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Abstract

Deep neural networks (DNNs) have numerous applications across various
domains. Several optimization techniques, such as ResNet and SENet, have
been proposed to improve model accuracy. These techniques improve the
model performance by adjusting or calibrating feature responses according
to a uniform standard. However, they lack the discriminative calibration
for different features, thereby introducing limitations in the model output.
Therefore, we propose a method that discriminatively calibrates feature re-
sponses. The preliminary experimental results indicate that the neural fea-
ture response follows a Gaussian distribution. Consequently, we compute
confidence values by employing the Gaussian probability density function,
and then integrate these values with the original response values. The ob-
jective of this integration is to improve the feature discriminability of the
neural feature response. Based on the calibration values, we propose a plugin-
based calibration module incorporated into a modified ResNet architecture,
termed Response Calibration Networks (ResCNet). Extensive experiments
on datasets like CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, SVHN, and ImageNet demonstrate
the effectiveness of the proposed approach.
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1. Introduction

Deep Neural Networks are the prevailing architectures for visual represen-
tation learning. The introduction of a wide range of network architectures,
including AlexNet [1], VGG-Net [2], GoogLeNet [3], ResNet [4], DenseNet [5],
MobileNet [6], and SqueezeNet [7], as well as theoretical innovations [8, 9, 10],
has driven neural networks to achieve impressive performance across various
fields, such as image classification [11, 12], object recognition[13, 14], sig-
nal decomposition [15, 16], fractal-wavelet modeling [17, 18], mathematical
equation solving [19, 20], disaster monitoring [21, 22], and medical image
analysis [23, 24].

The quality of the features extracted by the model directly influences
the model’s performance. Therefore, optimizing the model through adjust-
ments to neuron response values is a plausible approach for further improve-
ment. Previous works have also optimized models through feature calibra-
tion methods. Such techniques include normalization approaches, like Batch
Normalization (BN) [25], intermediate network modules, such as Squeeze-
and-Excitation Networks (SENet) [26], and optimizers, such as Lion [27] and
Gradient Search-based Binary Runge Kutta Optimizer (GBRUN) [28]. These
methods have enhanced model performance by refining features through
channel and spatial attention mechanisms.

While these methods have achieved notable improvements, they primar-
ily focus on scaling raw feature values without sufficiently addressing feature
distinctiveness. In contrast, our proposed response value calibration tech-
nique introduces additional calibration values to the extracted features with
the aim of enhancing their distinctiveness. This method diverges from exist-
ing techniques by emphasizing the optimization of feature distribution and
enhancing their distinctiveness rather than just scaling feature values. By
focusing on feature distribution and distinctiveness, our approach offers a
novel contribution to the field.

Specifically, we propose a response value calibration technique that in-
troduces additional calibration values to features extracted by deep learning
models, thereby enhancing their discrimination. These calibration values es-
sentially compute the confidence of the original features based on the integral
of the Gaussian probability density function. More precisely, we fit each neu-
ron with mean and variance parameters to model the Gaussian distribution
that the neuron’s responses follow. Using the probability density function
of this distribution, we calculate a confidence value for each response: the
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confidence for a response value below the mean corresponds to the integral of
the probability density function up to that value, while the confidence for a
response above the mean is given by the integral from the symmetrical point
of that value with respect to the mean. Based on this response value cali-
bration scheme, we introduce the Response Calibration Layer (RC Layer),
similar to the SE layer. Models integrated with this calibration layer are
termed Response Calibration Networks (ResCNet).

In summary, the main contributions of this paper are as follows:

• Introducing a novel approach to calibrate neuron response values from
a perspective of discriminative distribution correction. This method
takes a distribution-based approach and employs probability density
functions to compute additional values that increase the specificity of
the original features.

• A plug-in-based calibration module is devised. Based on this plugin, we
developed a new model architecture called ResCNet. As a modified ver-
sion of the ResNet model, ResCNet introduces an additional response
calibration branch between each convolutional block. This branch of-
fers supplementary calibration values for the model’s features.

• Extensive experiments on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, SVHN, and Ima-
geNet datasets demonstrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach.
The calibrated model not only enhances classification performance but
also extracts more discriminative features.

2. Related Work

The quality of image features is crucial for various visual tasks. Recently,
significant progress has been made in adjusting the response values of neu-
rons in deep learning models to enhance the performance of various visual
tasks. These methods include regularization techniques [25, 29] analogous
to standardization operations in traditional feature engineering, activation
functions [6, 30] that introduce nonlinear transformations to enable neural
networks to learn and represent complex nonlinear relationships, and various
intermediate modules [26, 31] based on attention mechanisms. Furthermore,
nature-inspired metaheuristic algorithms [32, 33] are gaining popularity due
to their ease of application and their ability to avoid local optimum points.
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Figure 1: Module architecture. From the module architecture, it can be seen that
SENet further scales the features extracted by the ResNet residual branches, whereas our
proposed architecture provides additional calibration of these features.

In this section, we briefly present the feature response adjustment techniques
related to this work, which are primarily categorized into regularization meth-
ods, activation functions, and attention mechanisms.
Regularization Methods. Training deep neural networks is challenging
since the distribution of each layer’s inputs will change with the gradually
optimized parameters of the previous layers. This phenomenon is termed in-
ternal covariate shift [25]. These issues can result in a slower convergence rate
for convolutional neural networks when aiming for the optimal solution. To
alleviate this dilemma, various regularization methods have been proposed,
such as Batch Normalization [25], Layer Normalization (LN) [29], Group
Normalization (GN) [34], and Instance Normalization (IN) [35]. Normaliza-
tion techniques, by adjusting the responses of neurons, accelerate the model’s
convergence speed. Batch Normalization depends on the batch size, whereas
Layer Normalization, Group Normalization, and Instance Normalization do
not depend on the batch size.

Although normalization layers have played a positive role in accelerat-
ing model training, their potential in model optimization has yet to be fully
explored. Currently, the primary function of normalization layers is to stan-
dardize the outputs of the preceding layer, but this process does not deeply
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consider the potential significance of feature values. This work focuses on
exploring how to measure and utilize the importance of feature values more
thoroughly from the perspective of response distribution, thereby advancing
model optimization.
Activation Functions. Activation functions introduce non-linearity to
models by adjusting feature responses, including ReLU, ReLU6 [6], GELU [30],
Tanh, and Sigmoid. Specifically, ReLU filters out values that are less than
0. ReLU6, introduced in MobileNets [6], is essentially a modification of the
rectified linear unit that limits the activation to a maximum size of 6, en-
hancing the robustness of low-precision computations. GELU adjusts neuron
responses from the perspective of mathematical expectation. Additionally,
Tanh and Sigmoid map the activation values to specific intervals.

Although activation functions provide some degree of selective filtering
of the original feature values, most activation functions, such as Sigmoid
and Tanh, merely map feature values to fixed intervals, while others like
ReLU perform simple feature selection. These approaches do not take into
account the distribution characteristics of the feature values, thereby over-
looking their potential positive impact. In contrast, this work aims to assess
the importance of the original feature values more precisely from the perspec-
tive of their distribution, seeking to achieve a more precise quantification and
utilization of features.
Attention Mechanism. There have been several articles on attention
mechanisms, such as SENet [26], SKNet [31], CBAM [36], Involution [37],
and Halo [38]. SENet and Involution intrinsically introduce dynamics con-
ditioned on the input, which can be regarded as a self-attention function on
channels. SKNet employs convolution kernels of different sizes and a method
similar to SENet to dynamically calculate the weight of each convolution
kernel. CBAM and Halo combine channel attention and spatial attention,
concatenating them to determine the weight of each feature map.

These articles primarily focus on learning a weight at each level of the
feature map through the use of attention mechanisms. Our approach dif-
fers from these techniques in that it directly scales features in the residual
branch. This work evaluates the importance of the original feature values
more meticulously from the perspective of their distribution and introduces
additional adjustment values for the original features.

5



0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36 40 44 48 52 56 60
Kernel index

0

10

R
es

po
ns

e 
va

lu
e

Figure 2: The distribution of response values after model convergence using
ResNet-32 on CIFAR-100 dataset. From the outer contour of the violin plot, it can
be observed that the response values of a single convolutional kernel (neuron) roughly
follow a Gaussian distribution.

3. Pre-analysis for Activation Responses

We first obtained the features of the samples after passing through the
feature extraction layer and then performed a global average pooling (GAP)
operation to obtain the final feature values. The dimension of these feature
values corresponds to the number of output channels from the last convolu-
tional layer. For the entire dataset, we obtained a final data dimension of
[N, C] (N is the sample size of the entire dataset, and C refers to the num-
ber of convolutional kernels in the final convolutional layer). Specifically, we
use the CIFAR-100 dataset [39], and the model employed is ResNet-32. We
visualized the feature values, as shown in Fig. 2.

From the visualized results, as shown in Fig. 2, it can be observed that the
response values of each convolutional kernel approximately follow a Gaussian
distribution, with different kernels adhering to different Gaussian distribu-
tions. It is reasonable to assume that features follow a Gaussian distribution,
given the widespread occurrence of Gaussian distributions in both statistics
and the natural world. Specifically, in deep learning models, a neuron’s out-
put is typically a weighted sum of multiple input features. The Central Limit
Theorem states that when the number of independent random variables is
sufficiently large (greater than 30), the distribution of their sum will approxi-
mate a Gaussian distribution, even if the random variables themselves are not
Gaussian distributed. According to the Central Limit Theorem, this output
distribution is likely to approximate a Gaussian distribution. Furthermore,
in modern network architectures, intermediate modules like BN, LN, and
activation functions such as GELU are predicated on the assumption that
feature values follow a Gaussian distribution. The encoder in Variational
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Auto-Encoders (VAE) [40] also relies on this assumption. By integrating ex-
perimental observations with prior research, and under the assumption that
features follow a Gaussian distribution, we developed techniques for adjusting
response values and implemented them in a specialized network module.

4. Self-adaptive Response Calibrator

In this section, we introduce the core technique of this paper: adjusting
the original feature values based on the assumption that they follow a Gaus-
sian distribution. Specifically, we design two trainable parameters, mean
and standard deviation, for each convolutional kernel to fit its corresponding
Gaussian distribution. Then we use the integral of the Gaussian probability
density function corresponding to this distribution to measure the neuron
response values, thus obtaining the final calibration values. The calibration
feature values are incorporated into the original feature values during the
model’s training process.

Based on this response value calibration method, we propose a plugin-
based module to integrate the calibration values into mainstream neural net-
works. The plugin-based module is incorporated into a modified ResNet
architecture, which we call Response Calibration Networks.

4.1. Calibration Value Calculation

In the proposed method, we consider the Gaussian distribution’s mean
to reflect the convolutional kernel’s general capability in processing features,
which is of significant importance. Response values closer to the mean are
assigned larger weights, whereas response values farther from the mean are
assigned smaller weights.

It is hypothesized that the response values generated by any convolutional
kernel follow a Gaussian distribution Ek ∼ N (uk,σ

2
k), where uk and σk are

the mean and standard deviation, respectively, of the convolution kernel k.
For an response value ak ≤ µk, the corresponding weight wk is calculated as
follows:

wk =
1

σk

√
2π

∫ x

−∞
exp

(
−(t− µk)

2

2σ2
k

)
dt. (1)

The above results can be simplified with the Error function (erf):

wk =
1

2

[
1 + erf

(
ak − µk

σk

√
2

)]
. (2)
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The formula can be further simplified as follows:

wk = Φ(x)

=
1

2

[
1 + erf

(
x√
2

)]
, (3)

where x = (ak − µk)/σk and Φ(x) = P (X ≤ x), X ∼ N (0, 1) is the cu-
mulative distribution function (CDF) of the standard normal distribution.
This operation ensures that the closer the response value is to the mean, the
greater the corresponding weight.

If ak > µk, signifying that the response value is distant from the mean,
the weight value wk = 1 − Φ(x). In other words, we use the cumulative
distribution function at the point symmetric to the mean position as the
final weight. This operation reduces the weight associated with a response
value as it deviates further from the mean.

To summarize, the weight wk is defined by the following expression:

wk =

{
1− Φ(x), ak > µk

Φ(x), ak ≤ µk

. (4)

The adjustment value ck is computed as follows:

ck = ak ∗ wk

=

{
ak ∗ (1− Φ(x)), ak > µk

ak ∗ Φ(x), ak ≤ µk

. (5)

From Eq. 4, it can be observed that when the neuron response value
is less than the mean, our weight formula aligns with that of GELU [30].
Conversely, when the neuron’s response value exceeds the mean, our weight
values differ from GELU’s; however, their total remains 1.

4.2. Integration Scheme for Calibration Value

We apply the adjustment values sequentially before the original activation
function. Assuming the activation function is ReLU, the adjustment values
are incorporated into its input. Taking the basic block of a ResNet as an
example, the input values enter the basic block and split into two branches:
the residual branch and the shortcut branch. The residual branch processes
the input in the following order: Conv → BN → ReLU → Conv → BN.
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Figure 3: ResNet block and ResCNet block.

The output of the residual branch is then added to the shortcut branch
and passed through a ReLU function. We integrate the proposed method
(similar to the SE Layer) after the second BN layer. By examining the
feature processing flow, we can observe the difference between our method
and SE layer. SE layer scales the original features and uses them as the final
output of the residual branch. In contrast, the proposed method adds the
calibration values to the original feature values.

We have developed this scheme as a module, facilitating its integration
into mainstream models. For instance, we have integrated the calibration
module into ResNet, naming this model variant Response Calibration Net-
works (ResCNets). A basic block design is illustrated in Fig. 3. We employ
Multi-Layer Perceptrons (MLPs) to fit the mean and standard deviation cor-
responding to each convolutional kernel. Subsequently, we use Eq. 5 to scale
the original feature values, resulting in the calibration values.
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5. Experiments

In this section, we conducted extensive experiments to validate the ef-
fectiveness of the method proposed in this paper. We compared the perfor-
mance of the original ResNet models with other variants, such as SENet,
the ResCNet proposed in this paper across various datasets. Additionally,
in the ablation study section, we also explored other integration methods for
calibration values.

5.1. Experiment Setting

5.1.1. Datasets

The datasets we adopted contain CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100 [39], SVHN [41],
and ImageNet [42], which are widely used datasets for the classification task.
CIFAR-10 & CIFAR-100. Both of the CIFAR datasets [39] consists of
60,000 colour images of size 32×32 pixels. CIFAR-10 has 10 distinct classes,
and CIFAR-100 contains 100 classes. Each dataset is split into a training set
with 50,000 images and a test set with 10,000 images.
SVHN. The Street View House Numbers (SVHN) dataset [41] contains a
total of 630,420 color images with a resolution of 32×32 pixels. Each image is
centered about a number from one to ten. The official dataset split contains
73,257 training images and 26,032 test images, but there are also 531,131
additional training images available.
ImageNet. ImageNet is a vast image database widely used in visual ob-
ject recognition research. The most highly-used subset of ImageNet is the
ImageNet Large Scale Visual Recognition Challenge (ILSVRC) 2012 image
classification dataset. This dataset spans 1, 000 object classes and contains
1, 281, 167 training images and 50, 000 validation images.

5.1.2. Parameters

Our study trained convolutional neural networks for 200 epochs on datasets
including CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and SVHN using the Stochastic Gradient
Descent (SGD) optimizer. For the ImageNet dataset, training was conducted
for 90 epochs. During the initial phase, models were warmed up for 5 epochs.
The learning rates were set as follows: 0.1 for CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and
ImageNet; 0.01 for SVHN. The batch sizes were 128 for CIFAR-10, CIFAR-
100, and SVHN, and 256 for ImageNet. In terms of learning rate schedulers,
aside from using the StepLR scheduler for the ImageNet dataset, all other
datasets employ a CosineAnnealingLR [43] scheduler.
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Params (K) FLOPs (M) Accuracy(%)

Dataset CIFAR-10 & SVHN CIFAR-100 CIFAR-10 & SVHN CIFAR-100 CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 SVHN

ResNet-32 466.91 472.76 70.37 70.38 93.72 71.91 95.82
SENet-32 480.35 486.20 70.67 70.68 93.73 72.26 95.77
ResCNet-32 (Ours) 488.33 494.18 70.68 70.68 93.79 72.76 95.87

ResNet-56 855.77 861.62 127.91 127.92 94.51 73.79 96.00
SENet-56 879.96 885.81 128.45 128.46 94.51 74.68 95.88
ResCNet-56 (Ours) 894.33 900.18 128.47 128.47 94.61 73.81 96.10

ResNet-50 23520.84 23705.25 1304.94 1308.84 95.81 80.79 96.29
SENet-50 26078.39 26262.80 1314.48 1321.98 95.75 80.68 96.26
ResCNet-50 (Ours) 27324.41 27508.82 1316.25 1316.43 95.83 80.87 96.31

Table 1: Results of the sequential scheme (ResCNet). Model architectures with 32,
and 56 layers have 3 stage blocks (downsampling in the last two stages), and 50 layers has
4 stage blocks (downsampling in the last three stages). We compare the performance of
ResNet, SENet, and ResCNet models with the same number of layers. The bold indicates
the best performance.

Regarding the reduction hyperparameter for the sequential scheme, a
value of 4 was used for ResNet architectures with 32 and 56 layers, while a
value of 16 was applied to ResNet with 18, 34, and 50 layers.

5.2. Experimental Results

5.2.1. Comparision with Other Calibration Methods

We compared the performance of the original ResNet models with other
variants, including SENet and the ResCNet proposed in this paper. The re-
sults on the CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and SVHN datasets are shown in Tab.1.
It can be observed that as the depth of the model increases, the proposed
ResCNet outperforms both ResNet and SENet in terms of performance. In
scenarios with a larger number of model parameters and deeper layers, the
proposed ResCNet performs better than both SENet and ResNet.

We also validated the effectiveness of the ResCNet model on the ImageNet
dataset, with the experimental results shown in Tab. 2 and Fig. 4. It can be
observed that ResCNet effectively enhances the performance of the model.
Although SENet-50 was trained for 100 epochs, ResCNet-50 outperformed
SENet-50 after training for just 90 epochs. The training curves in Fig. 4
demonstrate that the Top-1 error rate of the ResCNet model consistently
remains below that of the ResNet model throughout the training process,
indicating that the ResCNet model has better convergence capabilities.
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Params (M) FLOPs (G) Top-1 Accuracy (%) Top-5 Accuracy (%)

ResNet-18 (TorchVision)∗ 11.70 1.81 69.758 89.078
ResNet-18 (Re-Implementation) 11.70 1.81 70.098 89.260
ResCNet-18 (Ours) 11.82 1.83 70.354 89.586

ResNet-34 (TorchVision)∗ 21.80 3.66 73.314 91.42
ResNet-34 (Re-Implementation) 21.80 3.66 73.486 91.526
ResCNet-34 (Ours) 22.04 3.68 73.816 91.546

ResNet-50 (TorchVision)∗ 25.60 4.09 76.130 92.862
ResNet-50 (Re-Implementation) 25.60 4.09 76.200 92.886
SENet-50∗ - - 76.710 93.380
ResCNet-50 (Ours) 29.36 4.15 76.920 93.298

Table 2: ImageNet result using ResNet and ResCNet. “∗” indicates that the
result is from the original paper or the official result. ResNet and ResCNet were trained
for 90 epochs, whereas SENet was trained for 100 epochs. The bold indicates the best
performance.
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Figure 4: Top-1 error of ImageNet using ResNet and ResCNet. From the training
curves, it can be observed that the error rate of the ResCNet model is lower than that of
the ResNet model.

5.2.2. Visualization of Calibration Effect

We visualized the calibrated features and compared them with those of
ResNet and SENet, as shown in Fig. 5. It can be observed that the features
generated by the method proposed in this paper exhibit stronger distinc-
tiveness compared to other methods. Although the SE layer can also adjust
feature values, the extent of these adjustments is relatively small, and the
distinction between different features is not pronounced. Essentially, the SE
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Figure 5: Comparison of response value distributions. We compared the response
value distributions of the ResNet-32, SENet-32, and ResCNet-32 models on the CIFAR-
100 dataset. The red dashed bounding boxes serve as visual indicators of the enhanced
discriminability in neural feature responses.

layer primarily scales the features from the residual branch. However, the
approach proposed in this paper involves calculating additional calibration
values for the features in the residual branch, which enhances the specificity
among features, thereby providing stronger feature distinctiveness.

5.2.3. Exploration of ResCNet Performance Limits

In this section, we explore the performance limits of the ResCNet model
by employing several deep-learning tricks. We conducted experiments using
the ResNet-50 and ResCNet-50 models on the CIFAR-100 dataset. The tricks
used are as follows:

1. Utilized the downsampling structure proposed by ResNet-D [44].

2. Increased training epochs to 300 and warm-up epochs to 20.

3. AutoAugment (AA) [45].

4. Random Erasing (p = 0.5) [46].

5. Mixup (alpha = 1.0) [47].
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ResNet-50 ResCNet-50

Baseline 80.79 80.87
+ResNet-D’s Downsampling Block 80.91 81.91
+Long Training 82.19 82.21
+AutoAugment 83.14 82.91
+Random Erasing 83.58 83.25
+Mixup 84.60 84.31
+Cutmix 85.81 85.73
+Large BatchSize 85.84 86.17
+Distributed training 85.92 86.31

Table 3: CIFAR-100 result using ResNet-50 and ResCNet-50. All scores are
denoted in %.

6. Cutmix (alpha = 1.0) [48].

7. Used a larger batch size of 256 without changing the learning rate.

8. Distributed training (2 × RTX3090, the batch size of each GPU is 128).

We also used a technique similar to Random Erasing, known as Cutout [49],
in our preliminary experiments. However, we found that Random Erasing
yielded better results, approximately 0.4% higher than Cutout. Learning
rate scaling did not yield good results. For instance, when the batch size was
increased to 256 and the learning rate was adjusted to 0.2, the performance
decreased by 0.3%. Overall, the hyperparameters we used were identified
as optimal through extensive experimentation. The experimental results are
shown in Tab. 3.

The experimental results show that the ResCNet-50 model performs ex-
cellently on the CIFAR-100 dataset by incorporating various deep-learning
training tricks. Compared to ResNet-50 (85.92%), our proposed ResCNet-
50 model achieves a superior performance of 86.31%. To the best of our
knowledge, we are the first to achieve over 86% accuracy on the CIFAR-100
dataset with a 50-layer ResNet model variant without utilizing additional
training data or pre-trained models1, as of the time of submission. These
results demonstrate the effectiveness of our method.

1https://paperswithcode.com/sota/image-classification-on-cifar-100
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#FC reduction Activation layer Top-1 Accuracy (%) Top-5 Accuracy (%)

2 - - 72.76 92.67
3 2 - 72.21 92.54
3 4 - 72.76 92.54
3 4 ReLU 72.36 91.96
3 4 Sigmoid 72.38 92.62

Table 4: The impact of different implementations of the RC Layer on model
performance. The dataset used is CIFAR-100, and the model is ResCNet-32. The
first row of experimental results serves as the baseline. The bold indicates the best
performance.

5.3. Ablation Study

In this section, we primarily explore the performance differences resulting
from the implementation of the RC Layer, as well as the impact of other
calibration value integration methods on model performance.

5.3.1. RC Layer Implementations

In the specific implementation of the RC Layer, we employ three fully
connected (FC) layers to fit the mean and standard deviation corresponding
to each convolutional kernel. In principle, using two FC layers is sufficient
for learning the mean and standard deviation. However, employing two FC
layers would significantly increase the model’s parameter count. For instance,
if the convolutional layer has C channels, using two FC layers would increase
the model’s parameters by 2 ∗ C ∗ C. Conversely, with three FC layers,
where the reduction factor in the middle layer is r, the total parameter count
becomes 3 ∗C ∗ r. Typically, r is much smaller than C, thereby reducing the
significant increase in model parameters. Through this approach, we achieve
feature calibration without a notable increase in the model’s parameter count.

We compared the effects of different implementations of the RC Layer on
the model. The model utilized was ResCNet-32, and the dataset employed
was CIFAR-100. In the experiments, we observed that implementations with
two FC layers and three FC layers produced similar results in terms of Top-1
accuracy. Consequently, we also present the Top-5 accuracy to offer a more
precise comparison of model performance. We also examined the impact
of incorporating an activation function in the middle layer of the three FC
layers implementation. The experimental results are shown in Tab.4.
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Figure 6: Proposed integration schemes. Sequential and parallel refer to the position
of the calibration layer relative to the activation function layer. The original approach
(ResCNet) is termed “serial scheme”.

Experimental results show minimal differences in final model performance
between implementations with two and three FC layers. Adjusting the re-
duction hyperparameter allows both implementations to achieve comparable
performance levels. Given that the module proposed in this paper is an ad-
ditional component designed not to increase the model’s parameter count
significantly, we consider these experimental results acceptable. Experimen-
tal results also indicate that using an activation function does not enhance
model performance. We speculate that this may be because the activation
function disrupts the module’s learning process for the mean and variance of
each neuron, despite potentially providing more nonlinear combinations.

5.3.2. Other calibration value integration method

In integrating the RC Layer, we position the calibration layer after the
last BN in the ResNet block, just before the ReLU activation. We also exper-
imented with placing the calibration layer alongside the ReLU and simplified
the assumption of a Gaussian distribution to observe the resulting perfor-
mance differences. In other words, a duplicate of the input to the ReLU
function is also passed to the adjustment calculation unit. Logically, both
the adjustment calculation unit and the ReLU calculation unit receive the
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Dataset CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100

Activation layer ReLU GELU GCLU (Ours) ReLU GELU GCLU (Ours)

AlexNet 85.85 84.86 86.98 57.65 1.23 62.33
VGG-16 93.86 93.69 94.15 73.21 72.47 74.13
ResNet-8 88.14 88.37 88.38 60.73 60.61 60.82
ResNet-32 93.72 93.73 93.24 71.91 71.87 71.75

ViT-Tiny 82.37 83.12 82.61 55.59 57.81 56.63
Swin-Tiny 85.93 84.76 85.71 59.54 57.25 58.92
Cait-XXS 84.28 84.14 84.46 59.16 59.77 59.67

Table 5: Accuracy performance of different activation functions. The bold
indicates the best performance. All scores are denoted in %.

same input and compute in parallel. We refer to this approach as parallel
integration, while the original approach is termed serial integration. “Serial”
and “Parallel” refer to their positioning relative to the original activation
function. The diagrams for the two integration methods are shown in Fig. 6.

In the parallel scheme, we assume that the input features follow a stan-
dard Gaussian distribution with a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 1.
Additionally, we integrate this parallel computation into a design that resem-
bles an activation function similar to ReLU. We name the activation function
proposed in this paper as the Gaussian Calibration Linear Unit (GCLU). In
this case, the final activation value is the sum of the original response value
and the calibration value. Assuming the input is ak, and ak ∼ N (0, 1). The
final response value is f(ak), the formulaic expression is:

f(ak) = ReLU(ak) + ck

= ReLU(ak) + ak ∗ wk

=

{
ak ∗ (2− Φ(ak)), ak > 0

ak ∗ Φ(ak), ak ≤ 0
. (6)

Considering the generality of the activation function, we explored the
performance of the parallel integration approach across more models utilizing
the CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets. The evaluated model architectures
include AlexNet, VGGNet, ResNet, Vision Transformer (ViT) [50], Swin
Transformer [51], and Cait [52]. The results are presented in Tab. 5.
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Approximation form
CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100

Accuracy (%) Time (hour) Accuracy (%) Time (hour)

- 93.24 2.73 71.75 2.90
Sigmoid 93.35 2.43 72.32 2.40
Tanh 93.57 2.67 71.67 2.73

Table 6: The influence of GCLU’s approximation forms on ResNet-32’s per-
formance across CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100 datasets. ”Sigmoid” represents the
approximate form of Eq. 7, and ”Tanh” represents the approximate form of Eq. 8. The
first row of the experimental results represents the original results without using the ap-
proximate forms. The bold indicates the best performance.

Experimental results indicate that the proposed activation function ex-
hibits strong competitiveness relative to other mainstream activation func-
tions. Additionally, issues with model non-convergence were observed when
using AlexNet with GELU on the CIFAR-100 dataset. In contrast, the pro-
posed method, similar to ReLU, did not encounter any issues with non-
convergence. The results also demonstrate that the proposed activation
function significantly enhances performance in models lacking Batch Nor-
malization layers, such as AlexNet. As network depth increases and Batch
Normalization layers are introduced, the proposed activation function per-
forms comparably to, or better than, other activation functions. Overall, the
activation function proposed in this paper demonstrates significant advan-
tages in shallow convolutional neural network models and approaches to the
performance of ReLU in deeper models, or GELU in visual transformers.

Previous studies [30, 53, 54] have pointed out that there are two main ap-
proximation forms of the CDF of the standard normal distribution, namely:

Φ(x) ≈ σ(1.702x). (7)

and

Φ(x) ≈ 1

2

[
1 + tanh

(√
2

π

(
x+ 0.044715x3

))]
. (8)

We explored the impact of these two approximation forms on model
performance using the ResNet-32 model on the CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100
datasets. The experimental results are presented in Tab. 6. The experimental
results show that the approximation forms of the function have a relatively
minor impact on model performance, and the approximations can accelerate
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the training speed of the model in practice. The approximate form of Eq. 7
has the shortest training time because it does not involve complex exponen-
tial, division, or square root operations. Overall, the approximate forms of
the GCLU activation function can reduce computational complexity, which
is significant for promoting its application in mainstream neural networks.

6. Conclusion

In this paper, we propose a method to adjust neuron responses from a
feature distribution perspective. This method involves adapting two train-
able parameters, the mean and standard deviation for each neuron, which
are used to calculate calibration values for their responses. These calibration
values are subsequently added to the original responses. Based on these cal-
ibration values, we propose a plugin-based calibration module. This module
is integrated into a modified ResNet architecture, termed Response Calibra-
tion Networks (ResCNet). Extensive experiments validate the effectiveness of
the proposed response calibration technique. We hope this work will inspire
future research on optimizing models from a distributional perspective.
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