
QKFormer: Hierarchical Spiking Transformer using Q-K Attention

Chenlin Zhou1∗, Han Zhang1,2∗, Zhaokun Zhou1,3∗, Liutao Yu1, Liwei Huang1,3

Xiaopeng Fan 1,2, Li Yuan1,3, Zhengyu Ma1†, Huihui Zhou1†, Yonghong Tian1,3

1Peng Cheng Laboratory
2Harbin Institute of Technology

3Peking University
{zhouchl, mazhy, zhouhh}@pcl.ac.cn

Abstract
Spiking Transformers, which integrate Spiking
Neural Networks (SNNs) with Transformer archi-
tectures, have attracted significant attention due to
their potential for energy efficiency and high per-
formance. However, existing models in this do-
main still suffer from suboptimal performance. We
introduce several innovations to improve the per-
formance: i) We propose a novel spike-form Q-K
attention mechanism, tailored for SNNs, which ef-
ficiently models the importance of token or channel
dimensions through binary vectors with linear com-
plexity. ii) We incorporate the hierarchical struc-
ture, which significantly benefits the performance
of both the brain and artificial neural networks, into
spiking transformers to obtain multi-scale spiking
representation. iii) We design a versatile and pow-
erful patch embedding module with a deformed
shortcut specifically for spiking transformers. To-
gether, we develop QKFormer, a hierarchical spik-
ing transformer based on Q-K attention with di-
rect training. QKFormer shows significantly supe-
rior performance over existing state-of-the-art SNN
models on various mainstream datasets. Notably,
with comparable size to Spikformer (66.34 M,
74.81%), QKFormer (64.96 M) achieves a ground-
breaking top-1 accuracy of 85.65% on ImageNet-
1k, substantially outperforming Spikformer by
10.84%. To our best knowledge, this is the first
time that directly training SNNs have exceeded
85% accuracy on ImageNet-1K. The code and
models are publicly available at https://github.com/
zhouchenlin2096/QKFormer.

1 Introduction
Regarded as the third generation of neural networks [Maass,
1997], the brain-inspired Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs)
are potential competitors to Artificial Neural Networks
(ANNs) due to their high biological plausibility, event-
driven properties and low power consumption on neuro-

∗Equal contribution.
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morphic hardware [Roy et al., 2019]. Spiking Transform-
ers (Transformer-based SNNs) [Zhou et al., 2023c; Zhou
et al., 2023a; Yao et al., 2023; Zhou et al., 2023b; Wang
et al., 2023], which integrate spiking neural networks with
transformer architecture, have attracted significant attention.
This innovative combination provides great potential to break
through the performance bottleneck of SNNs. However, the
performance of existing spiking transformers is still limited
for vision tasks on complex datasets, such as on ImageNet.

Spiking Self Attention (SSA) [Zhou et al., 2023c], the
core module of spiking transformers, is a novel spike-form
self-attention using sparse spike-form Query, key, and Value.
However, the computational complexity (especially space
complexity) of SSA, scales quadratically to the number of
tokens (#tokens). In addition, directly training SNNs needs
to unfold the network in the time dimension. Taken together,
these two factors indicate huge space consumption burden for
training a transformer-based SNN. The multi-scale, hierarchi-
cal modular structure, a prominent feature in both the human
brain and deep neural networks (DNNs), plays a crucial role
in human cognitive functions [Wang et al., 2021] and in vi-
sion tasks solved by DNNs. However, existing direct train-
ing spiking transformers are all based on the straight-through
structure with a fixed small token scale [Zhou et al., 2023c;
Yao et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023], lacking hierarchical
spiking representation for downstream vision tasks. The high
computational complexity of SSA is the main obstacle to ex-
plore hierarchical architecture with fine-grained spiking fea-
ture maps in spiking transformers.

To address these issues, we propose a novel hierarchical
spiking transformer using Q-K attention for direct training,
named QKFormer. Q-K attention, the key module of QK-
Former, could efficiently model the importance of token or
channel dimensions through binary vectors with linear com-
plexity and only adopts two spike-form components: Query
(Q) and Key (K). QKFormer conducts a hierarchical spik-
ing representation by starting from small patches and grad-
ually merging neighboring patches in deeper spiking trans-
former layers, with gradually decreasing #tokens. In addition,
we design a versatile and powerful patch embedding module
with a deformed shortcut specifically for spiking transform-
ers. These merits make QKFormer the most powerful SNN
model, in contrast to the previous transformer-based SNNs
with spiking feature maps of a single resolution and quadratic
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computational complexity. The main contributions of this pa-
per are as follows:

• We develop a novel spike-form Q-K attention mecha-
nism, tailor-made for the spatio-temporal spiking pat-
terns of SNNs, which can easily model the importance
of token or channel dimensions with binary values.
The Q-K attention has linear complexity to #tokens (or
#channels) and only adopts two spike-form components:
Query (Q) and Key (K).

• We design a versatile and powerful Patch Embedding
module with a Deformed Shortcut (PEDS), which en-
hances spiking information transmission thus improving
the performance of spiking transformers greatly.

• We build the hierarchical spiking transformer based on
the proposed Q-K attention and PEDS in a direct train-
ing way, named QKFormer. This marks the effec-
tive exploration of hierarchical spiking representation in
Transformer-based SNNs.

• Extensive experiments show that the proposed model
outperforms the state-of-the-art (SOTA) SNNs on sev-
eral static and neuromorphic datasets. Notably, QK-
Former has achieved a significant milestone, surpassing
85% top-1 accuracy on ImageNet with 4 time steps us-
ing the direct training approach for the first time.

2 Related Work
2.1 Convolution-based Spiking Neural Networks.
At present, there are mainly two ways to obtain trained SNNs.
One involves converting pre-trained ANNs to SNNs [Bu et
al., 2021; Li et al., 2021; Hao et al., 2023], replacing the
ReLU activation function in ANN with spiking neurons, re-
sulting in comparable performance to ANNs but with high
latency. Another method is to directly train SNNs[Wu et al.,
2018], using surrogate gradient[Neftci et al., 2019][Xiao et
al., 2021] to address the non-differentiability of spike ex-
citation function during backpropagation, which results in
low latency but relatively poor performance with perfor-
mance degradation and gradient explosion/vanishing prob-
lems. [Zheng et al., 2021] proposed a threshold-dependent
batch normalization (tdBN) method, which mitigated the
problem of gradient explosion/vanishing, extended directly
trained SNNs to 50 layers for the first time, and achieved
67.05 % accuracy with 6 time step on ImageNet. [Fang et
al., 2021a] proposed the Spike-Element-Wise block, which
further addressed gradient explosion and gradient vanishing
problems, and prolonged the directly trained SNNs beyond a
depth of 100 layers. MS-ResNet [Hu et al., 2021] directly
trained convolution-based SNNs with pre-activation shortcut
to successfully extend the depth up to 482 layers on CIFAR10
without experiencing degradation problems.

2.2 Transformer-based Spiking Neural Networks.
Transformers [Vaswani et al., 2017] have become benchmark
models for natural language processing tasks since it was pro-
posed. Later, Dosovitskiy et al. developed Vision Trans-
former (ViT) [Dosovitskiy et al., 2020], which gradually be-

came a mainstream visual network model with its superior
performance.

In terms of transformer-based SNNs, Spikformer [Zhou et
al., 2023c] designed a novel spike-form self-attention named
Spiking Self Attention (SSA), using sparse spike-form Query,
Key, and Value without softmax operation, which was used to
construct the Spikformer. Spikformer achieved 74.81% accu-
racy on ImageNet-1k with 4 time steps, showing the great
potential of transformer-based SNNs for the first time. Spik-
ingformer [Zhou et al., 2023a] modified Spikformer with a
pre-activation shortcut, which can avoid the floating-point
multiplications in synaptic computing and has a lower fir-
ing rate. CML [Zhou et al., 2023b] proposed SNN-optimized
downsampling to solve the imprecise gradient backpropaga-
tion problem in deep SNNs (including Spikformer). CML
achieved 77.34% on ImageNet, significantly enhancing the
performance of transformer-based SNNs. [Yao et al., 2023]
designed a novel Spike-Driven Self-Attention (SDSA), which
used only masks and addition operations without any mul-
tiplication, thus significantly reducing the computation en-
ergy up to an 87.2-fold decrease compared to the vanilla
self-attention. [Wang et al., 2023] proposed an SNN-based
spatiotemporal self-attention (STSA) mechanism, which cal-
culates the feature dependence across both time and space
domains without destroying the asynchronous transmission
property of SNNs.

3 Method
3.1 Preliminary
Spiking Neuron Model
Spiking neuron is the fundamental unit of SNNs, we choose
Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) model as the spiking neuron
in our work. The dynamics of a LIF neuron can be formulated
as follows:

H[t] = V [t− 1] +
1

τ
(X[t]− (V [t− 1]− Vreset )) , (1)

S[t] = Θ (H[t]− Vth) , (2)
V [t] = H[t](1− S[t]) + Vreset S[t], (3)

where τ is the membrane time constant, and X[t] is the in-
put current at time step t. When the membrane potential H[t]
exceeds the firing threshold Vth, the spiking neuron will trig-
ger a spike S[t]. Θ(v) is the Heaviside step function, which
equals to 1 when v ≥ 0 and 0 otherwise. V [t] represents the
membrane potential after the triggered event, which equals to
H[t] if no spike is generated and otherwise equals to the reset
potential Vreset.

Vanilla Self Attention
Vanilla self-attention (VSA) [Vaswani et al., 2017] in trans-
formers has three floating-point key components: query
(QF ), key (KF ), value (VF ) which are calculated by learn-
able linear matrics and input X . The calculation of VSA can
be formulated as follows:

QF ,KF , VF = X(WQ,WK ,WV ), (4)

VSA (QF ,KF , VF ) = Softmax

(
QFK

T
F√

d

)
VF , (5)
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Figure 1: The overview of Q-K attention, which includes two forms: Q-K token attention (QKTA) and Q-K channel attention (QKCA).

where F denotes the floating-point form. Both floating-point
matrix multiplication and softmax operation which contains
exponent calculation and division operation, do not align with
the properties of SNNs.

Spiking Self Attention
Spikformer [Zhou et al., 2023c] demonstrated a novel spike-
form self-attention named Spiking Self Attention (SSA), us-
ing sparse spike-form Q,K, V without softmax operation and
floating-point matrix multiplication. The calculation process
of SSA is formulated as follows:

I = SNI (BNI (X(WI))) , I ∈ (Q,K, V ), (6)

SSA′(Q,K, V ) = SN
(
QKTV ∗ s

)
, (7)

SSA(Q,K, V ) = SN
(
BN

(
Linear

(
SSA′(Q,K, V )

)))
,
(8)

where Q,K, V ∈ RT×N×D, the spike-form Q,K, V are
computed by learnable linear layers. s is a scaling factor. SN
means spiking neuron layer. The calculation of SSA avoids
floating-point multiplication, meeting the property of SNNs.

3.2 Q-K Attention
An overview of Q-K attention is shown in Figure 1. Both
VSA and SSA use three key components and have O(N2d)
or O(Nd2) computational complexity, while our proposed Q-
K Attention which has linear complexity and only uses two
spike-form components: Query (Q) and Key (K), which are
produced through learnable linear matrics.
Q = SNQ (BN (XWQ)) ,K = SNK (BN (XWK)) , (9)

where X is the input spiking map. According to the detailed
calculation mechanism of Q,K, Q-K Attention can be di-
vided into Q-K Token Attention (QKTA) and Q-K Channel
Attention (QKCA).

Q-K Token Attention
We here assume T = 1 and single head attention for math-
ematical description. After obtaining spike-form Q,K ∈
RT×N×D, both Q and K can be formed as a spike matrix
N × D (N is the token number, D is the channel number).
Q-K Token Attention process can be formulated as follows:

At = SN(

D∑
i=0

Qi,j), X ′ = At ⊗K, (10)

where At is the N ∗ 1 token attention vector, which models
the binary importance of different tokens. At is a spike-form
vector, which is obtained by addition operations (row sum-
mation) of Q spike matrix and a following spiking neuron.
⊗ is the Hadamard product between spike tensors, which is
equivalent to the mask operation. We apply the spike-form
token attention vector At to the K spike matrix through the
column mask operation (token mask), to obtain the output X ′

of Q-K Token Attention.

Q-K Channel Attention
The calculation process of Q-K channel attention is similar to
the previous Q-K token attention, and can be formulated as
follows:

Ac = SN(

N∑
j=0

Qi,j), X ′ = Ac ⊗K, (11)

where Ac is the 1 ∗D channel attention vector, which models
the binary importance of different channels. At is a spike-
form vector, which is obtained by addition operations (col-
umn summation) of Q spike matrix and a following spiking
neuron. Then, the output X ′ of Q-K Channel Attention is ob-
tained by the row mask operation (channel mask) between At

and K.
X ′′ = SN (BN (Linear (X ′))) . (12)

As shown in Formula.12, a post-linear layer is also required
after obtaining X ′ of Q-K Token or Channel Attention. In ad-
dition, the channel dimension is D/h in the multi-head Q-K
attention, where h is the head number. In this work, the spik-
ing neuron uses the LIF model [Fang et al., 2021a]. Same
with [Zhou et al., 2023c], time step T is an independent di-
mension for the spiking neuron layer. In other layers, it is
merged with the batch size. We exploit QKTA in our experi-
ments by default.

Discussion on Q-K Attention
Computational complexity: As shown in Table 1, the time
complexity of Q-K attention varies based on the implementa-
tion approach. Specifically, when utilizing spike-form broad-
casted element-wise multiplication, ⊗, the time complexity
can reach up to O(N ∗ D). When applying mask operation,
the time complexity of Q-K attention is only O(N) or O(D).



Methods Time Space

VSA O(N2 ∗D) O(N2 +ND)
SSA [Zhou et al., 2023c] O(N2 ∗D) O(N2 +ND)
SDSA [Yao et al., 2023] O(ND) O(ND)

QKTA (ours) O(D) O(N)
QKCA (ours) O(N) O(D)

Table 1: Computational complexity comparison. N is the token
number, D is the channel number.

The space complexity of Q-K attention with the whole pro-
cess is O(N ∗D) at most, which is caused by the self-storage
consumption Q and K matrix. In terms of the space complex-
ity of attention operation, Q-K attention only requires an extra
1∗D or N ∗1 space to store the attention vector with the space
complexity of O(N) or O(D). The linear complexity of Q-K
attention makes it possible to successfully explore the large-
scale hierarchical architecture SNN model. Energy efficiency
analysis: All the elements in Q-K attention are in spike-form
(either 0 or 1), thus linear multiplication is transformed into
sparse addition. Mask operation can be implemented on neu-
romorphic chips through addressing algorithms [Richter et
al., 2022] or AND logic operations[Pei et al., 2019] with neg-
ligible power consumption. Compared with SSA, Q-K atten-
tion is much more energy-efficient since Q-K attention only
adopts two spike-form components for spike [0, 1] operation
without the V input and scale operation of SSA and thus has
fewer synaptic computing.

3.3 QKFormer
As the computational complexity (especially space complex-
ity) of SSA is quadratic to #tokens, previous direct training
spiking transformers are all limited to straight-through struc-
tures. Combining SSA with hierarchical architecture directly
will lead to memory explosion easily when training spik-
ing transformers. To overcome these issues, we proposed
a hierarchical spiking transformer based on Q-K attention,
named QKFormer, which constructs hierarchical spiking fea-
ture maps with linear computational complexity to #tokens or
#channels.

Overall Hierarchical Architecture
The overview of QKFormer architecture is presented in Fig-
ure 2. The input form can be formulated as (T0×H×W×n).
In static RGB image datasets, T0 = 1 and n = 3. In temporal
neuromorphic datasets, the input T0 = T , while n = 2.

In our implementation, we use a patch size of 4 × 4 and
thus the input feature dimension (4 × 4 × n) of each patch
is projected into a spike-form arbitrary dimension (denoted
as C) in Patch-Embed 1, which together with the following
QKFormer blocks are referred to as ”Stage 1”. The number
of tokens in Satge 1 is (H4 × W

4 ).
To produce a hierarchical spiking representation, the num-

ber of tokens is reduced in Patch-Embed 2 and Patch-Embed
3 as the network goes deeper. Both Patch-Embed 2 and Patch-
Embed 3 reduce the number of tokens by a patch size of 2×2
(2× downsampling of resolution), and the number of chan-
nels is transformed into 2C and 4C, respectively. We denote
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Figure 2: The overview of QKFormer, a hierarchical spiking trans-
former with Q-K attention. The QKFormer block is shown on the
right panel.

the Patch-Embed 2 and the following QKFormer blocks as
”Stage 2”, which reduces the number of tokens (H8 × W

8 ).
While Patch-Embed 3 and the following Spikformer blocks
are referred to as ”Stage 3” with (H16 ×

W
16 ) tokens. The num-

ber of spiking transformer blocks (QKFormer or Spikformer)
in each stage are N1, N2, and N3, respectively. These stages
jointly produce a hierarchical spike-form representation.

Similar to the standard transformer encoder block, a QK-
Former block contains a Q-K Attention module (QKTA or
QKCA) and a Spiking MLP (SMLP) block, which can be for-
mulated as follows:

X ′
l = QKTA(Xl−1) +Xl−1, X

′
l ∈ RT×N×D, (13)

Xl = SMLP (X ′
l) +X ′

l , Xl ∈ RT×N×D. (14)
At last, a fully connected layer (FC) is used for classification.

Y = FC (GAP (XL)) , (15)
where GAP means global average pooling.

Patch Embedding with Deformed Shortcut.
The input and output of a patch embedding block have differ-
ent channel and token numbers. To realize residual learning
in patch embedding, we can perform a lightweight linear pro-
jection Wd in the shortcut connections to match the channel
and token numbers . Given the input spiking map X, the pro-
cess of patch embedding can be formulated as follows:

Y = F (X, {Wi}) + SN(WdX). (16)
In this work, the deformed linear projection Wd is set as a
lightweight convolutional layer with 1 × 1 kernel and stride
> 1, to meet the channel and token numbers of the patch
embedding block. The function F involved in this work
is set as {Conv2D-BN-MaxPooling-SN-Conv2D-BN-SN}
or {Conv2D-BN-SN-Conv2D-BN-MaxPooling-SN}, while
more layers or more variants are possible.

There are mainly two types of residual shortcuts in deep
SNNs. Formula.16 shows the patch embedding in the way
of activation-before-addition [Fang et al., 2021a; Zhou et al.,
2023c]. The other way of the patch embedding with the
pre-activation residual shortcut [Hu et al., 2021; Zhou et al.,
2023a; Yao et al., 2023] can be formulated as follows:

Y = SN(G (X, {Wj}) +WdX), (17)
where the function G correspondingly could be set as
{Conv2D-BN-MaxPooling-SN-Conv2D-BN} or {Conv2D-
BN-SN-Conv2D-BN-MaxPooling}.

In this work, the patch embedding of stage 2 or stage 3 in
QKFormer can be formulated as Formula.16. The patch em-
bedding in stage 1 uses an extra {Conv2D-BN-SN} for spik-
ing encoding in front of the block (Formula.16) to transform
the non-spike input data into spikes.



Dataset Methods Architecture Param (M) Time Step Top-1 Acc (%)

ImageNet-1K

SEW ResNet[Fang et al., 2021a]
SEW-ResNet-34 21.79 4 67.04
SEW-ResNet-101 44.55 4 68.76
SEW-ResNet-152 60.19 4 69.26

MS-ResNet[Hu et al., 2021]
MS-ResNet-18 11.69 6 63.10
MS-ResNet-34 21.80 6 69.42
MS-ResNet-104∗ 77.28 5 76.02

Spikformer[Zhou et al., 2023c]
Spikformer-8-384 16.81 4 70.24
Spikformer-8-512 29.68 4 73.38
Spikformer-8-768 66.34 4 74.81

Spikingformer[Zhou et al., 2023a]
Spikingformer-8-384 16.81 4 72.45
Spikingformer-8-512 29.68 4 74.79
Spikingformer-8-768 66.34 4 75.85

S-Transformer[Yao et al., 2023]

S-Transformer-8-384 16.81 4 72.28
S-Transformer-8-512 29.68 1 71.68
S-Transformer-8-512 29.68 4 74.57
S-Transformer-8-768∗ 66.34 4 77.07

CML[Zhou et al., 2023b]
Spikformer-8-384 16.81 4 72.73
Spikformer-8-512 29.68 4 75.61
Spikformer-8-768 66.34 4 77.34

QKFormer

HST-10-384 16.47 4 78.80
HST-10-512 29.08 4 82.04
HST-10-768 64.96 1 81.69
HST-10-768 64.96 4 84.22
HST-10-768∗ 64.96 4 85.25
HST-10-768∗∗ 64.96 4 85.65

Table 2: Results on ImageNet-1k classification. ∗ means 2882 input resolution when inference, ∗∗ means 3842 input and others are 2242 by
default. The top-5 accuracy of QKFormer (HST-10-768∗∗) is 97.74%.

4 Experiments
In this section, we first evaluate the classification perfor-
mance of our proposed QKFormer on the large-scale im-
age dataset, ImageNet-1K [Deng et al., 2009]. Then, we
assess the performance of QKFormer on small-scale static
datasets, CIFAR [Krizhevsky, 2009] (including CIFAR10 and
CIFAR100). Furthermore, we examine QKFormer on pop-
ular temporal neuromorphic datasets, including CIFAR10-
DVS [Li et al., 2017] and DVS128 Gesture [Amir et al.,
2017]. Finally, we conduct a series of ablation studies to fur-
ther understand the model.

4.1 Results on ImageNet-1k Classification
In this experiment, we use AdamW as the optimizer, which
is adopted with a base learning rate of 6 × 10−4. The ac-
tual learning rate was calculated as BatchSize/256 multi-
plied by the base learning rate. The batch size is set to 512,
which is realized by accumulated gradient iterations [He et
al., 2022] and distributed across 8 Nvidia V100 GPUs. We
trained QKFormer for 200 epochs. In addition, following
DeiT [Touvron et al., 2021], data augmentation techniques
including RandAugment [Cubuk et al., 2020], random eras-
ing [Zhong et al., 2020], and stochastic depth [Huang et al.,
2016] are employed in this study. The number of blocks in the
three stages is set as {1, 2, 7} respectively. The architecture

of QKFormer is named Hierarchical Spiking Transformer
(HST). The ImageNet-1k classification results of QKFormer
are shown in Table 2. Note that SEW ResNet, Spikformer,
CML and our QKFormer in this experiment are all based
on activation-before-addition shortcuts, while MS ResNet,
Spikingformer, and S-Transformer are all based on the pre-
activation shortcuts.

The experimental results demonstrate the superior per-
formance of our proposed QKFormer, surpassing previous
works’ performance by a large margin (Table 2). QKFormer
(64.96 M) achieves 85.65% top-1 accuracy and 97.74% top-
5 accuracy on ImageNet. To begin with, we compare our
model with the baseline spiking transformer (i.e., Spikformer
[Zhou et al., 2023c]). Our QKFormer models have slightly
fewer parameters but much higher performance. For exam-
ple, our QKFormer (64.96 M, 85.65%) significantly outper-
forms Spikformer (66.34 M, 74.81%) by 10.84%. In addi-
tion, compared with SDSA, our Q-K attention has lower com-
putational complexity (shown in Table 1) and our QKFormer
has much higher performance than S-Transformer (built by
SDSA) [Yao et al., 2023]. In detail, QKFormer outperforms
S-Transformer by 7.55%, 7.47%, and 8.58% respectively on
three models with comparable #parameters. Finally, Our
QKFormer outperforms the SOTA model CML [Zhou et al.,
2023b] by 6.07%, 6.43%, and 8.31% respectively on three



Dataset Methods Architecture Param (M) Time Step Top-1 Acc (%)

CIFAR10

Spikformer[Zhou et al., 2023c] Spikformer-4-384 9.32 4 95.51

Spikingformer[Zhou et al., 2023a] Spikingformer-4-384 9.32 4 95.81

CML[Zhou et al., 2023b] Spikformer-4-384 9.32 4 96.04

S-Transformer[Yao et al., 2023] S-Transformer-2-512 10.28 4 95.60

QKFormer HST-4-384 6.74 4 96.18

CIFAR100

Spikformer[Zhou et al., 2023c] Spikformer-4-384 9.32 4 78.21

Spikingformer[Zhou et al., 2023a] Spikingformer-4-384 9.32 4 78.21

CML[Zhou et al., 2023b] Spikformer-4-384 9.32 4 80.02

S-Transformer[Yao et al., 2023] S-Transformer-2-512 10.28 4 78.4

QKFormer HST-4-384 6.74 4 81.15

DVS128

Spikformer[Zhou et al., 2023c] Spikformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 96.9 / 98.3

Spikingformer[Zhou et al., 2023a] Spikingformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 96.2 / 98.3

CML[Zhou et al., 2023b] Spikformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 97.6 / 98.6

S-Transformer[Yao et al., 2023] S-Transformer-2-256 2.57 - / 16 - / 99.3
STSA[Wang et al., 2023] STSFormer-2-256 1.99 10 / 16 97.3 / 98.7

QKFormer HST-2-256 1.50 10 / 16 98.3 / 98.6

CIFAR10-DVS

Spikformer[Zhou et al., 2023c] Spikformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 78.9 / 80.9

Spikingformer[Zhou et al., 2023a] Spikingformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 79.9 / 81.3

CML[Zhou et al., 2023b] Spikformer-2-256 2.57 10 / 16 79.2 / 80.9

S-Transformer[Yao et al., 2023] S-Transformer-2-256 2.57 - / 16 - / 80.0

STSA[Wang et al., 2023] STSFormer-2-256 1.99 10 / 16 78.96 / 79.93

QKFormer HST-2-256 1.50 10 / 16 83.8 / 84.0

Table 3: Comparision on CIFAR10, CIFAR100, DVS128, CIFAR10-DVS.

models with comparable #parameters. To our best knowl-
edge, this is the first time that a direct training SNN model
has achieved an accuracy of over 85% on ImageNet-1k.

4.2 Results on Small Dataset Classification
We evaluate our QKFormer on small-scale datasets, includ-
ing CIFAR10, CIFAR100 [Krizhevsky, 2009] and temporal
neuromorphic datasets (CIFAR10-DVS and DVS128 Gesture
[Amir et al., 2017]). The overview results on the four small-
scale datasets are presented in Table 3.

CIFAR Classification
In this experiment, the QKFormer is trained for 400 epochs
with a batch size of 64 following previous works: Spikformer
[Zhou et al., 2023c], Spikingformer [Zhou et al., 2023a]. Fol-
lowing Spikformer, we use 4 blocks in QKFormer in total,
which are distributed {1, 1, 2} in three stages. Due to the hi-
erarchical architecture design, our QKFormer model has only
6.74 M parameters in this case.

The results on CIFAR datasets are shown in Table 3. For
CIFAR10, our model achieved 96.18% accuracy with 6.74
M parameters. Our proposed QKFormer outperforms Spik-
former by 0.67% and reduces 2.58 M parameters meanwhile.

For CIFAR100, our model achieved 81.15% with 6.74 M pa-
rameters. Our proposed QKFormer outperforms Spikformer
by 2.94% and reduces 2.58 M parameters meanwhile.

Temporal Neuromorphic Classification
We compare our method with SOTA methods on both
CIFAR10-DVS and DVS-Gesture datasets. In this experi-
ment, We utilize a mini QKFormer model with 1.50 M pa-
rameter, which has {0, 1, 1} blocks in three stages. The
max patch embedding dimension is set to 256. The training
process involves 200 epochs for DVS128 Gesture and 106
epochs for CIFAR10-DVS. The number of time steps of the
spiking neuron is 10 or 16.

The experimental results of temporal neuromorphic clas-
sification are presented in Table 3. For DVS128-Gesture
dataset, our model with 1.50 M parameters achieves 98.6%
accuracy using 16 time steps and 98.3% accuracy using 10
time steps. For CIFAR10-DVS dataset, our model achieves
84.0% accuracy with only 1.50 M parameters using 16 time
steps. Our proposed QKFormer significantly outperforms
Spikformer by 3.1% while reducing 1.07 M parameters. In
addition, our model with 10 time steps achieves 83.8% ac-
curacy, which outperforms Spikformer by 4.9% and outper-
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Figure 3: The visualization of Q-K token attention. The white dot
means value 1, while the black one means value 0.

forms the SOTA model (Spikingformer) by 3.9%.

4.3 Analyses on Q-K Attention
Visualization
In this part, we visualize the Q-K token attention (Stage 1 and
Stage 2 of the QKFormer model) on ImageNet. As shown in
Figure 3, At is the N ∗ 1 token attention vector, and X ′ is the
output of the attention process, which is obtained by the mask
operation between matrix K and attention vector At. Specif-
ically, the longitudinal axis denotes the channel index of one
head, while the horizontal axis denotes the token index. The
#tokens in stage 1 and stage 2 are 562 and 282, respectively.
To facilitate visualization, we choose a continuous segment
with a length of 100 extracted from the whole token vector.
The visualization shows Q-K attention can lead to high spar-
sity of spikes.

Memory Consumption
In this experiment, we compare the memory consumption be-
tween QKTA (Formula.10) and SSA (Formula.7) under dif-
ferent token numbers. We calculate the memory consumption
of a QKTA and an SSA on a GPU by forwarding the input ten-
sor (T,B,C,N). To facilitate the statistics of the impact of
#tokens N on memory consumption, the #channels C is set
to 256, and the time step T and batch size B are set to 1. The
experiment result is shown in Figure 4. With the increment
of #Tokens, SSA consumes much more GPU memory than
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Figure 4: Comparison of memory costs between QKTA and SSA
under different token numbers. N is the token number.

QKTA, of which the complexity is linear to #Tokens. For ex-
ample, SSA consumes about 10× GPU memory than QKTA
when

√
N = 50.

4.4 Verification on PEDS Module
In this experiment, we conduct the ablation study for our
Patch Embedding module with Deformed Shortcut (PEDS)
on CIFAR100 and CIFAR10-DVS datasets. We replaced the

Dataset CIFAR100 CIFAR10-DVS

Spikformer 78.21% 80.9%
Spikformer + PEDS 80.26% 82.2%

Table 4: Ablation study results of PEDS on CIFAR100 and
CIFAR10-DVS dataset.

Spiking Patch Splitting (SPS) module in Spikformer with
our PEDS module, while other conditions remain unchanged.
The experimental results, shown in Table 4, indicate that our
PEDS module brings a great gain in CIFAR100 (+2.05%) and
CIFAR10-DVS (+1.3%) compared to the baseline.

4.5 Effects of Time Step
The performance of QKFormer with different simulation time
steps of spiking neurons is shown in Table 5. Actually, within
a certain range, the larger the time step (T), the better the
performance. In addition, our model with T=1 is only 2.64%
lower than the model with T=4 on CIFAR100, demonstrating
that QKFormer is robust under low latency conditions.

Time step T=1 T=2 T=4 T=6

QKFormer 78.51% 80.08% 81.15% 81.30%

Table 5: The results of QKFormer with different time steps on CI-
FAR100 classification.

5 Conclusion
In this work, we design a novel spike-form Q-K attention
considering the properties of SNNs, which can easily model
the importance of token or channel dimensions through bi-
nary vectors. Q-K attention has linear complexity to #tokens
(or #channels) and only adopts two spike-form components:
Query (Q) and Key (K). We design a versatile and powerful
Patch Embedding module with a Deformed Shortcut (PEDS),
which can improve the performance of spiking transformers
greatly. In addition, we develop a hierarchical spiking trans-
former based on the proposed Q-K attention and PEDS in
a direct training way, named QKFormer, which marks the
effective exploration of hierarchical spiking representation
in Transformer-based SNNs. Extensive experiments show
that the proposed model achieves SOTA performance on
both static and neuromorphic datasets. Note that QKFormer
achieved top-1 accuracy beyond 85% on ImageNet-1k with
4 time steps using the direct training way for the first time.
With its powerful performance, we aim for our investigations
to instill optimism in the application of SNNs.
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A Appendix
A.1 Experimental Details
Datasets
We evaluate QKFormer on static image classification and
neuromorphic classification. The former includes ImageNet-
1K [Deng et al., 2009], CIFAR10/100 [Krizhevsky, 2009].
The latter contains CIFAR10-DVS [Li et al., 2017] and
DVS128 Gesture [Amir et al., 2017].

ImageNet-1K is the most typical static image dataset for
classification. It contains 1.28 million images for training and
50k images for validation, with a total of 1,000 categories.
CIFAR10/CIFAR100 provides 50, 000 train and 10, 000 test
images with 32 × 32 resolution. The difference is that CI-
FAR10 contains 10 categories for classification. While CI-
FAR100 contains 100 categories, owning better distinguish-
ing ability for the classification algorithm.

CIFAR10-DVS is an event-based neuromorphic dataset
converted from the static image dataset by capturing shifting
image samples through the Dynamic Vision Sensor (DVS)
camera, which provides 9,000 training samples and 1,000 test
samples. DVS128 Gesture is an event-based gesture recogni-
tion dataset that contains 1342 samples of 11 hand gesture
categories from 29 individuals under 3 illumination condi-
tions, each gesture has an average duration of 6 seconds.

Training Details.
In our experiments, we use 8 NVIDIA Tesla V100 SXM2
32GB GPUs when training models on ImageNet, while 1
GPU is used to train other datasets (CIFAR10, CIFAR100,
DVS128 Gesture, CIFAR10-DVS). In direct training SNN
models with surrogate function,

σ(x) =
1

1 + exp(−αx)
, (18)

we select the Sigmoid function σ(x) as the surrogate function
with α = 4 during the backpropagation of direct training in
all experiments.

A.2 Q-K Channel Attention
In this experiment, we show three combination strategies of
QKCA, QKTA, and SSA. The baseline is our QKFormer,
which has 4 blocks, distributed in three stages {1, 1, 2}. The
former two blocks use QKTA, and the latter two blocks use
SSA. Similarly, we conducted the combination of ”QKCA +
SSA” and ”QKTA + QKCA” on CIFAR 100, the experimen-
tal results are shown in Table 6.

Model QKFormer QKCA+SSA QKTA+QKCA

Parameter 6.70 M 6.70 M 6.44 M

CIFAR100 81.15% 81.07% 81.04%

Table 6: Ablation study results of Q-K attention on CIFAR 100.



The experimental results show that the three combina-
tion strategies have comparable performance on CIFAR 100.
Compared with the baseline QKFormer (QKTA + SSA, 6.70
M, 81.15%), both the number of parameters and the classifi-
cation accuracy of ”QKTA + QKCA” (6.44 M, 81.04%) are
reduced. Actually, from our experimental practices, we could
choose the one with a larger length of the attention vector for
specified network layers when applying QKTA or QKCA to
build networks.

A.3 Spike Firing Rates in QKFormer Blocks

In this experiment, we calculate the spike firing rates of
QKFormer blocks of the trained QKFormer (64.9M) on the
ImageNet-1K test set with the 224 × 224 input resolution.
The average spike firing rates of the QKFormer blocks in
Stage1 and Stage2 are shown in Table 7.

QKFormer Block Stage1 Stage2

QKTA

Q 0.0432 0.0231
K 0.1784 0.0847
At 0.3477 0.2655
X ′ 0.0832 0.0350
X ′′ 0.1478 0.0577

SMLP
Layer1 0.0518 0.0246
Layer2 0.2733 0.1869

Table 7: Spike firing rates in QKFormer blocks. Note that the spike-
form X ′ is obtained by column mask operation (token mask) be-
tween At and K.

√
N QKTA (M) SSA (M) SSA / QKTA

10 0.10 0.14 1.37
20 0.40 1.00 2.53
30 0.89 3.97 4.46
40 1.58 12.19 7.71
50 2.47 26.44 10.70
60 3.56 53.52 15.04
70 4.84 97.64 20.17
80 6.32 162.50 25.70
90 8.18 258.19 31.55

100 10.35 391.77 37.85
110 12.14 570.69 47.01
120 14.23 806.06 56.66
130 16.70 1107.50 66.33
140 20.22 1485.14 73.43
150 22.26 1954.03 87.79
160 26.29 2525.00 96.03
170 28.55 3214.30 112.57
180 32.37 4036.88 124.71
190 36.41 5007.25 137.51
200 40.46 6143.06 151.84

Table 8: Detailed values of memory consumption of Figure 4 in the
main body of this paper.
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Figure 5: Training loss, test loss, top-1 and top-5 test accuracy of
QKFormer on ImageNet-1K. The input resolution of training and
testing are 224 × 224.

A.4 Supplementary for Memory Consumption in
Experiment 4.3

Table 8 shows the detailed values of Figure 4 in the main body
of this paper (Experiment 4.3).

A.5 QKFormer with Other Spiking Neurons
Table 9 shows the results of QKFormer with other spiking
neuron models: IF [Burkitt, 2006] and Parametric LIF (PLIF)
[Fang et al., 2021b]. The time steps of models on CIFAR100
and DVS128 are 4 and 16, respectively.

Dataset CIFAR100 DVS128

QKFormer (IF) 80.95% 96.9%

QKFormer (PLIF) 81.12% 98.3%

Table 9: The results of QKFormer with other spiking neuron models
on CIFAR100 and DVS128.

A.6 Performance Discussion on ImageNet
We show the training loss, test loss, top-1, and top-5 test accu-
racy of QKFormer (64.96M, 29.08M, 16.47M) on ImageNet-
1K in Figure 5. Our QKFormer is a directly trained event-
driven SNN on the ImageNet-1K. Under the same experi-
ment conditions without pre-training or extra training data,
our QKFormer has surpassed most well-known Transformer-
based ANNs with high-power MAC operation: QKFormer
(64.96M, 85.65%, SNN) > Swin Transformer(88M, 84.5%,
ANN) [Liu et al., 2021] > DeiT-B (86M, 83.1%, ANN) [Tou-
vron et al., 2021] > ViT (85.9M, 77.9%, ANN) [Dosovitskiy
et al., 2020].
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