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Abstract

Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) have emerged as a promising alternative to con-
ventional Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs), demonstrating comparable perfor-
mance in both visual and linguistic tasks while offering the advantage of improved
energy efficiency. Despite these advancements, the integration of linguistic and
visual features into a unified representation through spike trains poses a significant
challenge, and the application of SNNs to multimodal scenarios remains largely
unexplored. This paper presents SpikeCLIP, a novel framework designed to bridge
the modality gap in spike-based computation. Our approach employs a two-step
recipe: an “alignment pre-training” to align features across modalities, followed by
a “dual-loss fine-tuning” to refine the model’s performance. Extensive experiments
reveal that SNNss achieve results on par with ANNs while substantially reducing
energy consumption across various datasets commonly used for multimodal model
evaluation. Furthermore, SpikeCLIP maintains robust image classification capabili-
ties, even when dealing with classes that fall outside predefined categories. This
study marks a significant advancement in the development of energy-efficient and
biologically plausible multimodal learning systems.

1 Introduction

Artificial Neural Networks (ANNs) equipped with advanced deep learning techniques have demon-
strated remarkable performance across a broad spectrum of visual and language tasks, sometimes even
surpassing human capabilities [Krizhevsky et al.l|2017] Graves and Jaitly, 2014, [Mikolov et al., 2013]].
However, the significant computational power and energy required to operate these cutting-edge deep
neural models have been steadily escalating over the past decade. This substantial energy expenditure
poses a major barrier to the wide-spread application of deep learning. In contrast to ANNSs, Spiking
Neural Networks (SNNGs) utilize discrete spikes for computation and information transmission, mirror-
ing the energy efficiency of biological neurons. Neuromorphic hardware based on spike computation
is now available and offers a more energy-efficient solution for implementing deep neural networks
compared to specialized hardware such as GPUs. It has been reported that improvements in energy
consumption of up to 2 «~ 3 orders of magnitude when compared to conventional ANN acceleration
on embedded hardware [[Azghadi et al.,[2020, |Ceolini et al., 2020, |[Davies et al., 2021]]. Therefore,
SNNss offer a promising computing paradigm to deal with large volumes of data using spike trains for
information representation in a more energy-efficient manner.

Many neuromorphic systems now allow us to simulate software-trained models without performance
loss. However, mature on-chip training solutions are not yet available. SNNs are typically trained
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Step I: Pre-training via Knowledge Distillation

Step II: Fine-tuning by Dual-loss Function

Figure 1: An illustration of a two-step recipe for training multimodal SNNs. Initially, we pre-train
SpikeCLIP by distilling knowledge from the conventional CLIP. A readout layer is introduced to
facilitate knowledge distillation from traditional ANNs into SNNs by interpreting SNN states and
mapping them to feature representations. Subsequently, we fine-tune the pre-trained SpikeCLIP on
downstream datasets. In addition to the standard cross-entropy loss, we introduce a regularization
term based on the Kullback-Leibler divergence. This term penalizes significant discrepancies between
the feature representations generated by SpikeCLIP and those produced by CLIP, thereby preserving
the generalization capacity obtained during pre-training and enhancing zero-shot learning capabilities.

using software simulation platforms, and then the resultant models are uploaded onto neuromorphic
hardware for inference. Unlike their conventional ANN counterparts, it remains a great challenge to
train SNNs due to the non-differentiability of discrete spikes, a challenge that persists even within
software simulation environments. Nevertheless, the performance gap between SNNs and ANN s has
been constantly narrowing through intensive research conducted on SNNs in recent years, and can
even vanish on some vision tasks [[Cao et al., 2015, [Diehl et al., 2015, [Rueckauer et al., 2017, /Hu et al.}
2018, |Yin et al., 2020, [Fang et al., 2021} Zhou et al.,2023alb]. Although relatively fewer studies have
explored the effectiveness of SNNss in Natural Language Processing (NLP) [Diehl et al. 2016} Rao
et al.} 2022], recent work indicates that spiking convolution networks can achieve results comparable
to those of ANNs in multiple language datasets with significantly lower energy consumption [Lv
et al.,2022]). Despite these advances, existing research has predominantly focused on single-modality
tasks, and the potential for applying SNNs to multimodal contexts remains largely unexplored.

To extend the application of SNNs to multimodal contexts, a significant challenge lies in the alignment
of features extracted from multimodal inputs in the form of spike trains. If such an alignment or a
mapping can be achieved, we can translate texts and images into their representations of meaning,
and these representations can be leveraged to assess meaning similarity across different modalities.
Moreover, if this mapping can make predictions about concept categories to unseen inputs, it would
suggest that the underlying model has successfully captured meaning representations across modalities
using discrete spikes. The approach to meaning representation that currently dominates the field of
machine learning relies on distributed semantic representations, also known as embeddings. One
straightforward method for converting the spike trains produced by a collection of neurons into
a representation is to interpret the firing rates as the activations of the representation [Cao et al.
2015[]. With this conversion, cross-modal mapping can be achieved through contrastive learning, as
demonstrated in the dual-stream CLIP [[Radford et al.| [2021].

Obtaining a high-performing cross-modal mapping through contrastive learning requires a substantial
quantity of text-image pairs for the joint training of an image encoder and a text encoder. It has
been reported that as many as 400 million pairs were used to train the CLIP. Regrettably, these 400
million text-image pairs are not yet publicly accessible. Fortunately, the pre-trained CLIP has been
made available to the research community, which enables us to employ the Knowledge Distillation
(KD) technique [Hinton et al., 2015]] to train our spiking variant, which we have named SpikeCLIP.
However, distilling knowledge from ANNs and transferring it to SNNs is non-trivial, as there is no
simple solution for representing negative values in SNNs. To circumvent this problem, we used a
readout layer to interpret the states of an SNN and map them to the feature representations that are
amenable to knowledge distillation. This approach draws on the principles of liquid state machines
[Maass and Markram) 2004} Maass}, 2011]], a subclass of reservoir computer [Rohm and Liidgel [2018|
Tanaka et al., [2019]] that uses SNNs for dynamic data processing.

After pre-training SpikeCLIP through the distillation of knowledge from the conventional CLIP, we
proceed to finetune it on downstream datasets for image classification tasks. To enhance performance
on instances whose classes fall outside predefined categories, we employ a dual-loss strategy that



minimizes the cross-entropy between the predicted probabilities and actual distributions, while
introducing a regularization term based on the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence. The purpose of
this term is to impose penalties on any significant discrepancies between the feature representations
generated by the SNNs and those produced by the CLIP model, which helps to maintain the gener-
alization capacity gained during the pre-training stage. Our ablation study demonstrated that such
regularization can significantly enhance the performance of SpikeCLIP, particularly for images with
categories not presented in the labels of a given dataset. To overcome the non-differentiable issue,
we generalized the backpropagation algorithm with surrogate gradients [Zenke and Vogels| 2021] to
train the SNNs. The contribution of this study can be summarized as follows:

* We have demonstrated that the features extracted from multimodal inputs (i.e., texts and
images) can be effectively aligned in the form of spike trains, which can then be leveraged
to predict concept categories for unseen inputs.

* We introduce a two-step method for training multimodal SNNs, involving pre-training for
cross-modal alignment through knowledge distillation, followed by dual-loss finetuning
with surrogate gradients (see Figure [I]).

* This study is among the first to demonstrate that well-trained SNNs can match the per-
formance of their ANN counterparts in multimodal classification tasks and even exhibit
zero-shot learning capabilities.

2 Related Work

Spike neural networks have drawn considerable attention in recent years due to their potential to
realize artificial intelligence while greatly reducing energy consumption. Several training methods
have been proposed to mitigate the non-differentiable of SNNs, which can generally be categorized
into conversion-based and spike-based methods. Conversion-based methods are to train a non-spiking
network first and convert it into an SNN that inherits the learned weights of the non-spiking network
[Cao et al., 2015, Diehl et al., 2015} Sengupta et al., [2019, |[Rathi et al., 2020, |Lv et al., 2022]. The
advantage of such methods is that the non-differentiability of discrete spikes can be circumvented and
the burden of training in the temporal domain is partially removed. On the other hand, spike-based
methods train SNNs using spike-timing information in either a supervised or unsupervised manner.
The majority of research in this line relies on the gradients estimated by a differentiable approximate
function so that gradient descent can be applied with backpropagation using spike times [Bohte et al.|
2002, [Booij and tat Nguyenl [2005]] or backpropagation using spikes (i.e., backpropagation through
time) [Shrestha and Orchard, 2018, |Hunsberger and Eliasmith, 2015} Bellec et al.,[2018| [Huh and
Sejnowskil [2018]]. These two training methods, or their combinations, have been investigated to train
SNNs for single-modality tasks including computer vision or language processing.

Many studies have shown that SNNs can yield competitive results in vision (mostly classification)
tasks [[Cao et al., 2015} [Diehl et al., 2015l [Rueckauer et al., 2017, [Shrestha and Orchard, |2018|
Sengupta et al., |2019]. |Cao et al.| [2015]] pioneered a method that successfully converted a deep
convolutional neural network into an SNN by interpreting the activations as firing rates. To minimize
performance degradation during the conversion process, [Diehl et al.|[2015] introduced a novel weight
normalization method to regulate firing rates, which enhances the performance of SNNs in image
classification tasks without additional training time. [Sengupta et al.| [2019] pushed SNNs to go deeper
by investigating residual architectures and introducing a layer-by-layer weight normalization method.
To mitigate performance loss after the conversion, Bu et al.| [2023]] suggested to use of a quantization
clip-floor-shift activation function instead of the ReLU function in ANNS so that the spiking patterns
of SNNs could be more accurately simulated during the training of the corresponding ANNs. Inspired
by the well-established transformer architecture [Vaswani et al., | 2017]], Zhou et al.|[2022] introduced
a spiking version called Spikeformer, which was further refined to reduce reliance on floating-point
computations [[Zhou et al.,|2023alb]]. By leveraging transformer-like architectures, Spikeformer and
its variants achieved state-of-the-art results in image classification tasks.

While the application of SNNs in the field of computer vision has been extensively investigated,
their effectiveness in NLP tasks has been relatively less explored [Diehl et al. 2016} Rao et al.,
2022, Lv et al., [2022]). Rao et al.| [2022] demonstrated that long-short-term memory (LSTM) units
could be implemented on spike-based neuromorphic hardware using the spike frequency adaptation
mechanism. Diehl et al.|[2016] used pre-trained word embeddings in their TrueNorth implementation
of a recurrent neural network and achieved 74% accuracy in a question classification task. However,
an external projection layer is required to project word embeddings to the vectors with positive
values that can be further converted into spike trains. |Lv et al.|[2022] proposed a two-step recipe of
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Figure 2: Owing to the challenges associated with early-stage integration of different modalities by
spiking signals, we opted for dual-stream architectures for multimodal modeling. This choice allows
for more tailored processing of each modality before integration. The spiking image encoder is built
upon the Spikingformer [Zhou et al.||2023a], a spiking variant of the Transformer, which employs a
spiking self-attention mechanism and spiking MLPs as replacements for the original components.
Although other architectures could potentially be applied, we designed a simple spiking multilayer
perceptron to construct the text encoder of SpikeCLIP. A set of integrate-and-fire neurons is used to
convert data from any modalities into spike trains for subsequent processing within SNNs.

“conversion + fine-tuning” to train spiking neural networks for NLP. Initially, a normally trained ANN
is converted into an SNN by duplicating its architecture and weights. Subsequently, the converted
SNN undergoes fine-tuning. They showed that SNNs trained using this method can yield competitive
results on both English and Chinese datasets compared to their ANN counterparts. [Lv et al.| [2023]]
extended the Spikeformer to make it possible to process language tasks, resulting in the SpikeBERT.
The SpikeBERT not only outperformed state-of-the-art SNNs but also achieved results comparable to
BERTS on certain text classification datasets while significantly reducing energy consumption.

Although the extensive exploration of SNNs in single-modality tasks, their potential application in
multimodal contexts remains largely untapped. However, deep neural networks have shown their
efficacy in multimodal modeling, which can be broadly categorized into single-stream architectures
such as OSCAR [Li et al.,[2020] and SimVLM [Wang et al., 2021]], and dual-stream architectures
like CLIP and WenLan [Huo et al.,[2021]]. Single-stream models process multimodal inputs through
a unified architecture, where all types of data are combined at an early stage before being fed into
task-specific layers while dual-stream models process each modality through separate sub-networks
first and then merge the outputs of these networks at a later stage. Single-stream models are less
flexible in handling the specific characteristics of each modality, as every type of input is treated
uniformly through the same network layers. In contrast, dual-stream models can optimize the
processing for each modality independently, which can lead to better handling of the unique features
of each data type. Our preliminary attempts with single-stream architectures have not yielded the
desired results probably because it is hard for SNNs to capture interactions between different types
of data early in the forms of spike trains. However, we found that SNNs, when implemented with
a dual-stream architecture and trained with a method that combines alignment pre-training with
dual-loss fine-tuning, can rival the performance of their ANN counterparts in various multimodal
classification tasks. Moreover, they display the capacity for zero-shot learning.

3 Method

To facilitate the application of SNNs in image-text multimodal tasks, it is critical to first align the
semantic features extracted from both texts and images in the form of spike trains. Given that
single-stream models exhibit less flexibility in accommodating the specific characteristics of each
modality and the challenges of integrating different modalities at early processing stages by SNNs, we
chose to use dual-stream architectures for multimodal modeling with SNNs. This approach allows for
more tailored processing of each modality before integration. The paradigm of pre-training models
on a large dataset to learn general features, followed by fine-tuning on task-specific datasets, has
demonstrated considerable success in NLP and computer vision. Following this training paradigm,
we first pre-train SNNs by distilling the knowledge from the CLIP, and then the pre-trained networks
are fine-tuned on task-specific datasets with a dual-loss function. A readout layer is used to interpret



the states of an SNN, which overcomes the barrier posed by the discrepancy between float-valued
feature representations in conventional ANNs and temporal spiking representations used in SNNs.

3.1 Dual-Stream Architecture

The dual-stream architecture was inspired by the human brain, which uses different regions to process
different types of sensory information before integrating them for perception and decision-making.
In a dual-stream architecture, each “stream” or pathway is a sequence of layers that process a specific
type of input data (see Figure[2). In our model designed to process both image and text data, one
stream is dedicated to processing image data, while the other stream is used for text data. Each stream
learns features independently from its specific type of data, and the features generated by one stream
are compared with those produced by the other stream for prediction.

Given the remarkable success of the Transformer architecture [[Vaswani et al., [2017]], [Zhou et al.
[2023a] introduced a spiking variant, called Spikingformer, which achieved cutting-edge accuracy
across multiple image classification datasets using event-driven spiking computations. Therefore,
we chose to employ Spikingformer in building the processing stream for image data. To enable
the conversion of spiking outputs into feature vector representations, a linear readout layer was
added on the top of the Spikingformer to build a full-fledged image encoder. This layer also uses a
set of learnable weights to integrate the spiking signal generated at different time steps (i.e. Time-
Dependent Weight). This approach is beyond the rate code solution, emphasizing the significance of
the timing of emitted spikes. [Lv et al.|[2023]] have shown that a relatively simple spiking convolutional
neural network, bearing a similar architecture to TextCNN [Kim, [2014]], can deliver satisfactory
accuracy across a range of datasets in both English and Chinese. Considering the shorter text lengths
(up to 20 tokens) in the datasets used in this study compared to theirs, we opted for a less complex
architecture, which incorporates Multilayer Perceptron (MLP) to construct a text encoder (the ablation
study for other architectural choices for text data processing can be found in Appendix [D). Like
the image encoder, a similar readout layer is also applied to transform spiking outputs into feature
representations.

3.2 Building Block: Integrate-and-Fire Neuron

Many spiking neuron models could be used to build SNNs [Izhikevich, [2004], and we selected the

widely-used first-order leaky integrate-and-fire (LIF) neuron as the building block. Analogous to

traditional artificial neuron models, LIF neurons compute a weighted sum of inputs that contributes to

the membrane potential U, of the neuron at time step ¢. If this sum sufficiently causes the membrane
potential to reach a predefined threshold Uiy, and excites the neuron, the neuron emits a spike S;:

1, if Uy > Usnr;

Se= {07 if Uy < Ushr. W

The dynamics of the neuron’s membrane potential can be conceptualized as a resistor-capacitor
circuit. An approximate solution to the corresponding differential equation for this circuit can be
expressed as follows:

U =1 + BUt—1 — St—1Usne

2
[t:WXz ()

where X; represents the inputs to the LIF neuron at time step ¢, while W denotes a set of trainable
weights that integrate these inputs. I; is the weighted sum of inputs. The parameter 5 denotes the
decay rate of the membrane potential, and U;_; is the membrane potential from the preceding time
step t — 1. The term S;_, Uy, is introduced to account for the effects of spiking and the subsequent
reset of the membrane potential.

3.3 Conversion of Inputs into Spike Trains

Spiking neural networks only accept spike trains as inputs, and thus data from any modalities must be
converted into spike trains for subsequent processing within SNNs. For image data, we first resized
all images to a resolution of 224 x 224 pixels. Each pixel in each channel can take a value within
the range of 0 to 255. These values were then normalized by subtracting the mean from each pixel
and subsequently dividing by the standard deviation. To transform the normalized values into spike



trains, these values are replicated over T time steps, and Equation (@) is applied to generate spikes.
During the application of this Equation for the creation of spike trains, W is consistently set to 1,
X are normalized values, and 7' is the number of time steps used for training SNNs. Following [Lv
et al., [2023]], we want to leverage pre-trained word embeddings to enhance the performance of SNNs.
In their approach, a Poisson spike train will be generated for each component of a word embedding
with a firing rate proportional to its scale. This requires a substantial number of time steps for precise
encoding of word embeddings, leading to a significant increase in energy consumption. To reap the
benefits of pre-trained word embeddings while simultaneously reducing energy demands, we also
employed Equation (2) to transform word embeddings into their corresponding spike trains, with X
taking the values of the pre-trained word embeddings. Our empirical results demonstrated that such a
conversion works quite well for multimodal modeling with SNNs.

3.4 Pre-training SpikeCLIP via Knowledge Distillation

Leveraging its dual-stream architecture, SpikeCLIP is capable of generating feature representations
for any given images (denoted as i) or texts (represented as x) with the help of the readout layers.
Given a sufficient number of image-text pairs, cross-modal feature alignment can be achieved through
contrastive learning. However, as previously noted, there is an insufficiency of manually-annotated
image-text pairs available for the joint training of both the image and text encoders. To navigate
this hurdle, we chose to use the knowledge distillation technique to pre-train our SpikeCLIP. This
approach not only enables the feasibility of pre-training for SNNs, but also substantially alleviates
the difficulty in training these networks.

For pre-training the image encoder of SpikeCLIP, we used the ImageNet-1k dataset [Russakovsky
et al., 2015], which comprises approximately 1.28 million images and is denoted as Djp,. Following
Radford et al.| [2021]], we applied a variety of prompt templates, such as “A photo of a {label}”,
over 1,000 textual labels to generate nearly 116 thousand sentences (denoted as D). During the
pre-training stage, we aimed to align the feature representations generated by SpikeCLIP with those
produced by CLIP for both images and texts. This was achieved by using the following loss function:

Ec(Zimg) - Es(Timg) ) ( Eo(xixt) - Es(xxt) )
Lpr = 1- + 1- 3
n= 3 TEctomgMEGimgl) * 22 U BB o) @

Timg € Dimg

where F.(-) denotes the feature representation produced by CLIP, and F (-) denotes the feature vector
generated by SpikeCLIP. The pre-training objective is to maximize the cosine similarity between
these two representations. Although we employed dual-stream architectures, we did not introduce
additional notations to distinguish between the image and text encoders, as their input modalities
can clearly differentiate them. During the pre-training phase, only the parameters of SpikeCLIP are
updated. This is achieved by back-propagating the errors through the layers to the word embeddings
and adjusting the weights using surrogate gradients [Zenke and Vogels| 2021]].

3.5 Fine-tuning Through Dual-loss Function

During the fine-tuning phase on a downstream dataset, the pre-trained SpikeCLIP generates feature
representations for an input image and a set of possible labels using its image and text encoders. Note
that a prompt template is applied to each label to generate a sentence before it is fed into the spiking
text encoder. The feature representation of the image is then used to compute the cosine similarity with
each of the textual label representations. These cosine similarity scores are subsequently converted
into a probability distribution using a softmax operation. Given an input image Zimg, such a derived
probability distribution, denoted as ¥img, i compared to its true distribution #;n, (i.e., the ground truth
label), and used to calculate the cross-entropy loss as follows:

1 n
Lcg = — n Z timg lOg(yimg) “4)

=1

where n is the number of training instances in a downstream dataset. The surrogate gradient method
is also used to update the parameters of the spiking encoders. Note that only the weights of the image
encoder are fine-tuned, while those of the text encoder remain fixed. This strategy stems from the
observation that the number of textual labels in a specific downstream dataset is significantly smaller
compared to those explored during the pre-training phase. This strategy not only makes the training
process more stable but also enhances the generalizability of the trained models to unseen labels.



Table 1: Accuracy achieved by spiking models on CIFAR10 and CIFAR100 datasets. SpikeCLIP
surpasses all the baselines except Spikingformer. Note that unimodal ANN models often outperform
their multimodal counterparts on classification datasets. For instance, the conventional CLIP achieved
an accuracy of 98.45% and 89.70% on CIFAR10 and CIFAR100 respectively, yet it performed worse
than ViT (one of the leading ANN unimodal models) by 0.68% on CIFAR10 and 4.5% on CIFAR100.
In comparison, the performance gap between SpikeCLIP and Spikingformer is less than that between
CLIP and ViT with a difference of 0.515% on average across these two datasets. These experimental
results demonstrate that the performance discrepancy between multimodal SNNs and their unimodal
counterparts can be narrower than that observed among ANNS.

Model Type Time Step Accuracy
CIFAR10 CIFAR100

Hybrid Training [Rathi and Roy:ZOZO] Unimodal 125 92.22 67.87
Diet-SNN [Rathi and Royl [2020] Unimodal 10/5 92.54 64.07
STBP [Wu et al.,[2018]] Unimodal 12 89.83 ——
STBP NeuNorm [Wu et al.,[2018]] Unimodal 12 90.53 ——
TSSL-BP [Zhang and Li, 2020] Unimodal 5 91.41 ——
STBP-tdBN [Zheng et al., [2021]] Unimodal 4 92.92 70.86
TET [Deng et al.,2022] Unimodal 4 94.44 74.47
Spikingformer [Zhou et al.,2023a] Unimodal 4 95.95 80.37
SpikeCLIP ) Multimodal 4 94.48 77.69

To order to preserve the generalization capability obtained during the pre-training phase, we introduce
a regularization term based on the Kullback-Leibler (KL) divergence. This term imposes a higher
penalty when there is a substantial discrepancy between the probabilities predicted by SpikeCLIP
and those predicted by CLIP. This is equivalent to making the feature representations generated by
SpikeCLIP not too far away from those produced by CLIP. The KL-divergence is defined as follows:

1 < himg+e)
Lk, = — Rimg | —_— 5
KL = ; img 108 (yimg+€ %)

where hiyg denotes the probability distribution predicted by CLIP for an input image %in,, and a small
constant € is introduced to ensure numerical stability and prevent division by zero when calculating
the KL-divergence (e was set to 0.1 x 10~%). The loss function employed during the fine-tuning
stage is formulated as follows by integrating both the cross-entropy loss and KL-divergence term:

Lrr = LKL + ALcE (6)

where the hyper-parameter A governs the relative importance of the regularization term compared
with the cross-entropy loss.

4 Experiments

We conducted four sets of experiments. Experiment[4.1]is to evaluate the performance of SpikeCLIP
compared to existing SNN baselines in image classification tasks; Experiment {f.2]is to assess the
robustness of SpikeCLIP and its zero-shot learning capabilities across various image classification
benchmark datasets; Experiment [.3]is to investigate how the sizes and distributions of pre-training
datasets impact SpikeCLIP’s performance, as well as to understand the contribution of different loss
functions used during the fine-tuning stage; Experiment [4.4]is to compare the theoretical energy
consumption of SpikeCLIP with that of its ANN counterparts.

4.1 Image Classification

We evaluated SpikeCLIP on two well-established CIFAR10 and CIFAR100 image classification
datasets [Krizhevskyl [2009] against nine different spiking baselines, including Hybrid Training [Rathi
et al., 2020, Diet-SNN [Rathi and Roy} 2020], STBP [Wu et al., 2018|], STBP NeuNorm [Wu et al.|
2019], TSSL-BP [Zhang and Li,[2020], STBP-tdBN [Zheng et al.,|[2021]], TET [Deng et al.| 2022]]
and Spikingformer [Zhou et al., 2023b]. CIFAR10 comprises 10 categories, whereas CIFAR100
includes 100 classes (refer to Appendix [B]for details about the datasets). For each dataset, we trained
all models on the training set and then evaluated them on the corresponding test set. We strictly
adhered to the standard training and test splits as specified for each dataset.



- O ScratchCLIP
O SpikeCLIP

%mmmmm%m

CIFAR10 CIFAR100 Caltch101 OxfordllITPet STL10 Flowers102 Average

Figure 3: Zero-shot results on 6 image classification datasets. SpikeCLIP achieved results comparable
to ScratchCLIP with a negligible difference of 0.72% on average. This demonstrates that SNNs can
potentially yield results that are on par with their ANN counterparts in multimodal zero-shot tasks.

As we can see from Table[T} SpikeCLIP outperforms all the baselines except Spikingformer. Although
Spikingformer achieved higher performance on these two datasets, the performance gap between
SpikeCLIP and Spikingformer is relatively small with a difference of 1.47% on CIFARI10 and
2.68% on CIFAR100. It is noteworthy that unimodal ANN models often perform better than their
multimodal counterparts on specific datasets. This is because multimodal models also possess the
ability for zero-shot transfer to other datasets, albeit at the cost of some performance loss on a specific
dataset. For example, the conventional CLIP [Dosovitskiy et al., 2010] achieved an accuracy of
98.45% and 89.70% on CIFAR10 and CIFER100 respectively, falling short of the performance of ViT
[Dosovitskiy et al., 2010]] (one of the top-performing ANN unimodal models) by 0.68% on CIFAR10
and 4.5% on CIFAR100. In comparison, the performance gap between SpikeCLIP and Spikingformer
is less than that between CLIP and ViT with a difference of 0.515% on average across these two
datasets. Although SNNss still lag behind ANNs in terms of accuracy yet, our experimental results
demonstrate that the performance gap between multimodal SNNs and their unimodal counterparts
might be narrower than that observed among traditional ANN models.

4.2 Zero-shot Results

As far as we know, no previous spiking neural network offers zero-shot capabilities for image classifi-
cation. A direct comparison between SpikeCLIP and the conventional CLIP would be inappropriate,
given that the latter was trained on 400 million text-image pairs that are not yet publicly accessible.
Therefore, we constructed an ANN baseline, termed ScratchCLIP, which mirrors the architecture
of SpikeCLIP but uses traditional artificial neurons instead of spiking ones. To evaluate zero-shot
learning capabilities, both ScratchCLIP and SpikeCLIP were only pretrained by distilling knowledge
from the CLIP without any following fine-tuning on downstream datasets. ScratchCLIP was trained
using the standard backpropagation algorithm. Figure [3]illustrates that SpikeCLIP delivers results
comparable to ScratchCLIP across six different image classification datasets in a zero-shot setting. In
addition to CIFAR10 and CIFAR100 datasets, we used four other datasets for zero-shot learning eval-
uation: Caltech101 [Fei-Fei et al., 2004, OxfordIIITPet [Parkhi et al., 2012]], STL10 [Coates et al.|
2011]], and Flowers102 [Nilsback and Zisserman, [2008]]. SpikeCLIP’s performance was marginally
inferior to ScratchCLIP, with a negligible difference of 0.72% on average. This suggests that SNNs
can potentially yield results that are on par with their ANN counterparts in multimodal zero-shot
tasks despite the ease of training ANNs due to the absence of non-differentiability issue.

To evaluate the robustness of SpikeCLIP, we designed two additional, more challenging test settings.
The first involved the introduction of noisy labels that are semantically different from those in
the original dataset’s label set, yet difficult to differentiate from them. The second involved the
replacement of certain portions of the textual labels with semantically equivalent expressions. In
the first setting, we expanded the label sets by a factor of two (x2), five (x5) and eight (x8). In the
second setting, textual labels were randomly replaced at rates of 20%, 40%, 80%, and 100%. For the
detailed methods used to extend label sets and replace original labels, please refer to Appendix [F} The
empirical results reported in Table[2] suggest that SpikeCLIP consistently exhibited a commendable
performance even under these two more challenging settings on both CIFAR10 and STL10 datasets,
demonstrating its robustness in scenarios involving noisy and previously unseen labels.

4.3 Ablation Study

In order to assess the impact of knowledge distillation during pre-training and the introduction of the
KL-divergence term during the fine-tuning phase on SpikeCLIP’s performance, we conducted a series
of ablation studies across six distinct datasets. These studies involved eliminating the pre-training
stage and removing the KL-divergence term from the loss function. As indicated by the results
presented in Table 3] the full-fledged SpikeCLIP consistently achieved the highest accuracy across all
evaluated datasets. Moreover, the incorporation of KD-based pre-training and the KL-divergence term



enhanced the average performance by 22.45% and 4.92%, respectively. These findings indicate the
critical role of pre-training via knowledge distillation in enabling SpikeCLIP to deliver performance
on par with its ANN counterparts, and the use of KL-divergence significantly boosts SpikeCLIP’s
performance in a variety of image classification tasks.
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Figure 4: Impact of the size and distribution of pre-training datasets on SpikeCLIP’s performance.
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We would like to understand how the size and data distributions of the pre-training datasets affect
SpikeCLIP’s performance. In addition to investigating the impact of diverse dataset sizes, we explored
the effect of the degree of overlap between pre-training data and downstream task data on performance
(as shown in Figure ). We evaluated three different data distributions during the pre-training phase:
one included one-third of the downstream task data (indicated by ‘“More similar”), another excluded
downstream task data completely (indicated by “Less similar”), and the third represented a scenario
falling between these two extremes (indicated by “No similarity”). For further details on the creation
of different pre-training datasets, please refer to Appendix [El As hypothesized, a direct correlation
is observed between the growth in the size of pre-training data and the usage of more downstream
task data during the pre-training phase. These experimental findings suggest the potential for further
enhancing SpikeCLIP’s performance by expanding the size and coverage of the pre-training dataset.

4.4 Comparison of Energy Consumption

We conducted an analysis to estimate the theoretical energy consumption of SpikeCLIP across six
distinct image classification datasets and reported the results in Table [d] The way to calculate the
firing rate (%), energy consumption (mJ), and energy reduction rate (%) can be found in Appendix
As we can see from Table[d] SpikeCLIP can achieve an average energy consumption reduction of
approximately 78% on average. This significant reduction is attributed to the sparse activation of its
neurons (i.e., not operating at 100% firing rates) and the event-driven nature of the inferences.

5 Conclusion

We found it hard to train SNNs for multimodal tasks directly due to the challenge of integrating
linguistic and visual features into a unified representation through spike trains. To circumvent this
obstacle, we suggested a two-step training recipe: an initial phase of pre-training for cross-modal
alignment via knowledge distillation, followed by dual-loss fine-tuning using surrogate gradients. A
readout mechanism was proposed to interpret the states of SNNs for enabling knowledge distillation
from ANNSs, and a regularization term was introduced to preserve the generalization capacity attained
during the pre-training phase. Through extensive experimentation on 6 image classification datasets,
we demonstrated that the SNNs trained with the proposed method can match the performance of their
ANN counterparts in multimodal classification tasks and exhibit zero-shot learning capabilities.

Table 2: Accuracy yielded by SpikeCLIP on CIFER10 and STL10 datasets under two challenging
settings. In the first, the label sets were enlarged by a factor of two (x2), five (x5), and eight (x8)
through the introduction of noisy labels. In the second, textual labels were randomly replaced at
rates of 20%, 40%, 80%, and 100% with semantically equivalent expressions. The empirical results
demonstrate the robustness of SpikeCLIP in situations characterized by noisy and unseen labels.

.. Introduction of Noisy Labels | Replacement with Unseen Labels

Dataset Original
X2 x5 x8 20% 40% 830% 100%
CIFAR10 94.48 94.48 94.42 94.38 94.48 94.48 94.36  94.27
STL10 89.16 88.85 88.27 87.95 89.16 89.05 88.18 87.92




Table 3: Empirical results from ablation studies. These experiments were conducted by excluding the
pre-training phase and removing the KL-divergence term from the loss function.

Method CIFAR10 CIFAR100 Flowers102 Caltech101 OxfordIIITPet STL10 | Average
SpikeCLIP 94.48 77.69 86.07 82.31 67.18 89.48 | 82.87
w/o Pre-training 93.23 74.59 66.98 23.67 34.94 69.25 | 60.44
w/o KL-divergence | 94.22 77.52 84.31 79.74 66.75 65.29 | 77.97

Table 4: Comparison of energy consumption on six image classification benchmarks. The application
of SpikeCLIP results in an average energy reduction of approximately 78%.

Dataset CIFAR10 CIFAR100 Flowers 102 Caltech101 OxfordIIIPet STL10

Firing Rate (%) 27.26 28.98 29.30 27.97 27.93 27.56

Energy Consumption (mlJ) 3.17 3.37 3.41 3.25 3.25 3.21

Energy Reduction Rate (%) | 78.66 | 77310 77.06 | 78.10 ) 78.13 78.42 |
Limitations

In this study, we have embarked on one of the initial endeavors to employ spiking neural networks
(SNN5s) in multimodal tasks, with a particular emphasis on classification tasks. It would indeed be
intriguing to broaden the scope of this work to encompass generative tasks, such as image captioning
and visual question answering. We relied on an existing CLIP to pre-train SpikeCLIP by distilling
knowledge from the conventional CLIP. In the future, we plan to collect a larger collection of image-
text pairs, and it would be interesting to explore whether we can pre-train SNNs in an unsupervised
manner from scratch, using the collected image-text pairs. This could potentially enable us to narrow
the performance disparity between SNNs and cutting-edge ANN models.

Broader Impact

The goal of this research is to propel advancements in the domain of Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs).
While conventional artificial neural networks (ANNSs) have found extensive practical applications,
SNNs remain predominantly within the realm of fundamental exploration. As per our assessment,
this work is not anticipated to engender any negative societal implications.

Reproducibility Statement

The authors have made great efforts to ensure the reproducibility of the empirical results reported in
this paper. To begin with, the experiment settings, evaluation metrics, and datasets were described in
detail in Subsections .| 4.2 and Appendix [B] [E] [G] Furthermore, the implementation details were
clearly presented in Subsections[3.4] [3.5]and Appendix [A][C] In our effort to ensure reproducibility,
we have submitted the source code of the proposed training algorithm with our paper, and plan to
release the source code on GitHub upon acceptance.
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Appendix

A Implementation Details of Training Method

For the pre-trained CLIP model, we use openai/clip-vit-base-patch16| with a dimension of 512 in this
study. A Spikingformer-4-384 ([Zhou et al.,|2023b])) with 4 layers and a dimension of 384 is used as
the base model for comparison. The image-side component architecture of SpikeCLIP is built upon
this base model with a time-step weight (TSW) layer followed by a dimensionality-mapping layer,
aligning the output to a 512-dimensional space compatible with pre-trained CLIP models.

For comparing purposes with SpikeCLIP, we constructed ScratchCLIP as an ANN counterpart. The
image encoder of ScratchCLIP has a 4-layer transformer and uses a patch-splitting layer with the
same number of parameters as SpikeCLIP. ScratchCLIP’s text encoder uses an MLP architecture, as
well as a word embedding layer of conventional CLIP.

The detailed training scheme of SpikeCLIP is presented below:
* Images size: 32 x 32.
* Neuron Threshold:

— Spiking neurons of self-attention blocks : U,; = 0.25;
— Other spiking neurons: Uy, = 1.0.

* Decay rate: § = 0.9.
 Time step (of peak input): 7" = 4.
* Pre-training image encoder:

— Input dimension: 224 x 224.
— Batch size: 196.

— Learning rate: Irg = 5 x 10~2 and cosine decay is employed in the first 50 epochs and
Ir = 5 x 10~* remain unchanged after the first 50 epochs. The equation is given by:

Ir(t) = 2.75x 1073 +2.25 x 10 2 cos (££) for 0 < ¢ <50
s x107t for t > 50

— Training epochs: 200.

* Pre-training text encoder: * Fine-tuning:
— Batch size: 256. — Batch size: 196.
- Learning rate: Ir = 5 x 1074, - Learning rate: Ir = 5 x 1074,
— Training epochs: 100. — Training epochs: 400.

— Text length: 20.
e Devices: 2x 4 NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3090 GPUs.

B Overview of Datasets Used in the Experiments

The datasets employed across the aforementioned experiments are delineated below:
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* ImageNet-1k: The ImageNet-1k serves as a foundational benchmark in computer vision
research, comprising approximately 1.2 million high-resolution color images across 1,000
distinct categories. The dataset is commonly partitioned into training, validation, and testing
subsets to enable rigorous evaluation of machine learning models. Due to its scale and
diversity, ImageNet-1k has become instrumental in the development and assessment of
state-of-the-art algorithms. In addition, this dataset is one of the largest image classification
datasets available[Russakovsky et al., 2015]].

* CIFAR10: The CIFARI1O serves as a well-established benchmark within the domains of
machine learning and computer vision. Comprising 60,000 color images with a resolution
of 32x32 pixels, the dataset is organized into 10 unique classes. With each class containing
6,000 images, the dataset ensures a balanced class distribution. Conventionally, CIFAR10 is
partitioned into 50,000 images for training and 10,000 images for testing, thereby providing
a consistent framework for evaluating the performance of classification models[Krizhevsky,
2009].

* CIFAR100: An extension of the CIFAR10 dataset, CIFAR100 is also a prominent bench-
mark in the fields of machine learning and computer vision. While maintaining the same
overall count of 60,000 color images at a 32x32 pixel resolution, CIFAR100 expands the
class diversity to 100 distinct categories, each represented by 600 images. For evaluative
purposes, the dataset is typically segmented into 50,000 training images and 10,000 testing
images. This augmented class variety enhances CIFAR100’s utility for conducting more
nuanced assessments of classification models[Krizhevskyl 2009].

e Flower102: The Flower102 dataset is a notable asset within the computer vision land-
scape, explicitly designed to cater to fine-grained image recognition endeavors. The dataset
comprises a diverse set of images, capturing 102 different floral species. Each category is
scrupulously curated to maintain a balanced representation, thereby enabling more sophis-
ticated model evaluations. Due to its focus on capturing subtle variances between closely
aligned classes, the Flower102 dataset plays a pivotal role in both refining and benchmarking
specialized image classification algorithms[Nilsback and Zisserman) 2008]].

* Caltech101: As an esteemed benchmark in computer vision research, the Caltech101 dataset
encompasses an assemblage of approximately 9,000 color images, categorized into 101
distinct object classes. These classes span a diverse array of subjects, including animals,
vehicles, and inanimate objects, with a fluctuating number of images allocated to each
category. Widely employed for a variety of computational tasks, such as object recognition
and classification, Caltech101 offers a multifaceted visual dataset for the rigorous evaluation
of machine learning model performance[Fei-Fei et al., 2004].

* OxfordIITPet: The OxfordIIIPet dataset holds a significant position in the realm of computer
vision, particularly in the context of fine-grained classification assignments. The dataset
comprises visual representations of 37 distinct breeds of cats and dogs, furnishing a nuanced
foundation for algorithms engineered to discern subtle visual cues. Each breed category is
populated with a balanced assortment of images, thereby facilitating the compilation of rep-
resentative training and testing subsets. Owing to its targeted emphasis on the classification
of pet breeds, the OxfordII[Pet dataset proves invaluable for fine-tuning models aimed at
specialized image recognition tasks[Parkhi et al., [2012].

* STL10: The STL10 dataset is characterized by its collection of color images with a 96x96
pixel resolution, and it includes 10 unique categories that parallel those found in the CIFAR10
dataset. It is organized into distinct segments: a labeled set that consists of 5,000 images, an
unlabeled set with 100,000 images, and an 8,000-image test set reserved for evaluation. This
configuration provides a versatile framework for both supervised and unsupervised learning
approaches, making it a useful resource for a diverse array of machine-learning applications.

To train the text encoder, we curated a dataset D-text comprising 115,708 textual entries derived from
the labels of 27 datasets used in CLIP’s zero-shot evaluation, along with their respective templates.
Consider the CIFAR10 dataset as an example: with its 10 labels and 18 associated templates, 180
distinct text segments are generated for D-text (CLIP). A few templates are illustrated below:

* A blurry photo of a {3}.

¢ A black and white photo of a {}.
* A high-contrast photo of a {}.

* A photo of a big {}.
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C Impact of Learnable Time-dependent Weights on Spiking Integration

In previous SNNs, tensor values were averaged across different time steps (1') before being classified.
However, this approach assigns the same weight to each step (1/7°), ignoring their interdependence.
In particular, if the previous time step has already produced a spike, it may be more difficult for the
current time step to produce a new spike again, so the signal from the new spike generated by the
current time step may be stronger. This idea is not considered in cases where different time steps
are given the same weight, which can lead to reduced performance.To address this issue, we employ
learnable parameters to replace the fixed averaging weights, which are incorporated into Spike CLIP.

For benchmarking purposes, we also examined two sets of fixed parameters: one based on arithmetic
differences (AD) and another based on arithmetic ratios (AR). Experimental outcomes corroborate
the efficacy of our proposed Time-Dependent Weight (TDW) mechanism (As shown in Table|C).

Table 5: The impact of learnable time-dependent weights on model’s performance.

Dataset Baseline AD AR TDW
CIFARI10 94.39 94.39 94.45 94.48
CIFAR100 77.51 77.58 77.56 77.69

D Impact of Text Encoder Architectures on SpikeCLIP’s Performance

To draw a comparison with the CLIP model, we initially employed transformer-based architecture for
both the text and image encoders, trained on the dataset D-fext constructed in this study. However,
the transformer-based text encoder struggled with effective loss minimization during training and
suffered from poor accuracy when integrated with the image encoder.

An improvement was noted upon switching to a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP-based) architecture
for the text encoder, by following the work [Bal and Sengupta) [2023]]. Our observation suggested
that within the two-step training scheme (Pre-training + Fine-tuning), the text encoder is prone to
overfitting if the architecture is overly complex and the architecture of MLP is proven to be proficient
in this study. Comprehensive experimental results are presented in Table[D}

Table 6: Comparative analysis of two network architectures used as text encoders across six text
classification benchmarks.

Architecture CIFAR 10 CIFAR 100 Caltech 101 Flowers 102 OxfordIIITPet STL 10|Average
Transformer-based| 86.37 48.03 75.78 27.09 33.93 94.76 | 60.99
MLP-based 90.63 64.69 79.88 62.86 81.79 97.58 | 79.57

The LayerNorm layer is used in the text information processing of this study since it is indispensable
in the text data processing. However, the hardware chip design should be based on the design of
relevant algorithms. The wide application of the BatchNorm layer in SNN architecture is inseparable
from the algorithm research of SNN in image processing.

E Pre-training Dataset Sizes and Distributions

Owing to limitations in acquiring a large dataset of image-text pairs, our SpikeCLIP model was
unable to undergo the same pre-training scheme as the original CLIP model. Nonetheless, we posit
that with access to adequate training data, SpikeCLIP’s performance can be enhanced. To substantiate
this hypothesis, we designed a specific experimental setup.

Two metrics are used to quantify the amount of training data: data volume and data distribution. The
term data volume refers to the total number of samples utilized during training, while data distribution
denotes the level of similarity between the training and evaluation data. Our experiments employ two
evaluation datasets: CIFAR10 and ImageNet-1k. We set six different levels of training data volume,
ranging from Ok to 100k when evaluating on CIFAR10, and Ok to 50k for ImageNet-1k. Regarding
data distribution, we establish three different dataset mixing schemes with varying levels of similarity
to CIFAR10 and ImageNet-1k, detailed as follows:

* Pre-training Data for CIFAR10 evaluation:

16



— More similar: £ CIFAR10 + £ CIFAR100 + 1 ImageNet-1k;
— Less similar: % CIFAR100 + % ImageNet-1k;
— No similarity: ImageNet-1k only.

* Pre-training Data for ImageNet-1k evaluation:
— More similar: % ImageNet-1k + % CIFAR100 + % CIFAR10;
— Less similar: 1 CIFAR100 + 3 CIFAR10;
— No similarity: CIFAR10 only.

F Designing More Challenging Multimodal Image Classification Tasks

To assess the modal alignment capabilities of SpikeCLIP, we designed two distinct experimental
paradigms to evaluate its classification ability. The first approach involved Unseen Label Set, using
the CIFARI10 dataset as a representative example, each label is replaced by its closest label from the
CIFAR100 and ImageNet-1k datasets.

The selection process was facilitated through a specific prompt, termed Prompt1, with the assistance
of ChatGPT [OpenAl 2022]. Additionally, we conducted four sub-experiments involving random
label replacement at different scales: 20%, 40%, 80%, and 100%. For the initial three scenarios,
predefined random seeds were used, and each was executed in triplicate to record both the mean and
variance of the results.

The second experimental paradigm focused on Expanded Label Set. Once again employing the
CIFARI10 dataset, we used a separate prompt, Prompt2, to engage ChatGPT in the selection of
N x 10 labels that were most dissimilar to the original 10 labels of CIFAR10. This effectively
expanded the label set by a factor of (N + 1). Subsequently, classification accuracy was evaluated
under these modified conditions. The two aforementioned prompts are listed below:

* Promptl: The following is the label list L1 for dataset DS;. Please select the label that is
closest to label = : L.

* Prompt2: The following are the label lists for dataset DS, L, and DS», Lo. Please select
N labels from L that are the least similar to the labels in Lg, Lo, L.

In the above Prompts, DSy € {CIFARI10, STL10}, DS; € {CIFAR100, ImageNet-1k}, and DS, €
{CIFAR100}.

G Comparison of Energy Consumption

According to |Yao et al.| [2022], the theoretical energy consumption of layer [ in a SNN can be
calculated as:
Energy(l) = Eac x SOPs(1), (7

where SOPs are referred to the number of spike-based accumulate (AC) operations. For classical
ANN:S, the theoretical energy consumption required by the layer b can be estimated by:

Energy(b) = Enac x FLOPs(b), (8)

where FLOPs is the floating point operations of b, which is the number of multiply-and-accumulate
(MAC) operations. Assuming that the MAC and AC operations are implemented on the 45nm
hardware [Horowitz, [2014]], where Ey;ac = 4.6pJ and Eac = 0.9pJ (1J = 102 mJ = 10'2 P).

Thus, the number of synaptic operations at the layer [ of an SNN is estimated as:
SOPs(l) =T x v x FLOPs(1), ©9)

where T is the number of time steps required in the simulation, -y is the firing rate of the input spike
train of the layer [.

Therefore, we estimate the theoretical energy consumption of SpikeCLIP as follows:

m=1 n=1

M N
Espikecrrr = Eac X <Z SOP§inFc + »  SOPENN COnV> ; (10)
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where SNN FC and SNN Conv are the fully connected linear layer and the convolutional layer with
neurons in SpikeCLIP respectively. As shown in Equation[I0} the SOPs of m SNN Fully Connected
Layer (FC), n SNN Convolutional layers are added together and multiplied by E 4¢.

We refer to [Horowitz| [2014], assuming that MAC and AC operations are implemented on 45nm
hardware (the calculation of power consumption in this hardware only involves MAC and AC
operations) since SpikeCLIP and ScratchCLIP have the same architecture except for pulsar neurons,
We can calculate the energy consumption reduction (ECR) by equations [P]and[10]as the following

expression equation: B
ECR=1- PAcxT X3 (1

Enac
where Eprac = 4.6pJ, Eac = 0.9pJ, and 7 represent the average neuron firing rate of the whole

SpikeCLIP.
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