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Abstract

The growing size of datasets and deep learning models
has made faster and memory-efficient training crucial. Re-
versible transformers have recently been introduced as an
exciting new method for extremely memory-efficient train-
ing, but they come with an additional computation overhead
of activation re-computation in the backpropagation phase.
We present PaReprop, a fast Parallelized Reversible Back-
propagation algorithm that parallelizes the additional acti-
vation re-computation overhead in reversible training with
the gradient computation itself in backpropagation phase.
We demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed PaReprop
algorithm through extensive benchmarking across model
families (ViT, MViT, Swin and RoBERTa), data modalities
(Vision & NLP), model sizes (from small to giant), and
training batch sizes. Our empirical results show that PaRe-
prop achieves up to 20% higher training throughput than
vanilla reversible training, largely mitigating the theoreti-
cal overhead of 25% lower throughput from activation re-
computation in reversible training. Project page: https:
//tylerzhu.com/pareprop.

1. Introduction
The field of deep learning has made great strides in re-

cent years on the back of large-scale models. By increas-
ing the size of models, we achieved state of the art per-
formances again and again on a variety of tasks, such as
image recognition [7], language modeling [3], and speech
recognition [1]. However, as these models become larger,
it becomes equally as important to improve the efficiency
of these models so that they can be deployed in real-world
applications. Models need to be able to run on smaller
amounts of compute and run faster. When models are at the
huge scale that they are today, small speedups can lead to
large gains over the course of the many epochs and training
weeks that are required to train these models.

Vision transformers are able to achieve their impressive
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Figure 1. PaReprop vs. Reprop for Swin Transformer. We
benchmark our proposed Parallelized Reversible backpropagation
(PaReprop) algorithm against vanilla reversible backpropagation
(Reprop). By exploiting parallelized kernels, PaReprop achieves
up to 20% training throughput gain without any change to the un-
derlying computation, thereby ensuring accuracy. Notably deeper
transformers enjoy better throughout improvement, a desirable
quality for scaling memory-efficient reversible training.

results by stacking multiple layers of transformer blocks.
However, this increase in depth is quite costly, as the num-
ber of activations that need to be stored during training in-
creases linearly with the depth of the model. Reversible vi-
sion transformers [20], as well as other reversible architec-
tures [10,14,22], is one recent result which offers a promis-
ing approach to improving the efficiency of large models
by decoupling the memory needed from the depth by us-
ing reversible activations. This allows them to maintain top
performance while also requiring less memory.

The framework of reversible transformations however
offers a further tradeoff where for a tiny amount of addi-
tional memory, we can improve our throughput by a sign-
ficant amount using parallelization. This takes advantage
of the independence between the recomputations and gra-
dient updates in the backward pass which allows them to
theoretically be computed simultaneously. From this obser-
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vation, we introduce a method for parallelizing a reversible
backpropagation which we call PaReprop, or Parallelized
Reversible backpropagation. Our method is general enough
to be applied to any reversible architecture, and we demon-
strate this by testing on a wide variety of reversible archi-
tectures, hardware, and memory settings, and show that we
can achieve significant speedups in practice. In summary,
we make the following contributions:

1. We propose a novel method for parallelizing reversible
backpropagation which is compatible with modern
auto-differentiation packages like PyTorch.

2. Our method achieves significant speedups across a di-
verse set of model families, data modalities, model
sizes, and training batch sizes. We increase training
throughput for all of our models while maintaining the
same accuracy as the original model.

3. Using PaReprop scales better on throughput with
memory than standard reversible backpropagation. In
particular, PaReprop leads to more favorable memory
vs. throughput trade-offs, i.e. our method can achieve
higher throughput at any given threshold of memory
used.

2. Related Works
Reversible architectures are a type of neural network ar-
chitecture based on NICE [5, 6], which was an early model
for generative flow-based image generation [12, 13]. Re-
versible ResNet [10] is a type of reversible architecture
that uses the NICE invertible transformations to enable
memory-efficient image classification. Other researchers
have built upon this idea by proposing improved reversible
CNN models using ODE characterizations [4, 15, 21], mo-
mentum [15, 21], and several other improvements [2, 9, 11,
22]. Recently, reversible networks have also been adapted
to core NLP tasks in Reformer [14] and to several core vi-
sion tasks in Rev-ViT [20]. Crucially, Rev-ViT [20], un-
der very strict parity constraints on parameters, FLOPs and
activation sizes of the proposed models, shows reversible
models to an equivalently powerful class of models as
vanilla transformer but with the added benefit of extremely
memory-efficient training.

Extensions of reversible transformers have been re-
cently proposed that allow them to be used in more general
settings. Rev-ViT and Rev-MViT were proposed in [20]
as demonstrations that reversible architectures can be made
from both isotropic and hierarchical transformers. Re-
cently, work has also been done to show non-reversible
checkpoints of models can be rewired to become reversible
backbones for temporal action localization very efficiently,
using much less compute than it would take to train a

Figure 2. Illustration of the Reversible Transformation with ar-
bitrary functions F,G and the forward process (left) and backward
process (right). See Eq. 1 for the mathematical definition.

model from scratch [23]. Similar work has also been done
to extend these results to natural language transformers
such as BERT, BART, and OPT [17]. Our results adds
to these works by additionally proposing Rev-Swin and
Rev-RoBERTa models [18, 19], as well as an orthogonal
throughput improvement to all of these methods.

3. Parallelized Reversible Backpropagation
We begin with a review of the reversible transforma-

tion (Section 3.1), and subsequently introduce the vanilla
memory-efficient reversible training algorithm (Section 3.2)
and its application to training modern transformers. Then,
we present PaReprop, our proposed procedure for speeding
up reversible backpropagation with parallelized activation
and gradient computation (Section 3.3).

3.1. Reversible Transformations

A reversible transformation T maps inputs I1 and I2 to
outputs O1 and O2 in an invertible process even if there is
no analytical inverse to the transformation. We will use in-
termediate functions F and G, which need not be invertible.

The reversible transformation applies each function F
and G one at a time, first to I1 and then to I2 + F (I1), and
adds it to the other input, providing a simple method to re-
cover the inputs from the outputs. This process is illustrated
in Figure 2, and the final transformation is given by

I =
[
I1
I2

]
7−−→
T

[
I1 +G(I2 + F (I1))

I2 + F (I1)

]
=

[
O1

O2

]
:= O (1)

It requires one call of F (·) and G(·) to compute either T
or an inverse T ′, so both the forward and the backward pass
require the same computational cost.

3.2. Reversible Transformers

Reversible Transformers [10, 20] are a family of
memory-efficient models based on these reversible trans-
formations. For their application, we will make use of the
property that they can perfectly recompute any input I from
its output O, which can be used at the granularity of trans-
former blocks. For vision transformers, F (·) is set to be the
attention block while G(·) is set to be the MLP block.
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Backprop
stream0 0 1 2 3 3 2 1 0

Reprop
stream0 0 1 2 3 3 3 2 2 1 1 0 0

PaReprop
stream0 0 1 2 3 3 3 1 1
stream1 2 2 0 0

Forward pass of block xx

Backward pass with gradient updates of block xx
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Figure 3. Parallelized Reversible backpropagation. PaReprop
(bottom) parallelizes the activation re-computation stage of block
i− 1 (green blocks) with the gradient computation stage of block
i. Reversible training drastically alleviates training memory bur-
den of vanilla networks (top vs. middle rows) but introduces
additional computational burden of activation re-computation in
the backward pass (see [20]). PaReprop further alleviates this
re-computation burden, thereby making reversible architecture a
practical choice for deep transformer training.

This means that during our forward pass, we do not need
to store any activations. In the backward pass, we recom-
pute the activations of the current block using the output,
and then backpropagate to recover our gradients and update
our weights. We then delete the activations of the current
block, and repeat this process for the next block in normal
Reversible Backpropagation, or Reprop, in Figure 3.

However, the backward pass of block N , i.e. the gra-
dient update, is not needed to recompute the activations of
block N − 1. Therefore, if we can hide the forward pass
of block N − 1 within the backward pass of block N , we
can theoretically speedup our computation on par with that
of normal backprop. This is our key insight, which we will
now present in detail.

3.3. Parallelizing with Two Streams

Our method’s key contribution is both theoretical and
practical. The first is illustrated in Figure 3, where our
PaReprop method is able to parallelize the backward pass of
a normal reversible backprop so that it takes nearly the same
time as vanilla backprop. We do this by performing the gra-

Figure 4. Reversible Swin. [20] introduces the Reversible ViT
and MViT architectures. Following the same principles, we intro-
duce the reversible Swin architecture and benchmark all the three
reversible architectures with PaReprop. We showcase (a) a typical
Swin block, as well as (b) a downsample block for processing at
multiple hierarchies of scale.

dient update for block N at the same time as the activation
recomputation for block N − 1, as there is no dependence
once we have the activations for block N . Approximating
a backward pass as twice the time as a forward pass, this
means theoretically we can hide 25% of the computations
and see this speedup in our throughput.

However, achieving this parallelization is rather tricky.
Standard autodifferentation frameworks like PyTorch use a
CUDA stream by default to maintain sequential ordering for
GPU operations. Our method extends this by maintaining
multiple streams to parallelize operations over. However,
these streams enforce that forward and backward passes oc-
cur on the same stream, which causes issues if we imple-
ment PaReprop naively by keeping one stream for the acti-
vation recomputation and another for the gradient updates.
This necessitates our alternative computation scheme.

Another problem is that PyTorch is unable to free mem-
ory efficiently in parallel processes as there is no asyn-
chronous implementation of CUDA free yet. Thus, it re-
quires a costly CUDA free operation which synchronizes
our streams and thus slows our process down significantly.
In practice, it’s most beneficial to run our PaReprop method
at anywhere from 33% to 50% of the empirical maximum
batch size so that we don’t hit this trap.
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Figure 5. PaReprop Vision Training throughput vs. Batch size across model architectures and sizes. 1σ error bars are shown. Accuracies
are kept intact with PaReprop (Section 4).

3.4. Reversible Swin and RoBERTa

In order to demonstrate the generality of our method to
other architectures, we propose two novel reversible archi-
tectures based on established models: Swin Transformer
and RoBERTa. Figure 4 shows our modifications to the
original Swin architecture. We follow suit with the origi-
nal reversible ViT authors and choose to keep the Attention
blocks and MLP blocks as our reversible subfunctions. We
also demonstrate how we handle multiscale features in the
architecture by utilizing a fusion block (either averaging or
a simple MLP) before the usual patch merging layer.

4. Results

In this section, we present our experimental results of
our proposed method, denoted as PaReprop, in comparison
with the original reversible ViT, denoted as Reprop. We an-
alyze our method over the choice of backbone size (from
5.5M to over 2B parameters), architecture class (ViT [7],
Swin [19], MViT [8, 16], RoBERTa [18]), data modalities
(Vision and NLP), GPU training memory allocated, input
sequence length (for RoBERTa) and batch size. The pri-

mary metric we are concerned with is training throughput
(images/sec or sequence/sec), which is the number of im-
ages (or sequences) we can process per second, as our mea-
sure of speed. We benchmark on 224×224 image classifi-
cation and standard text classification.

As shown in [20], the reversible models attains the
same accuracy as the original reversible ViT, and we do
not change the underlying algorithm but simply propose a
faster implementation, so we focus instead on analyzing the
speedup of our method instead of performance. All of our
results are run on a single NVIDIA A100 GPU with 80GB
of memory w/ AdamW as our optimizer. Our results were
similar on an NVIDIA RTX 2080 Ti as well as with SGD.

4.1. PaReprop Training Throughput is Better

In the first experiment, we compare our PaReprop
method with the original Reprop method used in the origi-
nal reversible ViT. We compare the top throughput achieved
over batch sizes of {1, 2, 4, . . . , 256, 1024} (as allowed by
memory) for each backbone. In these cases, we run on
standard image classification, but our results will hold over
any choice of task (video understanding, etc.). We see
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Figure 6. PaReprop NLP Training Throughput across Se-
quence length and Batch Sizes. Comparison of our method on
RoBERTa, a language transformer. One s.d. error bars are shown.

that across three different architecture families (ViT, MViT,
Swin) and three choices of model sizes, our method outper-
forms Reprop, in some cases drastically.

Vision Transformers show a mostly matched throughput
between PaReProp and standard reversible backpropagation
(Figure 5, top row). We find that because ReProp can al-
ready utilize a large batch size, the GPU utilization is quite
high and the PaReprop kernels are unable to run in parallel.

Hierarchical Transformers enjoy a much more pro-
nounced benefit with PaReprop such as Multiscale Vision
Transformer (Figure 5, middle row) and Swin Transformer
(Figure 5, bottom row; Figure 1). Hierarchical transform-
ers have non homogeneous architectures that allow PaRe-
prop to hide the recomputation latency. They have sev-
eral small kernels that can be parallelized more effectively,
which leads to significant speedups of 9.8% on the largest
MViT-H and a 19.3% increase on largest Swin-G, consis-
tently outperforming the standard reversible backpropaga-
tion method (Reprop). This shows that PaReprop provides
significant speedup for vision-specific models.

NLP Transformers. Finally, we also clearly demonstrate
PaReprop gains on the natural language modality. Re-
versible models have also successfully been applied to lan-
guage tasks such as Reformer. Following [20], we extend
RoBERTa [18] to Rev-RoBERTa and provide throughput
benchmarking results on sentiment analysis. Note that as
shown in Rev-ViT [20] using a simple reversible rewiring
of the model maintains the original accuracy of the vanilla
model. Figure 6 shows our method outperforming the orig-
inal Reprop by large amounts across both choices of model
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Figure 7. PaReprop Memory Vs. Batchsize. Our method,
PaReprop , as well as standard reversible backprop, Reprop, use
comparatively much less memory than nonreversible approaches
(Backprop). The memory increase to achieve proposed speedups
is negligible compared to the overall savings.

size (Base and Large) and sequence lengths (512 and 1024).

4.2. Training GPU Memory Trends

We also investigate the effect of memory on our method
(Figure 7). Specifically, we compare the memory used by
our method with the original Reprop and the vanilla back-
prop, and show that our method is more memory efficient.
As shown in the plots, using any kind of reversible back-
propagation offers memory savings of up to almost 3x in
some cases, which allows us to significantly extend the
batch sizes that we can use. In these scenarios, using our
parallelized reversible backpropagation requires only an ex-
tra fraction of the small amount of memory being used
to maintain parallelization and allows us to achieve higher
throughputs. This finding is consistent across all model ar-
chitectures we tested, but we illustrate most of our findings
on Swin in Figure 7 for simplicity.

5. Conclusion

We present Parallelized Reversible Backpropagation
(PaReprop), a fast reversible backpropagation algorithm for
training reversible transformer in both Vision (Rev-ViT,
Rev-Swin, Rev-MViT) and NLP (Rev-RoBERTa). PaRe-
prop parallelizes the backward activation recomputation, an
additonal overhead introduced in the reversible networks,
with the gradient computation itself in backpropgation.
By allowing recomputation to overlap with gradient cal-
culation, the additional latency of recomputation is hidden
thereby increasing the training throughput while still main-
taining extremeley memory-efficient training. Our method
maintains the same accuracy as the vanilla method, and
achieves better throughput on all of the models we tested,
outperforming some by up to 20%.
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