer n at time t, with τ as the membrane
time constant. y denotes the output spike and I denotes
the input current, defined as It,ni =

∑
j wijy

t,n−1
j where

w is the synaptic weight. A neuron fires a spike (y = 1)
when its membrane potential surpasses a dynamic threshold
At; otherwise, it remains inactive (y = 0). The Heaviside
step function, H , used to determine the firing condition, is
expressed as:

H(ut −At) =

{
0, if ut −At < 0,

1, if ut −At ≥ 0.
(3)

The time-varying threshold at time t is represented by
At, with at being the cumulative threshold increment that
adjusts based on the neuron’s spiking history. The parameter
β serves as a scaling factor, while τa denotes a decay factor
(τa ∈ (0, 1)) of at. This adjustable threshold, At, regulates the
spiking rate, increasing with denser inputs to inhibit neuron
firing, and decreasing otherwise, leading to a self-adaptive
spiking behavior. It is noteworthy that our adaptive threshold
mechanism differs slightly from that in [55], primarily in the
simplification of the decay factor τa and the omission of the
weighting factor for spikes. This approach is more akin to the
one used in [56], but here it is applied to an iterative LIF
neuron with a hard reset mechanism.

According to Eq. 2, in cases of prolonged inactivity, at

approaches zero as t increases indefinitely, setting the lower
bound of At to the base threshold uth. Conversely, in a
scenario of continuous activity, starting with y0 = 1 and
a0 = 0, the expression for at becomes

at =

t∑
i=1

τ i−1
a , (4)

and its upper bound in the long term equals 1/(1− τa). Thus,
the adjustable threshold At varies within the range [uth, uth+
β/(1− τa)].

In our experiments, we set the threshold uth to 0.5, the
membrane time constant τ to 0.2, and treat τa as a trainable
parameter, drawing inspiration from [19], [58]. Although it has
been shown that the application of ALIF neuron throughout the
entire network resulted in less optimal outcomes compared to
the exclusive use of LIF neurons [32], our hypothesis is that
excessive flexibility might have hindered training precision,
as evidenced in our latter study (refer to Section IV-C). To
counteract this, we incorporate the AiLIF neuron only in
the first layer for event encoding, while standard iterative
LIF neurons, with β set to 0 in Eq. (2), are used in the
subsequent layers. For training the SNN, we utilize the spatio-
temporal backpropagation algorithm [25] and Dspike [29] as
the surrogate gradient function.

B. SSAM Modulation

Prior studies have indicated that a straightforward stack
of convolution and normalization operations might dilute
semantic information [59]. This challenge is mitigated by
utilizing pathways with minimal normalization to enrich the
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Fig. 1. Implementation of Spiking Spatially-Adaptive Modulation (SSAM)
module. The SSAM module employs a dual-path SNN following MFI to en-
hance event representation. The augmented input may be original input events,
images, or high-quality RGB images. Key components include: Conv (2D
convolution operation), BN (batch normalization), Spike (spiking activation),
Parallel Conv (multiple parallel dilated convolutions with differing dilation
rates), Concat (concatenation operation), and Element-wise sum (addition
operation performed between feature maps of the upper and lower paths).

network’s information flow [60]. In order to reduce the loss of
semantic information during standard normalization processes,
[59] proposed the SPADE (Spatially-Adaptive (DE) normal-
ization), which effectively preserves semantic details while
transforming input segmentation masks into photorealistic
images. However, the model’s reliance on computationally ex-
pensive multiplication operations poses significant challenges
for implementation on neuromorphic hardware, which prefers
operations that conform to the MFI principle. This limita-
tion underscores the need for a new approach that reduces
computational demands while maintaining performance. To
this end, we develop a dual-path SNN with augmented input
to enhance event representation. A key advantage of SNNs
is their capability for MFI, which reduces computational
demand and simplifies hardware implementation. Adhering to
this feature, we introduce an MFI-compatible SSAM module,
depicted in Fig. 1. Let h be the convolution-extracted feature
map from input events, and a the augmented input, which
could be either original events or images. The mechanism is
defined as:

ĥb,c,y,x =
hb,c,y,x − µc

σc
+ fc,y,x(a), (5)

s = S(ĥ), (6)

where b, c, y, x represent batch index, channel index, and
spatial coordinates respectively; µc and σc are the mean and
standard deviation from batch normalization; fc,y,x(a) is the
learned parameter modifying the event feature by addition at
(c, y, x); S denotes a spiking activation function; and s is the
resulting binary feature map after modulation. The modulation
parameter generation function uses a multi-layer SNN, as
shown in Fig. 1, employing multi-scale dilated convolution for

parallel processing and feature map concatenation. Inspired
by the concept in ASPP [61], which uses different atrous
rates for effective multi-scale information capture, our parallel
convolutions utilize four 3×3 convolutions with dilation rates
of (1,2,3,4). To adhere to the MFI principle, our SSAM module
omits the multiplication operation associated with another
learned parameter. This parameter is generated by a function
utilizing a convolution layer. By exclusively using addition
operations, our model simplifies the computational process
while preserving the overall performance of the system. In
Section IV-D, we compare SSAM with multiplicative SSAM
which closely resembles the original design of SPADE. The
experiment substantiates the efficacy of our approach.

For experiments involving SSAM module, we substitute the
first stem layer of the encoder with it. Detailed architecture of
the SSAM module and its comparative analysis in different
architectural designs are provided by the ablation studies in
Section IV-D.

C. Architecture of SpikingEDN

In line with standard practices for dense prediction tasks,
our approach utilizes a encoder-decoder architecture. Given
the critical role of architectural variation in dense estimation
networks, special attention is paid to optimizing the encoder,
which contains the majority of network parameters and is
essential for feature extraction. To this end, we employ a spike-
based hierarchical search method [39] to refine the encoder at
both cell and layer levels.

As shown in Fig. 2, two initial spiking stem layers (yellow
shades) [39] precede the encoder, serving the purpose of
channel adaptation and early-stage feature extraction. The
spiking stem layer comprises a convolution operation, a batch
normalization (BN) operation, and a spiking neuron treating
the former two operations as its input current. Notably, the BN
operation can be integrated with the convolution during infer-
ence [62], thus adhering to the MFI principle. The searched
encoder has a total of six layers, involving downsampling
and upsampling of the feature map. The cell forms a directed
acyclic graph across three layers, with each layer consisting
of three nodes. The structure of the cell is repeated across
layers, with each layer receiving spike inputs from the previous
two layers. Within each layer, the nodes are spiking neurons
that merge inputs from previous layers, and their outputs are
concatenated to form the output of the layer.

During search, the node operation is formulated as:

yj = f(
∑
i

o(i,j)(yi)). (7)

The output spike of node j, denoted as yj , is determined by
the spiking neuron model f , which encompasses the entire
equation set of Eq. (2). Ij =

∑
i o

(i,j)(yi) represents the
summed inputs from prior nodes or cells, where yi is the
output of a preceding node or cell, and o(i,j) specifies the
operation of the directed edge (i → j), such as Conv-BN
or skip operation. During the search process, each operation
o(i,j) is replaced by a weighted average of potential operations
ō(i,j)(yi):
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Fig. 2. The overall framework of our SpikingEDN. Top left: The encoder comprises six layers, involving downsampling and upsampling of the feature
map. The black arrow denotes information transmission between layers, involving changes in feature map resolution. Two stem layers, represented by yellow
shades, precede the encoder and serve the purpose of channel adaptation and early-stage feature extraction. DS denotes the downsampling rate. Bottom left:
The detailed cell structure. The cell forms a directed acyclic graph across three layers, with each layer consisting of three nodes. Each layer receives spike
inputs from the previous two layers. Within each layer, the nodes merge inputs from previous layers, and their outputs are concatenated to form the output
of the layer. The red arrow represents the layer-to-node operation (5 × 5 conv). Concat denotes concatenation. Middle: The spiking Atrous Spatial Pyramid
Pooling (ASPP) layer extracts multi-scale features from the encoder and feeds them into the decoder. The spiking ASPP includes four layers each with a 1 ×
1 convolution and three dilated 3 × 3 convolutions, followed by BNs and spiking activations. The fifth layer features additional pooling before and upsampling
after these operations. Outputs from all layers are concatenated and fed into the decoder. Right: The decoder comprises a sequence of spiking convolution
and BN layers. Finally, an average upsampling layer is employed to refine boundary information and produce the final predicted semantic segmentation map.

ō(i,j)(yi) =
∑

o∈O(i,j)

exp(α
(i,j)
o )∑

o∈O(i,j) exp(α
(i,j)
o )

o(yi), (8)

where O(i,j) represents the set of candidate operations for edge
(i → j), and α

(i,j)
o is a trainable continuous variable that acts

as the weight for each operation o.
The encoder’s structure is searched within a predetermined

L-layer trellis, where the spatial resolution of each layer can
either be halved, doubled, or remain unchanged from the
preceding layer. This variation is determined by a set of
trainable weighting factors alongside α. After completing the
search process, an optimized architecture is extracted from
the trellis. For upsampling operations within the network,
nearest interpolation is used to maintain a binary feature map.
In ablation study (Section IV-D), we evaluate the encoder’s
efficacy by comparing against the widely used Spiking-ResNet
[28], [30], [63], [64].

At the end of the encoder, we place an Atrous Spatial
Pyramid Pooling (ASPP) layer [61] with spiking activations
to capture multi-scale features, which is composed of several
spiking convolution and BN layers. The first four convolutional
layers consist of one 1 × 1 convolution and three 3 × 3
convolutions with dilation rates of (6, 12, 18), followed by
a BN and spiking activation, respectively. Unlike the first four
layers, the final layer of the spiking ASPP adds a pooling
layer before the 1 × 1 convolution, BN, and spiking activation,
and includes an upsampling operation afterwards. The features
from the five layers of the spiking ASPP will be combined
using a concatenate operation and then fed as input to the
decoder.

The decoder architecture comprises three successive spik-
ing convolution layers and a final upsampling layer. This

layer plays a crucial role in retrieving boundary information
through the learning of low-level features. To achieve smooth
classification boundaries in the final segmentation output,
the last upsampling layer’s output is formulated as floating-
point values. Detailed information on the network structure is
provided in the supplementary materials.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We evaluate our proposed SNN model for EbSS on the
benchmark DDD17 dataset [15], [40] and the recently intro-
duced, high resolution DSEC-Semantic dataset [16], [41]. We
employ the prevalent loss function and evaluation metrics in
semantic segmentation as in [15], [33], [38]. The loss function
is defined as the average per-pixel cross-entropy loss:

L = − 1

N

N∑
i=1

C∑
c=1

yi,c ln(ŷi,c), (9)

where N is the total number of labeled pixels, and C rep-
resents the number of classes. Here, yi,c is the ground truth
binary label of pixel i for class c, and ŷi,c is the predicted
probability by the model. For EbSS, we utilize MIoU as the
primary metric. For a given predicted image ŷ and a ground
truth image y, the MIoU is calculated as:

MIoU(y, ŷ) =
1

C

C∑
c=1

∑N
i=1 δ (yi,c, 1) δ (yi,c, ŷi,c)∑N

i=1 max (1, δ (yi,c, 1) + δ (ŷi,c, 1))
,

(10)
where δ signifies the Kronecker delta function, and yi specifies
the class of pixel i.

This section is organized as follows. We first detail our basic
experimental setup and present the main results obtained by
the proposed SpikingEDN. We then evaluate the effectiveness
of the AiLIF neuron in terms of accuracy, firing rate, and
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streaming inference. Afterward, ablation studies are conducted
to examine the impact of different structures of encoder
and SSAM module on the performance of the proposed
SpikingEDN. Moreover, to underscore SpikingEDN’s suitabil-
ity for low-power computing, we compare its computational
efficiency against other ANNs. We also discuss the outcomes
of random seed experiments, which confirm the stability of
our final architecture, and demonstrate how incorporating
images provides valuable additional information for semantic
segmentation. The detailed architecture search and retraining
procedures are provided in the supplementary materials.

A. Experiment on DDD17
The DDD17 dataset, introduced by [15], was the first event-

based semantic segmentation dataset, derived from the DDD17
driving dataset. It encompasses over 12 hours of recordings
from a DAVIS sensor (346×260 pixels) under various driv-
ing scenarios, including highways and urban settings. The
semantic dataset specifically selects six driving sequences from
DDD17 based on criteria like contrast and exposure in gen-
erated labels. The training set is composed of five sequences,
while the test set includes one sequence. The labels span six
categories: flat (road and pavement), background (construction
and sky), objects, vegetation, humans, and vehicles.

1) Input Representation and Streaming Inference: In prac-
tical scenarios, sensors generate events over various durations
continuously. To leverage the SNNs’ proficiency in learning
from temporal data correlations, we trained the network using
a stream of multiple continuous SBT stacks. These stacks,
together with their successive corresponding labels, formed
the continuous target output stream. The parameters for each
stack were set to ∆t = 50ms, n = 5, and T = 10ms.
We employed four continuous stacks as a singular input,
with the initial stack dedicated to network initialization. The
output target comprised three temporally consecutive labels,
synchronized with the input, enabling the network to generate
a label for each simulation step. The duration of each SBT
input was 50ms, incorporating a 10ms merge window during
training, thus preserving essential temporal information. This
approach allows the SNN to produce one label per step,
considerably reducing training time in comparison to previous
SNN models [33]. Similar strategies have been observed in
other applications, such as event-based optical flow estimation,
where recent SNN research [32], [65] has employed analogous
settings. For evaluation, we utilized the identical input con-
figuration as in training, with an equivalent number of steps
for sequential segmentation. In Section IV-C, we investigate
the real-time performance and resilience of our SpikingEDN
through continuous inference on stacks with varied lengths.

Our AiLIF neuron settings include a β value of 0.07 and an
initial τa of 0.3, confined to the range [0.2, 0.4] during training.
This configuration permits a maximal threshold increment of
approximately 0.1. In the SSAM module, the AiLIF neuron is
applied to the final spiking layer.

2) Architecture Search and Retraining: The encoder’s ar-
chitecture search involved a bifurcated approach, which parti-
tions the training dataset into two segments to facilitate a bi-
level optimization hierarchical search. Within this architecture,

each cell comprises three nodes, offering a choice of three
operations: skip connection, and convolutions of 3 × 3 and
5 × 5 sizes. The defined search space for the layers was
capped at six, with a four-level trellis structure incorporating
downsampling rates of 4, 2, 2, 2. This search process spanned
20 epochs with a batch size of 2. The initial 5 epochs were
dedicated to initializing the supernet weights, which was then
followed by 15 epochs of bi-level optimization. The entire
search required approximately 2 GPU days. The encoder
architecture obtained from this search is depicted in Fig. 2.

For the retraining phase, the model identified through the
search was assigned random initial parameters and underwent
training for 100 epochs, including a channel expansion phase.
This retrained encoder was applied consistently across various
input conditions, including pure event inputs as well as aug-
mented scenarios. In scenarios involving the SSAM module,
both images and identical event stacks with a frame duration
of 50 ms were employed as augmented inputs.

TABLE I
RESULTS ON THE DDD17 DATASET. E DENOTES EVENTS AND F DENOTES
GRAY-SCALE IMAGE FOR INPUT IN TEST INFERENCE. TRANSFER DENOTES
TRAINING WITH TRANSFER LEARNING. PRE-TRAINED DENOTES TRAINING
BASED ON PRE-TRAINED NETWORK. DIRECT DENOTES DIRECT TRAINING.

HYBRID DENOTES SNN AND ANN HYBRID MODEL.

Method Type Training Input Time
steps

Params
(M)

MIoU
(%)

Evdistill ANN Transfer E - 5.81 58.02
ESS ANN Transfer E - 6.69 61.37
CMESS ANN Transfer E - 3.72 58.69
ResNet50+decoder ANN Pre-trained E - >23 59.15
ESS ANN Transfer E+F - 6.69 60.43
CMESS ANN Transfer E+F - 3.72 64.30
Ev-SegNet ANN Direct E - 29.09 54.81
Spiking-DeepLab SNN Direct E 20 4.14 33.7
Spiking-FCN SNN Direct E 20 13.60 34.2
HALSIE Hybrid Direct E+F - 1.82 60.66
Ev-SegNet ANN Direct E+F - 29.09 68.36
Ours SNN Direct E 1 6.74 50.23
Ours SNN Direct E 1 8.50 51.39
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E 1 8.6 53.15
Ours SNN Direct E+F 1 8.50 61.84
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E+F 1 6.41 71.68
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E+F 1 8.62 72.57

3) Results: We benchmarked our SpikingEDN against lead-
ing event-based semantic segmentation approaches, encom-
passing both ANNs and SNNs. The comparison included
directed trained systems like Spiking-Deeplab/FCN [33], Ev-
SegNet [15], HALSIE [47] and also recent transfer learning
approaches including ESS [16], Evdistill [43], CMESS [44]
and contemporary pre-training methods [17]. Focusing on
direct training strategies, our SpikingEDN demonstrates a
substantial improvement in MIoU. Specifically, it shows an
enhancement of nearly 19% for pure event inputs and a
remarkable 38% increase for augmented image inputs, surpass-
ing the previous best SNN, Spiking-FCN. This achievement is
notable as it is accomplished with a comparatively smaller
network and a streamlined inference process requiring only
a single time-step, unlike the 20 time-steps demanded by
both Spiking-Deeplab and Spiking-FCN. For combined inputs,
our SpikingEDN surpasses the current best ANN model, Ev-
SegNet, by 4%, despite that it is three times smaller. While



7

EV-SegNet
(events + frames)Events frame
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Ours (events)
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Fig. 3. Qualitative comparison on the DDD17 dataset. Red boxes in the images highlight areas where our SpikingEDN’s predictions align more closely with
the ground truth labels. Column (a) visualizes event data processed using the SBT method, while column (b) shows corresponding original grayscale images.
Columns (c) and (d) compare the predictions of EV-SegNet and our SpikingEDN using only event data, respectively. Columns (e) and (f) display results from
semantic segmentation using both images and events. The final column (g) contains the ground truth labels. Images from EV-SegNet are taken from their
paper, whereas our results are based on the SSAM module.

ESS achieves the highest accuracy with pure event inputs using
transfer learning, it performs less optimally with combined
inputs, 12% lower than our best result. Even with a similar pa-
rameter count as ESS, SpikingEDN significantly outperforms
it, demonstrating SpikingEDN’s capability to exceed ANN
models in MIoU. HALSIE’s SNN and ANN hybrid approach
achieves a 60.66% mIoU on the DDD17 dataset, trailing our
results by 11.91%. Meanwhile, CMESS, employing a transfer
learning approach, reaches a peak mIoU of 64.30%, still 8.27%
lower than our performance. Note that based on knowledge
distillation and lightweight architectures, both CMESS and
HALSIE have significantly fewer parameters. Similar tech-
niques could also be applied to SNNs to further improve model
efficiency, as demonstrated in a recent work [66]. A qualitative
comparison of semantic segmentation images is shown in
Fig. 3, with red boxes indicating areas where SpikingEDN’s
predictions more closely match the ground truth labels. For
instance, the traffic sign in the top row of Fig. 3 is more ac-
curately recognized by SpikingEDN compared to Ev-SegNet.
Moreover, implementing SSAM module in place of the first
stem layer significantly enhanced network performance for
both event-only and grayscale-augmented inputs, particularly,
improving the accuracy by nearly 2% with event-only inputs.

B. Experiment on DSEC-Semantic

The DSEC-Semantic dataset [16], an extension of the
DSEC dataset [41], features diverse recordings from both
urban and rural settings. It provides labels of 640×440 pixels
resolution across 11 classes, delivering higher quality and
more intricate labeling compared to the DDD17 dataset. Our
approach to partitioning the training and test sets aligns with
the methodology outlined in [16]. In this part, we employed
the same network architecture as on the DDD17 dataset

TABLE II
RESULTS ON THE DSEC DATASET. E DENOTES EVENTS AND F DENOTES

RGB IMAGE FOR INPUT IN TEST INFERENCE. TRANSFER DENOTES
TRAINING WITH TRANSFER LEARNING. PRE-TRAINED DENOTES TRAINING
BASED ON PRE-TRAINED NETWORK. DIRECT DENOTES DIRECT TRAINING.

HYBRID DENOTES SNN AND ANN HYBRID MODEL.

Method Type Training Input Time
steps

Params
(M)

MIoU
(%)

ESS ANN Transfer E - 6.69 51.57
CMESS ANN Transfer E - 3.72 57.49
ResNet50+decoder ANN Pre-trained E - >23 59.16
ESS ANN Transfer E+F - 6.69 53.29
CMESS ANN Transfer E+F - 3.72 59.53
Ev-SegNet ANN Direct E - 29.09 51.76
HALSIE Hybrid Direct E+F - 1.82 52.43
Ours SNN Direct E 1 6.27 53.17
Ours (LIF) SNN Direct E 1 8.50 52.71
Ours SNN Direct E 1 8.50 53.04
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E+F 1 6.42 57.73
Ours (SSAM+LIF) SNN Direct E+F 1 8.63 57.22
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E+F 1 8.63 57.77
Ours (SSAM) SNN Direct E+F 1 23.09 58.32

and trained them directly on the DSEC-Semantic dataset. To
maintain parity with recent advancements in the field [17], we
expanded the channel dimensions of our SpikingEDN. Across
all input configurations, SpikingEDN demonstrated superior
performance over the ESS model [16], which relies on transfer
learning, particularly when comparing models with similar
parameter counts. Notably, when utilizing combined event
and frame inputs, SpikingEDN achieved an MIoU of 57.73%,
exceeding the ESS model by over 4%. Our approach also
outperforms HALSIE [47] based on direct training, showing
an improvement of 5.89% in mIoU. The recent work proposed
in [17] marginally surpasses our model by less than 1%
with a comparable parameter count. It leverages a pre-trained
ResNet50 ANN encoder, which was trained through con-



8

(c) (d) (e)

GT LabelsOurs(events)ESS (events+frames)ESS (events)

(g)

Events frame

(a)

Image

(b) (f)

Ours (events+frames)

Fig. 4. Qualitative comparison on the DSEC-Semantic dataset. Our SpikingEDN, which combines events and frames as input, accurately captures certain
details (marked area) better than other methods. The red boxes in the images denote areas where SpikingEDN’s predictions closely match the ground truth
labels. Figures in columns (a) and (b) represent visualizations of event data and RGB images, respectively. Diagrams in columns (c) and (d) depict the
results of the ESS method with purely event-based input and combined event and image inputs, respectively. Columns (e) and (f) compare the predictions of
SpikingEDN using solely event data and a combination of RGB images and events (with the SSAM module), respectively. The last column (g) contains the
ground truth labels.

trastive learning and augmented with the ImageNet-1K RGB
dataset. The very recent CMESS model [44], which utilizes
an ANN-based knowledge distillation approach, surpasses our
results by 1.21%. These results underscore SpikingEDN’s
scalability and proficiency in handling high-resolution event-
based vision tasks, competitive to sophisticated ANNs. Fig.
4 provides a qualitative analysis, showcasing SpikingEDN’s
enhanced detail capture in specific scenarios, such as the
person and car highlighted in the second and final rows,
respectively.

C. AiLIF Neuron and Streaming Inference

To evaluate the influence of adaptive threshold in event
processing, we compared AiLIF with standard iterative LIF
neurons. Results on the DSEC-Semantic dataset show that
networks incorporating AiLIF neurons in either the first or the
final layer of SSAM module achieved increase in accuracy by
0.33% and 0.55%, respectively, as opposed to those using only
LIF neurons. We extended this evaluation to various threshold
settings on the DDD17 dataset, specifically under pure event
input conditions. As depicted in Fig. 5a, the results reveal that
networks with AiLIF neurons in the first layer consistently
maintained stable accuracy across different threshold values,
typically outperforming networks with exclusive LIF neuron
usage. However, networks that employed AiLIF neurons in
all layers exhibited a marked decrease in performance. This
observations corresponds with findings from [32], where the
deployment of ALIF neurons throughout an entire network
resulted in less optimal outcomes compared to the utilization
of purely LIF neurons. These results imply that excessive

flexibility in neuron configuration might adversely affect the
precision of training, thus meriting further exploration in future
research.

Additionally, the self-adaptive threshold feature of AiLIF
neurons not only improved accuracy but also contributed to
a more balanced and generally lower spiking rate in the first
layer, as illustrated in Fig. 5b. We compared AiLIF neurons
against a standard LIF neuron at a baseline threshold of 0.5
and a LIF neuron adjusted for comparable accuracy (achieving
51.07% at a threshold of 0.2). The AiLIF neuron effectively
regulated and moderated information flow into subsequent net-
work layers, resulting in reduced firing rates and, consequently,
lower energy consumption across the network, as detailed in
Section IV-E. This observation suggests that when strategically
integrated, AiLIF neurons can enhance both the accuracy and
computational efficiency of SNNs. This insight is particularly
significant in light of previous research in event-based dense
prediction, which indicated that networks incorporating ALIF
neurons in all layers demonstrated subpar results [32].

Fig. 5c provides a visual representation of input event
streams according to their density, alongside the activation
responses of various neurons. Notably, the LIF neuron with
a threshold of 0.4, roughly equivalent to the upper limit of
the AiLIF neuron’s adaptive threshold, exhibits the lowest
activation. The AiLIF neuron (with a base threshold of 0.3)
generally shows activation levels between two LIF neurons
with fixed thresholds, highlighting the nuanced nature of its
dynamic response. Interestingly, during periods of high event
density at the onset, the AiLIF neuron’s activation surpasses
that of the LIF neuron set at the same threshold, indicating
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Fig. 5. (a) Comparisons of network performances on the DDD17 dataset by applying LIF, AiLIF neuron on the first layer, or AiLIF neuron to the whole
network, on a range of threshold values. Network training takes two different random seeds. (b) Distribution of spiking rates in the first layer. The horizontal
axis represents the spiking rate, while the vertical axis denotes the number of neurons in a specific firing rate range. The vertical axis utilizes a logarithmic
scale with a base of 10. (c) Illustration of event density and activation of AiLIF and LIF neurons in the first layer during inference for a short time. The
activation of the AiLIF neuron (base threshold 0.3) is generally between the two LIF neurons of boundary thresholds. Note that its activation surpasses the
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the complexity and effectiveness of its adaptive modulation.
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Fig. 6. Results of streaming inference on the DDD17 dataset. The sequence
length in x axis denotes the continuous inference time steps of the network.
Left: SpikingEDN with AiLIF neuron (with threshold 0.5) on the first layer
under different input configurations, with or without SSAM module. Right:
Comparison of using AiLIF (triangles with solid lines) and LIF neuron (circles
with dashed lines) on the first layer of the network under pure events input
without SSAM module, across different threshold values. ’Frames’ denotes
input with images.

To further evaluate the robustness of our SpikingEDN in
scenarios featuring real-time variable event stream lengths
(i.e., streaming inference), we conducted an assessment on
the DDD17 dataset. Specifically, we amalgamated the public
test set into a singular continuous event stream, encompassing
3890 frames, with each frame representing a SBT stack. We
then subjected SpikingEDN (with either pure event inputs,
with or without SSAM module, or combined event and
image inputs using SSAM module) to continuous inference
over T steps on this data stream, iterating until the end of
the stream. As shown in Fig. 6, our models demonstrate
consistent performances across diverse inference durations,
thereby validating their effectiveness and resilience in real-
time applications. Further, a comparative analysis between
networks incorporating AiLIF and standard LIF neurons in
the first layer, under various threshold settings, revealed that
AiLIF neurons yield more uniform performance over different
input stream lengths. This finding highlights an additional
merit of employing the adaptive threshold methodology in
such applications.

D. Ablation Studies

To validate the key design choices of our SpikingEDN and
to understand the impact of individual components on overall
performance, we carried out comprehensive ablation studies.
First, we evaluate SpikingEDN’s custom encoder against other
prevalent spiking encoder architectures. Second, we conduct a
comparative analysis with the architecture searched end-to-
end by SpikeDHS. Third, we compare the performance of
the MFI-compatible SSAM with the multiplicative SSAM.
Finally, we delve into the architecture of SSAM module,
assessing its effectiveness in enhancing event representation
for downstream tasks and examining the influence of various
configurations of its upper path on network performance.

TABLE III
RESULTS OF SPIKING-RESNET AS ENCODER ON THE DDD17 AND

DSEC-SEMANTIC DATASET . E DENOTES EVENTS, F DENOTES IMAGES.

Method Dataset Input Params
(M)

MIoU
(%)

Spiking-ResNet DDD17 E 9.10 48.86
Ours DDD17 E 8.50 48.94
Spiking-ResNet (SSAM) DDD17 E+F 8.27 70.02
Ours (SSAM) DDD17 E+F 8.62 72.30
Spiking-ResNet DSEC E 8.74 50.67
Ours DSEC E 8.50 52.71
Spiking-ResNet (SSAM) DSEC E+F 8.43 54.75
Ours (SSAM) DSEC E+F 8.63 57.22

1) Spiking-ResNet as Encoder: Derived from the original
ResNet [67], the Spiking-ResNet has gained popularity for
classification tasks, showing performances competitive with
ANNs on benchmark datasets [28], [30], [63], [64]. We com-
pared this encoder with our custom-searched encoder network,
ensuring similar parameter counts and following analogous
layer variation schemes. To ensure a fair comparison, all
networks used LIF neurons, and M2M residual connections
[68] were applied to the Spiking-ResNet for alignment with
SpikingEDN. Table III presents the results of this comparison.
It reveals that on both the DDD17 and DSEC datasets, and
across various input configurations, with or without SSAM
module, SpikingEDN consistently surpasses the traditional
Spiking-ResNet. Notably, the implementation of SSAM mod-
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ule also significantly improves network performance under a
different encoder architecture.

2) Comparison with SpikeDHS: To demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our model, we conduct a comparative analysis with
SpikeDHS under the EbSS task on the DDD17 dataset. To
ensure a fair comparison, the SpikeDHS model employs the
same encoder structure with the SpikingEDN model, with all
spiking neurons configured as LIF neurons. For the SpikeDHS
network, we substitute the Spiking ASPP and the decoder of
the SpikingEDN with 1 × 1 or 3 × 3 convolutions, followed
by an upsampling operation. Additionally, all training setups
are kept identical to those used for the SpikingEDN to ensure
consistency across experiments. This modification allowed
us to isolate and evaluate the contribution of the advanced
components in SpikingEDN.

The performance is assessed on two input conditions: event-
only and grayscale-augmented inputs, excluding SSAM. Under
these settings, SpikeDHS achieved mIoU scores of 32.81
% and 51.88 % with the 1 × 1 convolution, and 33.25
% and 52.45 % with the 3 × 3 convolution, respectively.
These results are significantly lower than those achieved by
SpikingEDN, which outperforms SpikeDHS by margins of
18.58 % and 20.69 % with 1 × 1 convolution, and 18.14 % and
20.12 % with 3 × 3 convolution, respectively. These findings
conclusively demonstrate that the enhancements incorporated
into SpikingEDN provide substantial improvements over the
basic SpikeDHS model, validating the effectiveness of our
proposed architecture.

3) Comparison with multiplicative SSAM: To demonstrate
the effectiveness of SSAM, we design experiments comparing
SSAM and multiplicative SSAM. The multiplicative SSAM is
defined as:

ĥb,c,y,x = γ
hb,c,y,x − µc

σc
+ fc,y,x(a). (11)

Closely resembling the original design of SPADE, the multi-
plicative SSAM introduces an additional learned parameter,
γ, generated by a convolution operation. This parameter
is applied post the convolution and spike activation in the
upstream pathway and is multiplied with the features pro-
cessed by the downstream pathway and then adds to the
other learned parameter fc,y,x(a). Here, b, c, y, x denote batch
index, channel index, and spatial coordinates, respectively,
while µc and σc represent the mean and standard deviation
from batch normalization. The function fc,y,x(a) refers to the
learned parameter that modifies the event feature by addition
at (c, y, x).

The experiments on the DDD17 dataset compare the
network performance with event-augmented and grayscale-
augmented inputs. The multiplicative SSAM achieved mIoU
scores of 51.73 % and 72.60 % for event-augmented
and grayscale-augmented inputs, respectively. In contrast,
our MFI-SSAM, without complex multiplication operations,
achieved an mIoU of 72.57% for grayscale-augmented inputs,
nearly matching the multiplicative SSAM, and surpassed it
with event-augmented inputs at 53.15%. These results demon-
strate that our MFI-SSAM not only reduces the model size and
saves energy by eliminating complex multiplication operations

but also meets or even surpasses the performance of the
multiplicative SSAM. Our approach lifts the restriction of mul-
tiplication, thereby allowing SSAM to be directly deployed on
potential neuromorphic chips that favors addition operations
for faster processing speeds.

4) Architecture of SSAM module: The dual-path configu-
ration of the SSAM module can replace the first stem layer
of the encoder, thereby augmenting event representation for
subsequent tasks. The lower path of the module processes 5-
channel event frames, while the upper path handles 1-channel
augmented data (either an image or the same event stack
with a 50 ms frame duration). The output is a 64-channel
binary feature map, maintaining the same spatial resolution
as the input. The rest of the network’s architecture remains
as previously described. Table IV details the SSAM module’s
structure.

Moreover, we assess the network performance with different
upper path designs in SSAM module under combined input
conditions. These variations include S1: a single convolution
layer; S2: parallel convolution followed by spiking activation
and another convolution; S3: a convolution followed by spik-
ing activation and then parallel convolution. The different ar-
chitectures of SSAM module, specifically upper path structures
S1 and S2, are illustrated in Figs. 7a and 7b, respectively. Table
V summarizes the results, indicating that our design, namely
S3, outperforms the other configurations. Interestingly, adding
a batch normalization layer after the convolution in S1 resulted
in a 1% decline in network performance. This observation
validates the efficacy of the design principles underlying the
SSAM module.

E. Sparsity and Computational Cost
SNNs contrast with traditional ANNs in their computational

approach. While ANNs predominantly rely on dense matrix
multiplication, SNNs execute event-driven sparse computa-
tions, making them potentially more suitable for low-power
computing contexts. This part delineates the computational
costs of our SpikingEDN in comparison to those of conven-
tional ANNs. Fig. 8 showcases the varying degrees of sparse
activations in SNNs across different layers. A notable obser-
vation is the significant enhancement of event representation
in the first stem layer achieved by the SSAM module, which
is evident for both types of input. In the decoder, there is a
gradual reduction in layer sparsity, thus leading to increasingly
dense predictions as the activity progresses.

The SNN operates on a principle of MFI. Within the net-
work, information transmission across synapses is binary and
primarily involves additive operations, effectively eliminating
the need for multiplications. This binary processing, integral
to the SNN, ensures efficient computation and aligns with
the concept of MFI. However, it is pertinent to highlight
that in the initial processing stages of our SpikingEDN,
particularly during input data handling, there is a minimal
engagement of multiplication operations. This is attributed
to: a) the input event data, which is derived from SBT and
comprises integer values, and b) the floating-point format of
image inputs. Consequently, the first layer entails a modest
level of multiplication.
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TABLE IV
DETAILED OPERATIONS OF SSAM MODULE. BN DENOTES BATCH NORMALIZATION. THE FEATURE MAPS FROM THE TWO PATHS ARE FUSED BY

ADDITION FOLLOWING A SPIKE ACTIVATION.

Path Layer Description Feature map size

Upper
2D conv. 1× 3× 3× 64 with BN 64× 200× 346
Spike activation 64× 200× 346
Parallel conv. (4× 2D conv. 64× 3× 3× 16 with dilation {1, 2, 3, 4} and concatenation) 64× 200× 346

Lower 2D conv. 5× 1× 1× 64 with BN 64× 200× 346

t

+

Conv

Conv BN Spike

Event
Frames

Augmented
input

Element-wise
sum

h

(a) Upper path structure S1 of SSAM module.

t

+

Parallel
Conv

Concat

Spike Conv

Conv BN Spike

Event
Frames

Augmented
input

Element-wise
sum

h

(b) Upper path structure S2 of SSAM module.

Fig. 7. Illustration of the upper path structures S1 and S2 of SSAM module. The upper path can accommodate various inputs, such as original event data,
images, or high-quality RGB images. Key components include: Parallel Conv (several concurrent dilated convolutions with differing dilation rates), Conv
( 2D convolution operation), BN (batch normalization), ‘Spike ( spiking activation), Concat (concatenation operation), and Element-wise sum (addition
operation conducted between the feature maps of the upper and lower paths). Specifically, structure S1 consists of a single convolution layer, while structure
S2 comprises a sequence of parallel convolution, spiking activation, and convolution operations.

TABLE V
RESULTS COMPARISON ON THE DDD17 DATASET WITH DIFFERENT

ARCHITECTURES OF SSAM MODULE.

Upper path structure S1 S2 S3

MIoU % 67.54 68.49 72.57
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Fig. 8. Layer-wise sparsity of SNNs on the DDD17 dataset. The horizontal
axis represents the different layers of the network, e.g. with ’s1’,’c1’, ’AP’
and ’d1’ denoting the first stem layer, the first cell, ASPP layer and the first
decoder layer. The vertical axis depicts the mean firing rate of the layer.
‘Events’ denotes inference with pure events input. ‘Frames’ represents input
with images.

In alignment with the approaches delineated in [27], [29],
[33], we quantified the SNN’s addition operations using the

TABLE VI
THE OPERATION NUMBER AND ENERGY COST OF DIFFERENT NETWORKS
ON THE DDD17 DATASET. E AND F DENOTE EVENTS AND GRAY-SCALE

IMAGES, RESPECTIVELY, FOR INPUT IN INFERENCE. #ADD. AND #MULT.
DENOTE THE NUMBER OF ADDITION AND MULTIPLICATION OPERATIONS,

RESPECTIVELY. FR DENOTES THE MEAN FIRING RATE OF THE MODEL.

Method Input #Add. #Mult. Energy FR

EV-SegNet (ANN) E 9322M 9322M 42.88 mJ -
ESS (ANN) E 11700M 11700M 53.82 mJ -
EvDistill (ANN) E 29730M 29730M 136.76 mJ -

Ours (LIF uth=0.2) E 7743M 17M 7.03 mJ 0.102
Ours (LIF) E 6908M 17M 6.28 mJ 0.091
Ours (AiLIF) E 5921M 17M 5.39 mJ 0.078
Ours (SSAM+AiLIF) E 7314M 66M 6.89 mJ 0.092
Ours (SSAM+AiLIF) E+F 7211M 66M 6.79 mJ 0.091

TABLE VII
THE OPERATION NUMBER AND ENERGY COST OF DIFFERENT NETWORKS

ON THE DSEC DATASET. E AND F DENOTE EVENTS AND IMAGES,
RESPECTIVELY, FOR INPUT IN INFERENCE. #ADD. AND #MULT. DENOTE

THE NUMBER OF ADDITION AND MULTIPLICATION OPERATIONS,
RESPECTIVELY. FR DENOTES THE MEAN FIRING RATE OF THE MODEL.

Method Input #Add. #Mult. Energy FR

ESS (ANN) E 46850M 46850M 215.51 mJ -

Ours E 38428M 86M 35.90 mJ 0.125
Ours (SSAM) E+F 35332M 162M 32.40 mJ 0.111
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formula s × T × A, where s represents the mean firing rate
across the entire test set, T denotes the simulation time step,
and A signifies the total count of addition operations in an
ANN with an equivalent architectural setup. For convolutional
operations, the number of additions, denoted as Aconv , is
calculated as follows:

Aconv = k2 ×Hout ×Wout × Cin × Cout (12)

where k denotes the kernel size, Hout and Wout represent
the height and width of the output feature map, while Cin and
Cout indicate the number of input and output channels, respec-
tively. The number of multiplication operations in the network
is calculated as T × A, with T representing the simulation
time step and A the count of multiplication operations. For
convolution operations, this count is identical to the number
of additions.

The computation costs for the DDD17 and DSEC-Semantic
datasets are detailed in Tables VI and VII, respectively. Our
SpikingEDN demonstrates a remarkably lower number of
operations compared to traditional ANNs. Notably, using a
default threshold value (uth = 0.5), the AiLIF neuron reduces
the mean firing rate of our network by over 10% relative to
the LIF neuron. Specifically, with the same default threshold
using an LIF neuron at uth = 0.5, or with comparable
accuracy using an LIF neuron at uth = 0.2 (Section IV-C),
the AiLIF neuron demonstrates lower energy consumption and
firing rates in both cases. Table VI also reveals that with the
SSAM module, when event data and images are combined,
the network’s mean firing rate is lower than with purely event-
based inputs, which translates to reduced energy consumption.

For estimating energy consumption, we adhere to [69]’s
study on 45nm CMOS technology, as utilized in previous
research [27], [29], [33]. In our SpikingEDN, an addition
operation demands 0.9pJ, significantly less than the 4.6pJ
required for a multiply-accumulate (MAC) operation in ANNs.
As a result, SpikingEDN operates at an energy efficiency
level that is 6 − 25 times greater than that of ANNs. It is
essential to note that the evaluation of energy efficiency in
SNNs is subject to ongoing research and varies depending on
the specific hardware used. Our methodology provides a basis
for direct comparison with ANNs, while alternative methods
such as the SynOps model [10] represent additional viable
options for assessing energy efficiency.

F. Random Seed Experiments

To obtain the architecture of our SpikingEDN, we conducted
the experiment four times, each with a unique random seed.
The most effective architecture was selected based on its
performance in the validation set following a brief period of
training from scratch. The search spanned 20 epochs, parti-
tioned into an initial five epochs for weight initialization and
the subsequent 15 epochs dedicated to bi-level optimization.
The optimal architecture identified in this phase was noted at
the 1st, 7th, 14th, and 20th epochs.

Post-search, the model underwent retraining with channel
expansion over 50 epochs, using a mini-batch size of 2. This
process utilized the Adam optimizer with a starting learning

rate of 0.001 and momentum parameters (0.9, 0.999). A Poly
learning rate decay strategy was also employed. The search
process yielded a significant network performance enhance-
ment, approximately 19%, comparing the pre-search phase to
the completion of 15 epochs of search.

Table VIII illustrates the architecture’s initial sensitivity
to the seed initialization, which, however, shows consistent
optimization throughout the search phase. This gradual im-
provement in semantic segmentation accuracy can be largely
attributed to the layer-level optimization strategy employed. A
steady advancement in the architecture’s efficacy was observed
during the search period, demonstrating the effectiveness of
this approach in enhancing model performance.

TABLE VIII
SEARCH PROCESS OF THE ENCODER ARCHITECTURE ON DDD17. MEAN
MIOU MEANS THE AVERAGE VALUE OF 4 RANDOM SEEDS FOR THE SAME

EPOCH OF 1TH, 7TH, 14TH AND 20TH , RESPECTIVELY.

Search epochs 1 7 14 20

Mean MIoU % 29.78 29.90 34.96 35.13

G. Gray-scale Images

Event-based sensors excel in capturing high-speed dynamics
and managing extreme lighting conditions, such as under or
over-exposure, where conventional cameras might struggle to
deliver reliable input. By contrast, the high-resolution imagery
from traditional cameras can enrich event-based data, pro-
viding enhanced spatial detail. The impact of incorporating
gray-scale images is evident in the improved segmentation
performance across various object classes, as shown in Table
IX. The addition of gray-scale images particularly enhances
the delineation and representation of smaller objects, resulting
in more precise edge contours. This improvement is most
prominent in the classes ‘human’ and ‘vehicle’, which expe-
rience significant increases in Intersection over Union (IoU)
metrics, by 35.82% and 28.59% respectively, when gray-
scale images are included. These advancements are visually
corroborated by the qualitative comparisons presented in Fig.
3, showcasing the refined segmentation accuracy achieved
through the integration of gray-scale imagery.

TABLE IX
COMPARISON OF IOU FOR DIFFERENT CATEGORIES ON DDD17 WITH AND

WITHOUT IMAGES, BASED ON THE NETWORK STRUCTURE ILLUSTRATED
IN FIG. 2.

Classes Flat Background Object Vegetation Human Vehicle

IoU(E) % 75.48 88.27 6.41 48.96 22.49 54.38
IoU(E+F) % 90.91 95.01 33.18 75.04 58.31 82.97
Difference 15.42 6.74 26.77 26.08 35.82 28.59

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we introduced a novel SNN model specif-
ically tailored for event-based semantic segmentation tasks,
dubbed SpikingEDN. Specifically, SpikingEDN capitalizes
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on the innate capabilities of SNNs, which excel in event-
driven sparse computation, offering promising avenues for
low-power applications. In comparison with traditional ANNs,
SpikingEDN exhibits competitive accuracy with significantly
fewer operations and a substantial reduction in energy con-
sumption, making it an ideal candidate for applications where
resources and power are limited. Moreover, the study also
delved into the empirical analysis of adaptive thresholds in
events encoding, which is shown to improve the robustness,
accuracy and sparsity of SNN models.

While the results are encouraging, there are also limitations
that warrant further exploration. For example, The searched
SNN could be further improved using more sparse designs
[66]. Our empirical evidence on the advantages of using an
adaptive threshold for event encoding could benefit from a
deeper theoretical investigation. Moreover, our SpikingEDN
is primarily utilized on GPU platforms, and the metrics for
energy consumption are based on theoretical estimates. Future
research directions could involve deploying SpikingEDN on
neuromorphic hardware for empirical energy analysis and
extending its practical use in real-world scenarios.
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