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Abstract

Model compression is essential in the deployment of large Computer Vision mod-
els on embedded devices. However, static optimization techniques (e.g. pruning,
quantization, etc.) neglect the fact that different inputs have different complexi-
ties, thus requiring different amount of computations. Dynamic Neural Networks
allow to condition the number of computations to the specific input. The current
literature on the topic is very extensive and fragmented. We present a compre-
hensive survey that synthesizes and unifies existing Dynamic Neural Networks
research in the context of Computer Vision. Additionally, we provide a logical
taxonomy based on which component of the network is adaptive: the output, the
computation graph or the input. Furthermore, we argue that Dynamic Neural
Networks are particularly beneficial in the context of Sensor Fusion for better
adaptivity, noise reduction and information prioritization. We present preliminary
works in this direction.

Keywords: Dynamic Neural Networks, Multi-modal Dynamic Sensor Fusion,
Adaptive Neural Networks, Early Exits, Dynamic Routing, Token Skimming

1 Introduction

In the past decade, the introduction of architectural paradigms such as Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs) and Vision Transformers (ViTs) has enabled substantial
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Fig. 1: The three types of Dynamic Neural Networks we consider in the survey.
From left to right: (a) Early Exits networks decide at which point to output, (b)
Dynamic routing networks use a Mixture-of-Experts and decide which computational
path is optimal according to the input, (c) Token skimming networks decide which
subset of tokens will attend the following blocks.

advancements in the Computer Vision field. The use of these models for practical appli-
cations has also driven the necessity to explore reduction techniques for deployment
in low-computation devices. Model compression methods like quantization (Gholami
et al., 2021), pruning (Cheng et al., 2024), knowledge distillation (Gou et al., 2021),
neural architecture search (White et al., 2023), and low-rank factorization (Swami-
nathan et al., 2020) have demonstrated how Neural Networks are often unnecessarily
overparameterized (Deng et al., 2020). On the other hand, these optimization tech-
niques do not take into account the different amount of computations needed for each
input, disregarding the fact that different inputs have different complexities. Dynamic
Neural Networks allow one to work around this problem by conditioning the com-
putation path of a network to its input—refer to Figure 1 for an overview of the
different types of Dynamic Neural Networks. A parallel can be drawn with the human
perception system, which is able to adaptively allocate time and scrutiny for visual
recognition, where simple glimpses are sufficient to recognize simple objects and scenes,
while more time and attention are required in cases where the elements are occluded
or complicated (Schiebener et al., 2013; Walther et al., 2010).
A Dynamic Neural Network is defined as a deep learning model that is able to adjust
the number of computations according to the complexity of the input (Han et al.,
2021; Xu and McAuley, 2023). This is obtained by introducing some elasticity within
the network (usually gating or decision modules), which allows one to differentiate
between easy and hard samples and take a computation path decision accordingly.
In some cases, the complexity estimation can also be steered by other external fac-
tors such as the overall computational budget or the environmental conditions (Wang
et al., 2019; Malawade et al., 2022; Devoto et al., 2024).
Furthermore, we argue that the adaptability of Dynamic Neural Networks is a partic-
ularly beneficial property in the context of Sensor Fusion—however, this is currently
an underexplored research area. Studies suggest that, in the human brain, distinct
parts are highly specialized in different tasks (Kandel et al.), e.g. spatial information
and object information are processed separately (Goodale and Milner, 1992). Fur-
thermore, studies on different living organisms have shown how the loss of a sense
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Fig. 2: Overview of the publications considered in this survey, grouped by year
and topic. In total, 148 publications have been reviewed: 62 for the Early Exits Section,
44 for the Dynamic Routing Section, 27 for the Token Skimming Section, and 15 in
the Dynamic Sensor Fusion Section.

gets compensated from the remaining sensory modalities (Rabinowitch et al., 2016).
In Computer Vision, Multi-modal Sensor Fusion can be defined as the aptitude of a
model to combine, interpret, and reason on information coming from different sensors
and express various aspects of the same environment, aiming at a better perception
of the surroundings in different contexts and conditions (Fung et al., 2017).
We observe that Sensor Fusion models can strongly benefit from the use of adaptive
techniques for multiple reasons. Firstly, they allow sample-aware model efficiency. Fur-
thermore, the learned adaptivity produces robustness against the noise generated by
non-optimal environmental conditions in which the sensors are exposed. Finally, there
is an intrinsic ability of these techniques to identify critical information by design.
This allows to organize the processing according to input importance and computa-
tion budget constraints. As can be seen in Figure 2, Dynamic Neural Networks are
gaining traction, with the number of papers steadily increasing year by year. While—
as will be discussed later in this section—existing survey papers have covered similar
directions, there is still a lack of a survey paper and a clear taxonomy that focuses on
Computer Vision.
Thus, we present a survey of Dynamic Neural Networks in the context of Computer

Vision, outlining the most representative methods. We categorize concepts, meth-
ods, and techniques in this field through the structuring of clear taxonomy so that it
becomes easier to understand and navigate. Our goal is to create a standardized lan-
guage that supports the exploration of methodologies and applications in the domain
through a comparison of recent advancements.
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Taxonomy

The full tree structure of the paper is shown in Figure 3. For better readability and
reachability, we gathered the papers related to Computer Vision methods and appli-
cations in the first part of this survey, and those related to Sensor Fusion applications
in the second half. In Section 2 we introduce the advancements of Dynamic Neural
Network techniques in the scope of Computer Vision, dividing them into three logical
splits according to where the dynamicity is introduced:

(i) In Early Exits (Section 2.1), we discuss those networks that take decisions on where
the output is returned within the architecture. We show here the most important
solutions, then we present methods that improve certain aspects of Early Exiting
and we conclude by introducing some papers that present the application of these
methods to specific tasks and use cases.

(ii) In Dynamic Routing (Section 2.2), we explore all those techniques that work
directly on a dynamic computational path, either by constructing it on the fly or
routing the computation to different model blocks according to the input needs (as
is in the case of Mixture-of-Experts). The last part in this Section is dedicated to
the application of these methods to various tasks.

(iii) In Token Skimming (Section 2.3), we focus on models that reduce the input to each
block of layers within a network. This chapter focuses on Transformer models, and
it is split between techniques that drop parts of the tokens and techniques that
decide to merge together less significant tokens. Last, we present other methods
and the applications of skimming to tasks that differ from image classification.

In Section 3, we present publications that apply these types of techniques in the context
of Sensor Fusion. We first delve into why this branch of vision can particularly benefit
from the introduction of adaptability in the fusion architecture, and then we present
the solutions grouped by task.

Scope

This survey discusses Dynamic Neural Networks only in the context of Computer
Vision and their application in Sensor Fusion, independently of the task that the
paper tackles. We do not cover papers coming from other fields in deep learning
(e.g. Natural Language Processing, Graph Neural Networks), although some of those
might be mentioned when important in the context of the discussion. Furthermore,
we considered only papers from the last 8 years, i.e., from January 2016 to September
2024.

Related surveys

This paper is related to existing surveys: Scardapane et al. (2020) discusses the theo-
retical foundation theory for Early Exits Neural Networks. Chen et al. (2021a) explores
sparsity in ViT models, including Token Skimming approaches discussed in detail also
in our survey, while Farina et al. (2024) is a more recent survey on the same topic. Han
et al. (2021) discusses advancements in Dynamic Routing techniques, focusing mostly
on the dynamicity of the computational path. Scardapane et al. (2024) presents a
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A Survey on Dynamic Neural Networks:
from Computer Vision to
Multi-modal Sensor Fusion

2 Dynamic Computer Vision Techniques

2.1 Early Exits

2.1.1 Architectures

2.1.2 Methods

Exit policy

Loss weighting

Exiting positioning

Learning methods

Train-test mismatch

Self distillation

Bag-of-Features, quantization, OOD, and NAS

2.1.3 Applications

2.2 Computational Routing

2.2.1 Dynamic architectures

Dynamic computation path

Dynamic components

2.2.2 Mixture of Experts

2.2.3 Applications

2.3 Token Skimming

2.3.1 Token dropping

Hierarchical

Per block

2.3.2 Token merging

2.3.3 Other methods and applications

3 Applications in Sensor Fusion

Object detection

Semantic segmentation

Autonomous vision-based navigation

Other sensor fusion
approaches

Fig. 3: Taxonomy of Dynamic Neural Network techniques presented in this
survey, categorized by application domain (Computer Vision and Sensor Fusion) and
specific method. The diagram highlights key methods such as Early Exits (in green),
Computational Routing (in blue), Token Skimming (in red), and their applications in
various Sensor Fusion tasks (in yellow).

general formalization of all these approaches, which tries to unify under the same def-
inition all conditional computing methods. Matsubara et al. (2022) provides a survey
that puts in relation Early Exits models with computation splitting between on-device
and cloud resources. In Xu and McAuley (2023), a survey on Dynamic Neural Net-
works for Natural Language Processing is presented. This paper shares a very similar
structure with ours but focuses on NLP and presents a limited selection of publica-
tions.
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Finally, to the best of our knowledge, no existing survey comprehensively examines
the application of Dynamic Neural Networks in the context of Sensor Fusion.

Contribution

In contrast to existing works, our survey paper provides a comprehensive overview
of relevant papers in the domain of Dynamic Neural Networks for Computer Vision,
while at the same time, linking them to the highly relevant field of Sensor Fusion. We
can summarize our main contributions as follows:

• We present a comprehensive and up-to-date survey focusing on Computer Vision
techniques that adjust the number of computations of their architecture dynami-
cally, based on the input complexity. We present a total of 146 publications relevant
to the field.

• We provide a clear taxonomy of the methods according to which component of the
network is adaptable. We grouped the sections according to where the network pro-
vides output (Early Exits), how the network builds its computation path (Dynamic
Routing), or what portion of the input has been considered (Token Skimming).

• We argue that Dynamic Neural Network techniques are especially beneficial in the
context of Sensor Fusion. We present all the seminal works available in this regard,
dividing them according to the task they tackle.

2 Dynamic Computer Vision Techniques

2.1 Early exits

The idea at the base of the development of Early Exits networks is rooted in the
assumption that samples in a dataset can vary a lot in complexity. Following this prin-
ciple, traditional Neural Networks tend to be overparametrized for most of the samples,
which could potentially be inferred with just a fraction of the parameters used. Fur-
thermore, in the case of easy samples, Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) have
been shown to be capable of extracting features in the early layers that are already
sufficient for a confident classification (Panda et al., 2016). For these reasons, Early
Exits networks propose to evaluate the confidence of the model in the prediction of
output at different stages within the network, with the option of exiting the compu-
tation path earlier, if the model is confident enough on the prediction. This has a
twofold purpose: it allows to optimize the computational cost of the model tailored
to the input difficulty, and moreover, it avoids the phenomenon of overthinking, a cir-
cumstance in which a correct prediction in the early stages of a network gets corrupted
by noise in deeper layers (Kaya et al., 2019). The confidence evaluation of a model is
carried out by attaching a number of auxiliary classifiers to the intermediate blocks of
the network. Section 2.1.2 further illustrates different methods for the determination
of the number and position of the exit points, and how to properly construct and eval-
uate the prediction confidence score of a network in the early stages. Before exploring
the major contributions in the field, we present here a summary of the formulation of
the Early Exits models presented in Scardapane et al. (2020) and Scardapane et al.
(2024), to which we refer for more details.
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A Neural Network can be seen as a composition of b sequential blocks:

f(x) = fb ◦ fb−1 ◦ · · · ◦ f1(x) (1)

where fi is the i-th block of the network with i ∈ {0, 1..., b}, fb is the final output
of the network and ◦ denotes the function composition. We can produce an Early
Exits model by attaching an arbitrary amount of auxiliary classifiers. For the sake of
simplicity, an example with a classifier after the i-th network block can be written as:

yi(x) = ci ◦ (fi ◦ fi−1 ◦ · · · ◦ f1(x)) (2)

where ci is the classifier attached to the i-th block. Generally speaking, in a classifi-
cation network, an Early Exits auxiliary module is composed of a pooling operation
to reduce the feature size followed by a Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) which pro-
duces the classification output. The design of the classifier is strongly dependent on
the network architecture. For CNNs, especially in the early stages, where the feature
maps resolution is still large, an ad-hoc downsampling step is required, followed by the
MLP head for classification. In the case of ViTs, since the token dimension remains
constant throughout the network, the same MLP head or multiple MLP heads of the
same shape can be reused. The most common practice is to train Early Exits models
by aggregating the final loss λF with the losses λi computed at all the intermediate
intervals. The optimization objective then becomes:

f∗ = arg min

{
λF +

b−1∑
i=1

αiλi

}
(3)

where αi weights the contribution of each auxiliary classifier to the overall loss. A
popular exit policy solution is the one proposed by Teerapittayanon et al. (2016). It
consists of calculating an entropy score:

H(y) =
∑
c∈C

yc log
1

yc
(4)

where y is a vector containing computed probabilities yc for all possible class labels
and C is the set. The exiting decision is then based on the score as follows:

d =

{
1, if H(y) ≤ τ

0, if H(y) > τ
(5)

where τ is a defined threshold for entropy and d is the decision variable; d = 0 indicates
an exit and d = 1 indicates a continuation of the computations.
We proceed now to illustrate the major contributions in the field of Early Exits models.
Section 2.1.1 presents the key architectures that have been introduced in the literature,
Section 2.1.2 discusses papers that try to improve specific aspects of the learning
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process of these types of networks, while Section 2.1.3 focuses on applications to other
tasks rather than classification.

2.1.1 Architectures

Following the principle that only a small fraction of inputs require the full computa-
tional effort of a network, while a large majority of the data samples can be classified
correctly even in the very early stages of a network, Panda et al. (2016) is the first
paper to inject Early Exits classifiers into a pretrained network. It takes a trained
network and attaches linear classifiers at each layer, to establish if the layer is good
enough to produce a correct classification output with confidence. The paper also
includes a study on how to determine a good threshold to stop the computations.
BranchyNet (Teerapittayanon et al., 2016) improves on top of Panda et al. (2016) by
presenting an end-to-end training procedure of the Neural Network: instead of hav-
ing classifiers attached to the already trained network, this solution proposes to train
the whole network end-to-end, with exit points composed of MLP branches for clas-
sification along the architecture. The network is trained by optimizing the sum of the
loss functions associated with the classification at each exit point. The model uses
an entropy score of a classifier’s output (see equation (4)) as a measurement of the
model’s confidence in having a correct prediction. The contribution of each loss to the
overall loss in (Teerapittayanon et al., 2016) is set manually, and the authors observe
that weighting more early branches encourages a more discriminative feature learning
in the early layers of the network, allowing more samples to exit with high confidence.
A simplified schematic of the architecture can be seen in Figure 1(a). Other methods
for computing the confidence score in different ways are discussed in more detail in
Section 2.1.2. Kaya et al. (2019) proposes a slight variation with respect to the original
BranchyNet paper, where the pre-trained weights are frozen and only the classifiers
of the Early Exits are trained. Jie et al. (2021) adopts a CNN-based architecture that
allows each sample to adaptively select its own optimal exit within a specific time
budget. At each exit, there is a module trained through deep Reinforcement Learning
which predicts the optimal exit for each sample.
Huang et al. (2018) presents MSDNet, a new architecture that builds on top of
DenseNet, with each layer working on multiple scales by maintaining multiple filter
sizes of diminishing spatial dimensions, but growing depth. Figure 4 presents the over-
all schematic of the architecture. Within a layer, features are produced for all scales
by iteratively striding the fine feature to a coarser level. This process is repeated for
each layer of the network, facilitating correct classifications even in the early layers,
but also extracting low-level features that can become useful after several layers. The
output of each feature is propagated in the respective scale feature in the next layer,
as well as downsampled to be passed to coarser classifiers in the next layer. Intermedi-
ate classifiers are appended throughout the network to perform Early Exits strategies,
while dense connections are also incorporated to prevent the classifiers from altering
internal representations. Yang et al. (2020) proposes some variation in the implemen-
tation with respect to MSDNet. Compared to MSDNet, the dense blocks with the
smallest scale input are taken into account first and processed throughout all depths
of the network. The processing at finer scales happens at a later stage. The key idea
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Fig. 4: Illustrative example of MSDNet (Multi-Scale Dense Network). MSD-
Net processes the input image through a multi-scale architecture, enabling feature
extraction at various resolutions. The feature maps shown in blue and classifiers
highlighted in orange are active during this example, while the grey blocks indicate
components that are not in use. For the complete scheme, please refer to Huang et al.
(2018).

is that this low-scale resolution is sufficient to classify easy samples better in the early
stages, whereas higher resolution is beneficial only for more difficult inputs later on,
which are also more computationally costly.
More recently, with the advent of Transformer-based architectures, Wang et al. (2021)
proposes a framework named Dynamic Vision Transformer (DVT) which aims at find-
ing the correct patch size for tokenization at which the image has to be processed to
guarantee a confident output. In the Transformer architecture, the complexity of the
model is quadratic with respect to the number of tokens that attend the attention
block. For this reason, a lower number of tokens translates into a much faster model.
The paper trains a cascade of Transformers, where each model uses a larger number of
smaller tokens at each scale. In this way, images are processed at a coarse level at first
with a low number of tokens, and then more details are processed at each iteration
including a larger number of tokens derived from smaller patches. The model exits in
the case where the prediction output is sufficiently confident. The paper presents also
feature-wise and relationship-wise reuse mechanisms to reduce redundant computa-
tions already performed by the layer that processed the coarser tokens.
Tang et al. (2023) proposes an alternative method to perform Early Exits of tokens
in the ViT for semantic segmentation. After each Transformer block in the encoder,
an auxiliary head determines which of the tokens can be halted and passed through
the decoder, and which need more computations. The paper further discusses the case
where all the tokens of a given easy category get stopped in the early stages, losing the
possibility to provide contextual information in the attention operation to the tokens
of other classes. To avoid this, for each category, at least one token and at most top-k
of them are kept. This paper presents an approach that is in-between Token Skimming
and Early Exits, which possible only due to the repetitive nature of the Tranformer
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architecture.
Han et al. (2023) proposes a novel architecture called Dynamic Perceiver, which aims
at decoupling the feature extraction procedure and the early classification task with a
dual-branch architecture. In this model, one branch is dedicated only to the extraction
of image features, while a second branch processes the extracted features by perform-
ing classification tasks. The two branches progressively exchange information down
the network via two specifically designed modules: the feature-to-latent cross-attention
and the latent-to-feature cross-attention. A token mixer module is also inserted in the
classification branch with the purpose of reducing the token length and expanding the
hidden dimension of the latent vectors. A self-distillation loss is used in combination
with cross-entropy loss to further improve the accuracy.
Finally, Xue et al. (2023) introduces a different architecture paradigm type called
AdaTape. In this case, the paper presents a foundation model based on a Transformer
architecture which has also the ability to read and store tokens from a tape bank which
can be either trainable or derived. The dynamic reading from the bank is regulated
through a proposed dynamic halting algorithm, called Adaptive Tape Reading.

2.1.2 Methods

Different methods have been proposed in the literature to improve the learning
process of Early Exits networks, targeting their exit policy, loss weighting, exit posi-
tioning, used learning approach, train-test mismatches, self distillation, as well as
Bag-of-Features, Out-of-Distribution and Neural Architecture Search aspects.

Exit policy

The exit policy is the logical component within an Early Exits network which is in
charge of determining whether the model has processed the input enough to provide
an intermediate output. Scardapane et al. (2020) proposes a method to optimize the
Early Exits decision jointly during training by adding a soft gate at each exit that
decides a weighting strategy. The idea is to learn a weighting scheme to combine the
output of the current prediction with the (supposedly improved) output of the next
exit’s prediction. Essentially, the key idea is for the network to self-weight how much
it should rely on the output of the current exit with respect to the output of the next
Early Exit. This strategy allows training the model by exploiting a cross-entropy loss
with respect to the final output solely; thus, it does not need to create a loss that is
a weighted combination of all the losses computed on the intermediate exits. During
inference, the added auxiliary gating value can be considered a standard binary classi-
fier and can be thresholded to evaluate the probability of exit. Furthermore, the paper
proposes a regularization term for the final loss that induces the training process to
take into account also the average computational cost of the network. Similarly, in
Chen et al. (2020) the same idea of learning the stopping policy for Early Exits together
with the network parameters is considered. In this case, the solution views the stop-
ping time as a latent variable conditioned on the input, interpreting the problem as a
variational Bayes one. The training procedure to achieve this consists of decomposing
the problem in two stages, necessary for learning both the predictive model and the
stopping policy. In the first stage the model parameters are learned, assuming that
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the stop time always follows the best stopping distribution. In the second stage, the
exit policy is learned by minimizing the reverse Kullback–Leibler divergence through
a Reinforcement Learning algorithm.
Tan et al. (2021) works on the threshold determination problem proposing an approx-
imate formulation for finding the accuracy-maximum threshold setting that meets a
given average latency requirement. Furthermore, a threshold determination method is
proposed to solve the formulated non-convex problem. The paper presents a theoreti-
cal proof, under certain parameter settings, of an approximate stationary point of the
formulated problem, which is then also verified empirically.
Pomponi et al. (2022) proposes a method to train jointly all the branches of a multi-
exit model by weighting the predictions from each branch with a trained confidence
score. Each confidence score is an approximation of the actual confidence score pro-
duced by the branch, which is calculated and regularized while training the rest of
the model. The key idea is to allow the network to select the best Early Exits for a
given input by associating to each auxiliary classifier an additional confidence score of
exiting. The paper contribution consists in reinterpreting the output of the network
probabilistically adding uncertainty quantification during training. Each confidence
score is used as a parameter for a continuous relaxation of the Bernoulli distribution.
Based on a similar idea, EERO (Valade et al., 2024) is a methodology that revisits the
problem of Early Exiting using multiple classifiers with a reject option to better select
the exiting head for each instance. The problem gets formalized as a classification
with a reject option and establishes the optimal rule for a two-head scenario, deriving
a data-driven procedure to define the rejection threshold. The probabilities of exit-
ing at the different heads are calibrated using aggregation with exponential weights,
with the aim of guaranteeing a fixed budget. Translated into the classification with
reject option vocabulary, the question becomes whether the classifier should classify
the instance or reject it.
Furthremore, Kim and Lee (2024) proposes a method based on Markov Decision
Process (MDP) for the early-exit decision criterion. The key intuition is to use the
sequentiality of the Early Exits decisions to model the exiting strategy as a Markov
decision problem. A sequential inference process of each data sample can be repre-
sented as a single episode with a finite horizon. A Reinforcement Learning approach
is then used to solve the problem by maximizing the accuracy as much as possible
while minimizing computational cost. This solution allows the early-exit decisions to
be dynamic instead of simply using a fixed early-exit criterion.

Loss weighting

Loss weighting methods try to determine the correct contribution of each exit output
to the overall loss, with the aim of improving the learning of the network. It consists
in determining the αi values in equation (3). Wang et al. (2019) proposes DynExit,
a dynamic early-exit strategy for ResNet (He et al., 2015). This strategy introduces
a dynamic loss-weight adjustment mechanism contributing to the weighting of the
final loss as a weighted sum of all the losses, each computed at the respective exit.
Instead of using manually tuned weighting values, in DynExit the weights become a
trainable parameter with a dynamic range, which enables the loss-weight of different
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exit points. For this reason, the correct loss combination can be learned with all
the other parameters, thus pondering the overall contribution of single exits to the
learning process and increasing the overall accuracy. Furthermore, some hardware-
aware optimizations of the implementation of the softmax and the cross entropy loss
are presented, which are adapted to achieve high speed with low hardware complexity.
Finally, Liu and Moon (2023) proposes a Self-supervised Efficient Sample Weighting
method for balancing the contribution of the loss at each of the exits by predicting
weights for input samples based on their losses at each exit. Given a classification loss
and exit confidence for each exit, an MLP model uses pseudo labels as a target to
generate the sample weights to be used in weighting the final loss.

Exit positioning

In this paragraph, we cover those techniques that focus on the determination of
the optimal amount and position of the exit points within an Early Exits network.
The positioning of the exits is a straightforward problem where in most cases the
default option is to have the exits equally distributed within the depth of the network.
Nonetheless, some studies have researched the optimal position of these exit points.
Laskaridis et al. (2020) presents HAPI, a methodology for creating an optimal Early
Exits network design by optimizing the placement of the intermediate exits as well
as the number of exits within a network. The Early Exits variants of the network are
represented in a graph-matrix form that allows the design to be solved as a mathe-
matical optimization problem. The method changes the number and position of Early
Exits along the network by adding and removing nodes in the network graph.
Recently, Liu et al. (2024) proposes a solution to add Early Exits to ViT models,
called MET. It introduces mainly two novelties: first, in between Transformer blocks,
a devised adapter extracts appropriate representations for different exits in a shared
space. To reduce the number of trainable parameters, different adapters in the network
share a part of the parameters. Furthermore, supervised graphs, which characterize
the intra-class and inter-class relationships among samples, are adopted to regular-
ize the representation-learning processes of Early Exits. Furthermore, Li et al. (2023)
builds on top of the work of Passalis et al. (2020) by allowing a fine-grained choice on
the exit points; instead of fixing a determined amount of exit points, a learned com-
ponent decides where to place optimally the position of classifiers for Early Exiting
with respect to any block in the network. This approach takes also into account the
trade-off between model accuracy and energy cost through the use of a hyperparam-
eter. If the classification determines that the network needs more computation to get
to a certain result, the next exit point position will be predicted. Finally, Lin et al.
(2024) also further analyzes the effect of different design choices on the positioning of
the branches.

Learning methods

Here we group all those methods that facilitate the learning of the objective of the
Neural Network, taking also into account the Early Exits design of the architecture.
Li et al. (2019) introduces two improvements to the training methods of Early Exits
models. The first is an algorithm that tackles the problem of learning from different
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classifiers: the idea is to rescale the magnitude of gradients along the backpropagation
path, allowing them to have a constant scale across the network for better stability.
The second contribution is a knowledge transfer in combination with a self-distillation
technique: a knowledge transfer path is applied among two adjacent classifiers, which
can be considered as a residual connection of the classification. Concerning the self-
distillation part, all the intermediate classifiers are also supervised with respect to the
output of the last classifier. Other techniques of self-distillation will be discussed later
in the eponymous paragraph.
In Bakhtiarnia et al. (2021), the authors utilize curriculum learning to train multi-exit
architectures, a training strategy for Neural Networks that imitates human learning
by sorting the training samples based on their difficulty and subsequently gradually
introducing more difficult examples to the network. This method uses the transfer
teacher technique, where the losses of two different teacher networks are used to pro-
duce the scoring function to determine how hard an image sample is. The results
presented show ideas for both the curriculum (easier to harder samples) and the anti-
curriculum (harder to easier samples) training methods.
Sun et al. (2022) discusses in depth the problem of gradient conflict when it comes to
early-exit networks: in the backpropagation process the gradients that have a nega-
tive cosine similarity value can harm the learning process by having conflicting update
directions. The paper proposes Meta-GF, a weighted fusion policy to combine the gra-
dients of each exit, where the fusion weights of gradients are also part of the learning
process with all the other parameters.
Finally, the Zero Time Waste (ZTW) (Wo lczyk et al., 2021; Wójcik et al., 2023)
approach proposes to reuse the output of internal classifiers as inductive prediction
information to the later classification blocks of the model, for the cases where the exit-
ing has been contemplated by performing a classification, but not performed. This is
done by adding direct connections between classifiers and by combining previous out-
puts in an ensemble-like manner. Part of the work also demonstrates how the method
performance can be improved with knowledge distillation between internal classifiers.

Train-test mismatch

The train-test mismatch is a problem where all the prediction heads are optimized on
all types of data in the training phase, while during inference the Early Exits of data
will make the deeper layers of a network only see difficult inputs. The solution is to
allow classifiers to focus more on hard samples to better learn how to specialize only
to those cases. Han et al. (2022) proposes a method that allows to bridge this gap by
imposing sample-wise weights on the loss of multiple exits. The key idea of the method
is that the optimization objective should encourage each exit to emphasize different
training samples by weighting their loss. To learn the appropriate weights, it leverages
a weight prediction network (WPN). The WPN takes the training loss from all exits
as input, producing the weights imposed on the samples at every exit. The backbone
model and the WPN are optimized in a meta-learning manner. The meta objective
for each classifier is then defined as the loss only on the samples that exit at a given
classifier. Yu et al. (2022) proposes an alternative solution to the train-test mismatch
problem. The solution starts from the assumption that a model is a weighted sum of
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weak prediction models and uses gradient boosting algorithms to minimize the loss
function by iteratively training each weak model with gradient descent. In each training
step, the model that points to the negative gradient of the loss function is selected as
a new weak model, allowing each weak model to be considered supplementary to the
ensemble of its previous weak models.
More recently, also Regol et al. (2024) arrives at the same solution with a slightly
different technique. The authors present a learning method for the gating and inference
mechanisms. The paper proposes to optimize a loss that jointly assesses accuracy and
inference cost by formulating the minimization as a bilevel optimization task. Each
level of the bilevel optimization is simpler than the overall problem, leading to more
stable learning.

Self distillation

Instead of the traditional two-model distillation technique, where a teacher model
drives the learning process of a student model, in one-step self-distillation, the idea
is to add intermediate classifiers within the same network, in an architecture similar
to Teerapittayanon et al. (2016), and treat those intermediate classifiers (and their
network blocks) as student models with respect to deeper sections of the network
itself. In Zhang et al. (2019) the training concept of self-distillation is first introduced.
Specifically, the paper proposes a combination of three different training losses for
the classifiers: a cross-entropy loss on the categorical classification, a Kullback-Leibler
divergence on the softmax output, and an L2 loss applied from the feature map. In all
three cases, the last classifier of the network is used as a teacher reference. Phuong and
Lampert (2019) arrives independently to the same self-distilling idea as the previous
mentioned paper, but with a different temperature-scaled cross-entropy loss between
output distributions.
Wang and Li (2021) proposes the Harmonized Dense Knowledge Distillation (HDKD)
training method for multi-exit architectures. The principle is that each exit learns
from all its later exits through dense knowledge distillation to improve classification
accuracy. Furthermore, a harmonized weight learning method is employed to obtain
the best trade-off between the multiple objectives of multi-exit classification and dense
distillation.
Zhang et al. (2022) experiments with various self-distillation techniques: the Best
Teacher Distillation uses the last output as a teacher and all Early Exits as students,
the Ensemble Teacher Distillation uses an ensemble of all the classifier outputs as a
reference label, in the Transitive Teacher Distillation every exit uses the next exit out-
put as reference label and finally in the Dense Teacher Distillation, given an exit point,
the knowledge from all the future classifiers is used. Furthermore, a genetic algorithm
is applied to find the best threshold for shallow classifiers, encoding them into binary
codes as the genes. The accuracy and acceleration results are utilized to measure the
fitness of the threshold.
Xu et al. (2023) presents a strategy to use self-distillation to train ViT models, to
support Early Exits. The paper debates that the ViT architecture is not ideal by
design for Early Exiting strategies due to insufficient feature representation in shal-
lower layers. For this reason, the paper explores the idea of self-distillation to guide
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intermediate classifiers to behave as much as possible like the final classifier.
Finally, Zhang et al. (2024) also proposes to train through self-distillation a multi-
exit network. The key contributions of this paper are a dynamic generation of the
importance weights for each classifier, a logit-based self-distillation module, and a
feature-based self-distillation module.

Bag-of-Features, quantization, OOD, and NAS

Bag-of-features is a representation approach that aims to describe an image as a
collection of unordered local features, without considering their spatial relationships.
Passalis et al. (2019) and Passalis et al. (2020) propose the use of Bag-of-Features
to tackle the problem of information loss from previous layers’ classifiers and the
inability to handle large feature representations efficiently. The architecture inte-
grates a feature extractor module and subsequently, the output is transformed into a
histogram representation. These histograms are learned in a common space, allowing
for a common classification layer, which is shared among all the Early Exits, further
reducing the number of parameters needed for classification. Passalis and Tefas (2021)
applies the method to the task of face recognition.
Quantization is the process of reducing the precision of weights and activations from
higher bit-widths to lower ones, generally to reduce the model size and improve infer-
ence speed. Regol et al. (2024) proposes QuEE, a solution that combines quantization
and Early Exits dynamic network. Rather than gating between exiting or contin-
uing the computations, the decision verges among continuing with full or reduced
computation. The proposed architecture allows to control both the number of blocks
that are evaluated, through the use of Early Exits, and the amount of computation
conducted within each block. This is conducted by using a clustering algorithm over
a discretized space of possibilities.
Out-of-distribution (OOD) refers to a model’s ability to identify inputs that signif-
icantly differ from the distribution of the data the model was trained on. Xia and
Bouganis (2023) explores tasks related to uncertainty estimation when it comes to
Early Exits models. The proposed idea is to create an exit policy that instead of
having a single threshold, uses a window-based approach. The intuition is that many
downstream tasks for uncertainty estimation can be formulated as binary classifica-
tion, thus only samples in a window near the binary decision boundary should be
evaluated by later stages of a network. All the other samples outside of this window
should be considered as OOD samples which can not be predicted and the network
can exit earlier in order to avoid unnecessary computational cost. Also Meronen et al.
(2024) proposes a Bayesian-based method to quantify and account for samples that
are overconfidently wrongly estimated, trying to distinguish between samples where
the model is uncertain and samples where the model is confidently wrong through
probabilistic modeling. The motivation for improving uncertainty estimation is to
allow intermediate classifiers to more accurately estimate the uncertainty in their
prediction and thus better distinguish the cases where the overconfidence of the
model results in an incorrect prediction in the early layers.
Neural Architecture Search (NAS), finally, is a field of research that aims to find the
optimal subnetwork, often referred to as a “winning ticket” (Frankle and Carbin,
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2019), within an already pre-trained network. Although not discussed in detail here
because it is outside the scope of this survey, we want to mention Biggs et al. (2023),
Gambella and Roveri (2023) and Gambella et al. (2024) as the first exploratory works
in this direction.

2.1.3 Applications

Early Exits networks have been application in numerous computer vision tasks. In
the context of object detection Yang et al. (2024) proposes AdaDets, an architec-
ture that speeds up inference through the use of Early Exits. The model formulates
the bounding box prediction as a random variable following a certain probability
distribution. This allows one to estimate the reliability of both the recognition and
localization of a detected object. Furthermore, an entropy score is used for all the
detections to estimate the certainty of the network toward the estimation, and make
a decision on where to stop the inference.
Liu et al. (2021) proposes an adaptation of the Early Exits framework to semantic
segmentation bringing two novel solutions to the network: a redesign of the exiting
heads to support early segmentation exits and a confidence adaptivity method.
Similarly, Kouris et al. (2022) proposes a framework for adapting semantic segmen-
tation networks to support Early Exiting. The paper introduces a two-stage scheme
for training the network, starting with an end-to-end exit-aware pre-training of the
backbone thanks to a novel exit dropout loss for the extraction of semantically strong
features in the early layers of the network. In the second stage, given the frozen
backbone, all candidate Early Exits are further trained through a distillation scheme.
More recently, Görmez and Koyuncu (2024) improved the semantic segmentation on
top of Liu et al. (2021) architecture by including a threshold that is tailored to the
class instead of globally, with the idea that some classes are easier to predict than
others in this context, an thus Early Exits can save computations for those classes.
Bajpai and Hanawal (2024) proposes CapEEN, a Neural Network architecture based
on ViT which performs an Early Exits strategy for the task of image captioning. The
method uses knowledge distillation to the early layers to improve the prediction of
early classifiers. Furthermore, an online learning algorithm based on the Multi-Armed
Bandits framework is used to learn the exit threshold of the latent representations.
Bakhtiarnia et al. (2022) introduces an architecture for Early Exiting based on the
ViT, called Single-Layer Vision Transformer (SL-ViT), which has the purpose of per-
forming crowd counting. The architecture uses a CNN as the backbone for multiple
modalities (images and waveform) and then introduces a transformer-based fusion
of global and local scope to determine the Early Exits point. The proposed branch
fuses the local receptive field, where the Early Exits branch is attached to the global
receptive field of the Early Exit, to effectively aggregate information from the entire
input. Furthermore, the paper uses the copycat strategy (Correia-Silva et al., 2021)
for fine-tuning the model.
Polina et al. (2023) introduces FIANCEE, a method for Early Exits in the context of
image generation using Generative Adversarial Networks. In this case, the method
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uses an Early Exits strategy for image synthesis, dynamically routing the compu-
tational flow towards the needed exit in accordance to the pictures’ complexity,
therefore reducing computational redundancy while maintaining consistent quality. A
small database of features is also used in order to condition the image generation and
a predictor component is trained on the outputs to indicate the best exit outputting
an image of a given quality.
Xing et al. (2020) proposes RBQE, a network for resource-efficient blind image quality
enhancement for compressed images through the use of Early Exits networks. The
model progressively enhances the quality of a previously compressed image through
a dynamic deep Neural Network. The architecture is composed of a pyramidal shape
series of vanilla CNNs with different depths which are trained with images that are
compressed at different compression rates as input. By knowing the compression rate
beforehand, the training of the exit strategy can be guided jointly with the denoising
task.
The work of Wang et al. (2019) proposes a scheduling solution for Early Exits models,
applied to real-time video analysis. It takes into account the case where a limited
time budget is available due to constrained computing resources. The problem is
formulated as an optimal scheduling problem, where the objective is to maximize a
general overall utility. The scheduler learns to decide which frames to process and
which to discard, as well as how much computation budget needs to be assigned to
a given frame given that there is an overall deadline to keep the computations near
real-time. Trying to solve the same task, FlexDNN (Fang et al., 2020) adopts an
architecture search-based scheme for efficient on-device video analytics. The proposed
solution is able to find the optimal architecture for each Early Exits branch with
a trade-off balance between the Early Exits rate and its computational overhead.
Moreover, FlexDNN derives the Early Exits insertion plan to identify the optimal
number and locations of Early Exits. Also, Ghodrati et al. (2021) proposes an offline
simple sampling strategy to process a video in combination with an Early Exits strat-
egy to enable efficient recognition. Ju et al. (2021) proposes a Dynamic Early Exits
method with the aim to find the scheduling of exit points with the best performance
both in terms of confidence and low delay. The model targets the application of video
analytics. At each exit point, the method estimates whether processing the following
exit points can improve the performance. The framework consists of three modules
that perform the following: jointly save the current estimations of the optimal utility-
latency trade-off for each exit point; the exit oracle observes the current estimation
as the context at each exit point, and dynamically decides whether to exit or not; if
the exit oracle decides to exit the inference, the exit assessment updates and trains
the toolbox, and moves on to process the next frame.
Sabet et al. (2022) proposes a temporal Early Exits model to reduce the compu-
tational complexity of video object detection. A specialized module composed of an
attention map encodes the semantic differences between consecutive frames. Then,
the full computation throughout the network is performed only if the frame is iden-
tified as having a significant change with respect to previous frames. This proposed
solution can be applied to either per-frame-based pipelines—to identify semantic
variation in the early stages of the network and hence avoid deep CNN computations
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for unchanged video frames—or to feature-propagation-based pipelines—to identify
unchanged frames among non-keyframes and hence avoid further computations for
those frames. Shao et al. (2021) introduces Branchy-GNN, a graph Neural Network
for point cloud processing, which implements an Early Exits mechanism to save
on-device computation and an encoding module that compresses the intermediate
feature before transmission to the edge device.
Laskaridis et al. (2020) introduces SPINN, a distributed inference system that spreads
the computations between device and cloud with a progressive inference method to
deliver refined inference across diverse computational settings. Also in this case, a
scheduler is introduced to optimize the exit policy with the network parameters, as
well as the network splitting position at run time. The Early Exits mechanism allows
the interruption of either the local or remote inference when a confident prediction
is reached. A fallback to locally available results is also introduced in order to guar-
antee the responsiveness of the system even in situations of unavailable or corrupted
connectivity. Similarly, Li et al. (2020) proposes a framework to use Early Exits to
automatically decide the correct partition between on-device and on-edge with the
idea of coordinating all the available resources for real-time inference.
Finally, Spiking Early-Exit Neural Networks (SEENN) (Li et al., 2023) is an Early
Exits solution that operates in the context of a Spiking Neural Network and allows
an adaptively varying number of timesteps from which to sample during inference.
The main idea is to adapt the number of timesteps the network processes according
to the classification difficulty, resulting in an Early Exit in the time dimension. Two
variants are presented, where the stopping policy is determined with either the use of
a confidence score thresholding or a Reinforcement Learning-based exit policy.

2.2 Computational Routing

In this Section, we group all the publications that present architectures capable of
adjusting their computational path based on the input. We start in Section 2.2.1
with architectures that are capable of dynamically building their computation path
according to needs. In principle, the selection of an ad hoc computation tailored to
the input ensures that the network focuses only on the components necessary for
processing that specific input.
Thereafter, we focus on those dynamic architectures for which different components
of a network are dynamically activated or the whole network is composed on the fly—
in both cases according to the input. Specifically, we split the discussion according to
the different computing units of a CNN. We refer to O’Shea and Nash (2015) for a
detailed explanation of the role of these components within a Convolutional Network.
In Section 2.2.2, we illustrate various solutions for what concerns Mixture-of-Experts
usage for image processing. Jacobs et al. (1991) introduces the original formulation
of Mixture-of-Experts models. The key idea is to insert within a network a collection
of expert subnetworks, which specialize in solving a subportion of the problem. This
technique has been very popular recently with the advent of Large Language Models,
where Mixture-of-Experts allows a network to scale the number of parameters while
maintaining the computational cost constant. In this context, and differing from the
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original proposal, a gating module is introduced, which is in charge of selecting, among
all available experts, a subportion of the most relevant ones to solve the task. The
current use of MoE models differs from what has been presented in Jacobs et al. (1991):
instead of having as result an ensemble of models, the most popular formulation use
the experts as alternative layers activated according to the gating module. Formally,
we can define a Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) model as a combination of the output of N
experts f1, f2, ..., fN weighted by the gating function g(x), producing the final output

as y =
∑N

i=1 gi(x)fi(x), where gi(x) represents the weight for the i-th expert and
usually sums up to 1. Figure 1(b) provides a visual illustration of this technique.
Finally, in Section 2.2.3 we review some of the applications of these techniques to
computer vision tasks, such as object detection, image segmentation, video recognition,
and some practical solutions for the deployment to resource-constrained hardware.

2.2.1 Dynamic architectures

Dynamic computation path

In this paragraph, we present all papers in which the computation path of the net-
work is decided on the fly based on the input. Among the first papers to introduce
an input-based model routing solution is Bolukbasi et al. (2017) who propose an
in-depth ensemble of networks chained in an acyclic computation graph. The image
is supplied to the first block composed of Alexnet (Krizhevsky et al., 2012), after
which a decision component evaluates whether the image should be further processed
by a ResNet block (He et al., 2015), an Inception block (Szegedy et al., 2015), both,
or neither (and thus exiting earlier).
Rosenbaum et al. (2018) presents a self-organizing Neural Network for the task of
Multi-modal Learning. The network is composed of a set of one or more function
blocks, which can be constructed from any Neural Network. After the block has been
executed, the output is passed back to the router recursively, terminating when a fixed
recursion depth is reached. In this way, the routing network dynamically composes
different function blocks for each input. A collaborative Multi-Agent Reinforcement
Learning approach is used to jointly train the router and function blocks. The router
can also decide to take a pass action and leave the state unchanged. A separate Rein-
forcement Learning agent is created for the resolution of each task. Similarly, Liu and
Deng (2018) proposed Dynamic Deep Neural Networks (D2NN), a feed-forward Neural
Network that allows selective execution with self-defined topology, where the control
policy is learned using single-step Reinforcement Learning. In this case, the training
of the subparts of the network and the control units is separate. Very similarly, Veit
and Belongie (2018) introduces a CNN with adaptive inference graphs (ConvNetAIG)
that adaptively define their network topology conditioned on the input image.
Liu et al. (2022) presents an architecture that can self-regulate both its own perfor-
mance target and the computing resources. The network is composed of plug-and-play
modules comprised of Convolutional and Fully-connected layers governed by a con-
troller, with the ability to decide which and how many modules to “turn off” to
obtain the best performance for a given level of utilization. These constraints are
enforced by a custom loss. The advantage of using a separate controller module is the
possibility of preserving full network performance even in cases where the controller
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is not present. In this case, the controller is learned as a contextual bandit problem
(Langford and Zhang, 2007).
Feng et al. (2020) proposes the formulation of a routing method based on the map-
ping of input samples into a shared routing space among all encoded images. The tool
explicitly models the relationship between the sample space and the latent routing
space by regularizing the distribution of routing paths. The key idea is that samples
should follow similar routing paths if they are of similar nature. Furthermore, a
differentiable loss is devised to optimize the average computational cost of the model,
with the possibility of tailored tuning.
Li et al. (2020) introduces an architecture that decides adaptively the scale at
which each image gets processed. A scale transform path is decided on the fly by a
differentiable conditional gate for end-to-end optimization. For each mode, multi-
path propagation and skip connections are also considered. Furthermore, the paper
presents the proficiency of the model in the context of semantic segmentation. A
similar approach is also adopted by SegBlocks (Verelst and Tuytelaars, 2023), but
the variation of resolution happens within the image. The presented method adjusts
dynamically the processing resolution of image regions based on their complexity. The
image is split into blocks, and a lightweight policy network processes a low-resolution
version of the input to decide which portions of the image should be processed at a
high resolution. The policy network is trained using Reinforcement Learning, with a
reward taking into account both computational complexity and task accuracy. It is
interesting to notice that high and low resolution regions are processed by the same
Convolutional filters, which therefore perceive objects at different scales.

Dynamic components

This paragraph illustrates a subset of solutions where a gating mechanism allows the
input (or a portion of the input) to skip blocks of operations, single layers, single
channels, or the operations are constrained to specific spatial positions in the context
of CNNs.

Filters and channels. Lin et al. (2017) performs dynamic channel pruning
according to the input image and current feature maps adaptively. The model consists
of a CNN and a decision network. The pruning is performed layer-by-layer and mod-
eled as a Markov Decision Process using Reinforcement Learning for training. The
agent judges the importance of each convolutional kernel and conducts channel-wise
pruning. The Markov Chain is conditioned on the previous state consisting of the
previous feature maps. Also Gao et al. (2019) proposes to accelerate the Convolution
operation by dynamically skipping unimportant input and output channels. The
contribution of each channel in the layer is predicted, and subsequently, channels are
dynamically amplified or suppressed with a parametric function based on the output
of the previous layer. In this case, the dynamic channel pruning component is learned
within the network through Stochastic Gradient Descent.
GaterNet (Chen et al., 2019) starts from a similar idea of a backbone network used in
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combination with a global gating module to generate binary gates for selectively acti-
vating filters in the backbone network based on each input. In this case, the novelty
is based on a discretization technique called Improved SemHash (Kaiser and Bengio,
2018) to enable differentiable training of input-dependent binary gates such that the
backbone and the gating network can be trained jointly via backpropagation. A key
difference with other solutions is that the decision on each gate (for each filter) is
made based on a shared global view of the current input.
Verelst and Tuytelaars (2020) introduces a method to spatially execute convolutional
filters on important image locations only, instead of uniformly applying the filters all
over the image. The method consists of a model trained end-to-end without explicit
spatial supervision, where the gating decisions are trained using the Gumbel-Softmax.
Li et al. (2021) presents a method to reduce the model complexity at runtime called
dual gating. For each Convolutional block, the dual gating module is tasked with
highlighting the informative features in both the channel and spatial dimensions.
The essential areas are estimated by a spatial gating module, while the channel
gating module identifies the most contributing channels to the final predictions. This
approach allows to avoid background computations.

Layers. Figurnov et al. (2017) proposes an architecture based on ResNet that
dynamically adjusts the number of executed layers for certain regions of the image.
The solution learns a deterministic policy that stops computations at a given spatial
position as soon as the features computed become “good enough” for prediction. For
each spatial position, the Convolutional Filters are applied as long as the computa-
tional cost does not pass a fixed ponder cost, after which the value of the previous
spatial position is copied. This is equivalent, in a residual block, to maintaining only
the residual pass while zeroing all other computations.
Dynamic Fractional Skipping (DFS) (Shen et al., 2020) introduces layer-wise adaptive
quantization as an intermediate alternative in a spectrum where performing full com-
putation and skipping a layer are the two extremes. For each input, DFS dynamically
assigns a bitwidth to both weights and activations of each layer, instead of assigning
full bitwidth and zero bitwidth. Using a two-step training procedure, the method
learns to dynamically assign different bitwidths to both weights and activations of
different layers based on the complexity of the input. The learning objective is based
on the optimal trade-off between the maximization of the prediction accuracy and
the minimization of the computational cost.

Blocks. SkipNet (Wang et al., 2018) present a revision of the Residual Network
(He et al., 2015) which includes a gating mechanism to selectively skip Convolutional
blocks based on the activations of the previous layer. The block-skipping problem
is formulated as sequential decision-making and solved through a hybrid learning
algorithm combining both Supervised Learning and Reinforcement Learning. Each
group of layers has a gating module, which performs the binary decision to skip or
execute the subsequent layer. The gating modules are trained in two stages: first, a
pre-trained version is obtained through the use of a softmax relaxation of the binary
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skipping decision; since the parameters are not directly optimized for discrete selec-
tion for inference, a fine-tuning stage is performed using REINFORCE (Williams,
1992) to refine the policy without relaxation. EnergyNet (Wang et al., 2018) adopts a
very similar approach with two major variations: the use of a dynamic routing policy
based on a hybrid energy loss that captures both computational and data movement
costs, and the use of a single Recurrent Neural Network with shared parameters for
the skip decision of all the blocks.
BlockDrop (Wu et al., 2018) also presents a variation of the idea based on ResNet,
where the selection of which residual blocks to evaluate for a given input is made on
the fly. In this case, a policy network is trained through Reinforcement Learning, with
a dual reward based on minimizing the number of blocks while preserving recognition
accuracy. The policy network is trained using Curriculum Learning and later the
pre-trained ResNet is further jointly fine-tuned with the policy network.
More recently, with the advent of ViT, the concept of block skipping has also been
studied in relation to this architecture. One example is Meng et al. (2022), where
a light-weight multi-head subnetwork is attached to the ViT network, combining
different ideas from both the skimming and routing worlds. The introduced module
has the task of learning inference strategies to decide which patches to keep, which
self-attention heads to activate, and which Transformer blocks to skip for each image,
all within the same training. Also, in this case, the Gumbel-Softmax trick is used
to make the whole framework end-to-end trainable. The computational cost of the
network can be controlled by an hyperparameter, corresponding to the percentage of
computational cost with respect to the full model. The ablation study demonstrates
that the method tends to allocate less and less computations gradually through the
backbone network, indicating that most of the redundancy resides in the later stages
of the ViT backbone.
Given the nature of ViTs and their flexibility in treating portions of the input image as
independent tokens that interact with one another, the idea of performing block skip-
ping at a token level (selection for each token instead of the whole image) has gained
popularity, allowing more granularity based on the content of portions of the image.
This is conceptually equivalent to deciding which tokens attend the Transformer
block and which are skipping it, a technique which we discuss in detail in Section 2.3.

2.2.2 Mixture of Experts

As already discussed, Mixture-of-Experts (MoE) (cf. Figure 1(b)) is a machine learn-
ing technique that introduces multiple specialized models within a network to solve
complex tasks. Ahmed et al. (2016) is among the first papers to introduce the con-
cept of MoE for CNNs. The presented network is composed of a common backbone
(referred to as “trunk” in the paper) and a number of different branches that are
specialized in the classification of a subset of categories that are difficult to tell apart.
The training of the solution is completely end-to-end. The model is trained in two
stages, where in the first part the multi-classification problem is decomposed into K
groups of labels, one for each specialty. Secondly, the trunk network is learned by a
generalist network, and the expert heads are attached, with a softmax layer putting
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the results together.
Odena et al. (2017) presents a very early proposal of a dynamic routing network
composed of both MoE and Early Exits. The network allows a controller component
to adaptively choose which expert to redirect to the next block, or it can decide to
reduce computation and exit earlier the network. The controller is implemented as
an Recurrent Neural Network by making the controller functions share weights and
a hidden state, and it is trained using the REINFORCE algorithm (Williams, 1992).
Gross et al. (2017) presents a CNN-based architecture in which all experts are first
trained separately and then combined into a common decoder. Only one expert gets
picked at each time according to a k-means clustering solution, which associates the
choice of the expert classifier with a location in the feature space.
HydraNets (Shazeer et al., 2018) introduces a network architecture that contains
distinct experts specialized at computing features for visually similar classes. Only a
small number of these components are then dynamically selected to evaluate for any
one input image. HydraNet maintains accuracy by having a large capacity that is
semantically specialized to aspects of the input domain. Both the gating component
and the branches are trained in a supervised fashion using ground truth labels for
image classification.
Wang et al. (2020) presents an architecture based on MoE that composes the filter of
a CNN on the fly from a set of (expert) channels. The input is fed into both a base
Convolutional Network and a shallow embedding network. The embedding network
outputs a latent mixture of weights, which is used by the convolutional network to
select the expert channels to use for each specific layer. The paper also demonstrates
that this gating method is equivalent to constructing a MoE for each output channel.
A loss based on the computational cost is also used to encourage sparsity in the gat-
ing network. Also, Hua et al. (2019) presents a similar idea and introduces a revision
of the MoE method to learn specialized convolutional kernels for each example. This
increases the size and capacity of the network while maintaining efficient inference.
The idea is to compute convolutional kernels as a linear combination of n learned
experts. In this way, the convolutional kernel is constructed on the fly based on the
input needs.
In Abbas and Andreopoulos (2020) a MoE is proposed, where some experts are favored
over others by design through an inductive prior bias. This allows the architecture to
meet different constraints based on an external hyperparameter. The paper presents
two methods to perform the training such that input space encourages expert usage
to maximize performance while meeting a specified bias. Jiang et al. (2020) proposes a
coupled MoE network with layer-skip capability that dynamically carries out coarse-
to-fine object categorization. The network is composed of two homogeneous subnets
that process input visual information asymmetrically: one branch is designed to pre-
dict global-level classes, while the other provides more fine classes. A layer-skipping
mechanism allows to dynamically skip layers for computational cost reduction. The
layer-skipping mechanism in this case is optimized with a rank-based loss function.
In Hazimeh et al. (2021) the authors raise the problem of slow convergence in the case
of sparse gates (like top-k), which results in performance issues when training with
gradient-based methods. The authors then introduce a reformulation of the binary
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selection based on first-order methods (such as SGD). Zhang et al. (2023) presents
a method to strengthen the MoE CNNs. The paper talks mostly about adversarial
attacks and robustness, trying to understand what, among all the factors (network,
router), is mostly responsible for the lack of robustness and proposing a method to
train robust MoE CNNs.
Riquelme et al. (2021) is the first to introduce the use of MoE in the context of ViT
models. The specialization in this case can be performed on a token level, where each
token gets assigned to one (or more) experts, and experts can accept tokens up to
a capacity level. Generally, in ViTs, the experts is applied to the MLP portion of
the network. The paper also introduces a routing algorithm that repurposes model
sparsity to skip the computation of some patches, reducing computations on uninfor-
mative image regions. Liu et al. (2024) further studies different routing approaches
of MoE in the context of ViTs. The comparison considers binary routers for hard
assignment among experts, and soft routers for soft assignment between experts and
weighted combinations of the expert output tokens. Further assignment divisions can
be made, either matching experts to tokens or vice versa. The study arrives at the
conclusion that the soft MoE outperforms the binary solution in terms of accuracy
and thus is favorable.
Last, M3ViT (Liang et al., 2022) introduces the use of a MoE framework to acceler-
ate multi-task ViTs. Sparse task-specific experts get activated during training, which
disentangles the parameter spaces to avoid different tasks’ training conflicts. The
solution proposes tokens to per-expert queues to enable expert-by-expert computa-
tion rather than token-by-token. At inference time, this allows for activating only the
task-corresponding sparse expert. The solution proposes also a computation reorder-
ing scheme to switch between tasks for deployment on memory-constrained devices.

2.2.3 Applications

In this section, we go through publications that present the application of computa-
tional routing techniques to solve specific applicational problems. Park et al. (2021)
explore the use of dynamic routing networks in the context of object detection. The
proposed architecture is based on MSDNet (Huang et al., 2018) and automatically
generates a sample-adaptive routing path on the fly. Two additional metrics for a
global budget constraint and local path similarity regularization are added. The first
serves the purpose of inducing sparsity in the network, while the second aims to
generate more diverse routing paths.
Pavlitskaya et al. (2020) investigates a MoE architecture to achieve interpretability
in the context of semantic segmentation while retaining comparable result quality.
The principle consists in being able to observe both the overall model output as well
as individual expert outputs, where the agreement or disagreement between those
partial solutions can be used for insights into the decision process.
In Sun et al. (2021), a framework for efficient video recognition is presented. The solu-
tion selects the optimal precision for each frame conditioned on the input. Through
Gumbel-Softmax sampling, an end-to-end differentiable approach selects optimal
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precision, taking both accuracy and efficiency into account. The solution is com-
posed of a lightweight policy network (composed of a feature extractor and a LSTM
module) and a video recognition network. The method also allows to skip frames in
addition to selecting the precision dynamically. Furthermore, knowledge distillation
from the full-precision recognition network is performed to guide the training of lower
precisions and to improve accuracy. Yang et al. (2024) presents DyFADet, a module
that can adapt both kernel weights and receptive fields at different timestamps in
the task of temporal action detection. The architectures dynamically adjust detector
parameters when applied at different pyramid levels, which corresponds to detecting
the actions with different time ranges.
Furthermore, Wang et al. (2021) introduces an adaptive patch localization solution for
video recognition. By using a Reinforcement Learning approach, the patch localization
problem is defined as a sequential decision task and a CNN is used to quickly process
the full video sequence. Then, the selected patches are used by a larger network to get
the final prediction. The solution takes into account also the possibility of skipping
some less valuable frames in the training policy. Wang et al. (2022) reformulates
AdaFocus as one-stage algorithm by introducing a differentiable interpolation-based
patch selection approach. Furthermore, in this case, a conditional-exit technique is
included to perform temporal adaptive computation. Wang et al. (2022) improves
on top of the second version of AdaFocus by activating the expensive high-capacity
network only on some small but informative 3D video cubes.
Finally, Pan et al. (2023) studies the effect of adversarial attacks on Neural Networks.
The method proposes an algorithm to adjust the direction and the magnitude of
the gradients with the malicious purpose of activating more computational units of
dynamic models during inference.

2.3 Token Skimming

In the context of sparsification of Transformer models for computation efficiency,
skimming techniques consist of avoiding redundant computations by dynamically rec-
ognizing among all tokens the ones that are useless or redundant for the final task. In
the case of ViTs, the assumption is that not all parts of an image contribute equally
to solving the task, and many tokens contain irrelevant information. As an example,
we can think of an image where most of the background is composed of a blue sky.
Although the presence of a sky token can be semantically meaningful for a better
understanding of the image context, the high number of tokens representing this infor-
mation may harm the computational efficiency without necessary providing a better
solution to the problem. The biological intuition is related to how humans efficiently
perceive images and extract regions of interest from them (Zhou et al., 2017). By focus-
ing only on the important information within a sequence, skimming helps to achieve
faster inference speed and reduce noise within the model.
More formally, given a token matrix X ∈ RN×D, where N is the number of tokens
and D is the dimension of each token, the skimming operation can be defined as a
function f : RN×D → RN ′×D, where N ′ ≤ N . The construction of the function f can
be implemented in different ways:
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• In Section 2.3.1 we discuss the major contributions in token dropping, where f
becomes a selection function on the subset of tokens that can either be dropped
(hierarchical skimming) or considered for selection again in the next block (per-block
skimming).

• In Section 2.3.2 we present many texts related to token merging, where the function
f is in charge of combining the information of multiple tokens into one.

Subsequently, in Section 2.3.3 we present some solutions of Token Skimming techniques
applied to other tasks rather than only image classification.

Table 3: Performance Comparison of Token Skimming methods on Imagenet valida-
tion set. For each publication, only the DeiT small architecture has been considered,
and the results are presented as reported. If the small version of the architecture was
not present, it has not been reported. In the case where the models presented have dif-
ferent skimming ratios, only the model with the highest accuracy has been reported.

Method Accuracy
(top-1)

GFLOPS Image
Through-
put

Params
(M)

Type

DynamicViT-LV-S/0.7 (Rao et al., 2021) 83.0 4.6 - 26.9 Drop
S2ViTE-Small (Chen et al., 2021b) 79.2 - - 14.6 Drop

Evo-ViT (Xu et al., 2022) 79.4 - - - Merge
E-ViT-DeiT-S (Liang et al., 2022) 81.3 - 4385 - Merge

ATS (Fayyaz et al., 2022) 79.7 2.9 - 22.1 Drop
SaiT (Li et al., 2022) 83.1 4.3 - 26.2 Drop

A-ViT (Yin et al., 2022) 78.6 3.6 - 22 Drop
(Long et al., 2023) 79.6 3.0 - 22.1 Merge

ToMe (Bolya et al., 2023) 79.3 - 1564 - Merge
dTPS (Wei et al., 2023) 80.1 3.0 - 22.8 Merge

MSViT (Havtorn et al., 2023) 79.4 4.1 - - Token
number

ToMeCIS (Seol et al., 2023) 78.9 2.7 1950 22.1 Merge
NEPAM (Jiang et al., 2023) 79.4 3.7 2452 - Merge

ToFu (Kim et al., 2024) 79.6 2.7 1561 - Drop &
merge

GTP (Xu et al., 2024) 79.5 - 1581 22.1 Merge
IdleViT (Xu et al., 2024) 79.9 - 3031 22.1 Drop

2.3.1 Token dropping

Hierarchical skimming

In one of the early works on hierarchical skimming, Rao et al. (2021) introduces
DynamicViT, with the idea of pruning redundant tokens progressively and dynam-
ically. The sparsification of the tokens happens at predetermined layers within the
network. During the training phase, a customized binary decision mask is produced.
The purpose of the mask is to separate the informative and uninformative tokens.
A local account of the token importance is achieved by reprojecting the tokens into
a smaller latent space, while a global account is obtained by average pooling over
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the local importance. The two importance tokens are then concatenated, processed
by a MLP, and reprojected through a softmax to obtain the probability for each
original token. The Gumbel-Softmax trick is used to overcome the non-differentiable
problem of sampling from a discrete distribution, while an attention-masking strat-
egy guarantees that the excluded tokens are kept and can again be influential in
the following operation down the model during the training process. This serves the
purpose of keeping the correct batch size among all images during training, while in
the inference phase, the unimportant tokens can be dropped to speed up the process.
On the other hand, Pan et al. (2021) proposes a different method to hierarchically
skim redundant tokens. It optimizes the network in a Curriculum Learning manner,
training a router component for each block of heads and subsequently fixing it and
moving on to the next block. The optimization of the routers is done through the
REINFORCE method (Williams, 1992), where the reward function takes into account
both efficiency and accuracy, and subsequently fine-tunes the Transformer blocks with
a gradient computed based on the cross-entropy loss. The paper highlights how these
types of methods are useful to provide an interpretability of the model behavior given
the input. The model has been tested not only for classification but also for segmen-
tation and video action recognition, showing improvement in all tasks. Li et al. (2022)
proposes an adaptive pruning strategy that dynamically drops the number of tokens
based on the weights of the attention block. In this case, a Token Importance Score
(TIS) is calculated during training and inferred starting from the attention score at a
given head. The tokens are then filtered based on a top-k strategy considering a fixed
number of tokens, or with a dynamic selection where a fixed threshold is set and only
the tokens above the threshold pass. Knowledge distillation from a teacher model is
also introduced to improve the ability of early layers to learn the TIS.
Fayyaz et al. (2022) proposes ATS, an approach that automatically selects an adequate
number of tokens at each stage based on the attention weights of the classification
token in the self-attention layer. Firstly, a significance score for the input tokens is
assigned based on the attention weights. Subsequently, inverse transform sampling
is applied over the scores to sample a subset of all the tokens. If a token is sampled
more than once, only one instance of the token is kept. For this reason, it is likely
to happen that the real number of K ′ unique tokens is often lower than the picked
hyperparameter K, which represents the maximum number of tokens in the subset.
In A-ViT (Yin et al., 2022) the first component of each token is scaled and passed
through a logistic sigmoid to provide a probability of dropping. Accumulative impor-
tance is used to halt tokens as inference progresses into a deeper layer. Furthermore,
the paper introduces a distributional prior regularization value such that tokens are
expected to exit at a target depth, of which the probability density function is a
Gaussian around a N target layer. This allows more control of the exit strategy.
Finally, Chen et al. (2021b) proposes a combination of methods to induce token
sparsity in ViTs. Firstly, it introduces SViTE, a modification of ViT with a module
that dynamically extracts and trains sparse subnetworks as opposed to training the
full model. With a fixed computational cost, the technique jointly optimizes model
parameters and explores connectivity through the entire training process. A second
version further improves by introducing sparsity through a customized first-order

32



importance approximation. In a third variation, the model plugs in a token to the
patch embeddings in the current input sample, which is used to select the most
important top-k patches through Gumbel-Softmax and straight-through tricks.

Per-block skimming

Mersha (2022) introduces the same concept of block skipping for Transformer archi-
tectures, but on a token level instead of the entire image. This is possible due to the
different nature of the Transformer architecture: an image is treated as a set of sepa-
rate tokens that interact with each other only in the Self-Attention Block. Skipping
blocks on a per-token case is conceptually equivalent to deciding which ones among
all available tokens attend the Transformer block. This allows an oracle function to
evaluate all the tokens before each Transformer block and decide which ones should
be processed by the block and which ones should skip to the next block. In the
presented paper, the generated score for each sample is stored and fed to the oracle
of the successive layer, which allows the network to propagate these decisions up to
the final layer, where the quality of the decision is estimated and summed to the final
loss. Also, Xu et al. (2024) proposes a very similar method, where tokens are also
selected to either attend the block or skip to the next block. In this case, the model
uses the attention score towards the classification token to determine the amount of
tokens that will pass to the block. Furthermore, it proposes an optimization problem
based on the binary graph cut technique, where the optimization tries to find the
minimum normalized cut of tokens.
A variation of this concept is proposed in Lei (2023), where each block passes through
an MLP layer, which outputs a score. All the generated scores are then passed
through a softmax, and top-k are selected to attend the Tranformer block. The paper
tests the solution on a large variety of tasks from very different domains.

2.3.2 Token merging

Evo-ViT (Xu et al., 2022) is among the first to propose the merging of the unnec-
essary tokens together: the routing scheme divides the tokens in two parts where
the top-k important tokens are selected and go through the attention block (infor-
mative tokens), while the least important tokens are summarized and updated by
a representative token (placeholder token), which then is also passed through the
Transformer block. Centered Kernel Alignment (Kornblith et al., 2019) is used to
measure the similarity of the intermediate token feature in each layer with respect to
the classification token, starting from the assumption that the classification token can
be used singularly since it is strongly correlated with classification. The informative
tokens and the placeholder tokens are determined by a global class attention that
gets updated across various layers.
E-ViT (Liang et al., 2022) performs skimming of the tokens in between the Attention
and MLP layers by observing the average of the attention weights of multiple heads
at specific blocks (3 blocks, spread in the network). First, the top-k most important
tokens are selected, and then all the remaining tokens are merged into one, taking
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into account a weighted average. The attention weights are used as an indicator
of the contribution (and thus importance) of each token to the classification. The
importance is estimated with respect to the classification token. Long et al. (2023)
improves on top of E-ViT by merging tokens, considering both importance and global
token diversity. The proposed technique first splits the tokens into two different sets
according to the attention output: attentive tokens and inattentive tokens, as seen
also in E-ViT. However, instead of merging all the inattentive tokens, it performs a
density peak clustering algorithm for the merging of the inattentive tokens, while a
custom cosine similarity-based algorithm is used to cluster the top-k most similar
tokens in the attentive group.
On the other hand, Bolya et al. (2023) proposes ToMe, a method that gradually
combines similar tokens in a Transformer using a general and lightweight matching
algorithm. It combines tokens with a custom matching algorithm that uses the keys
matrix K in the attention block as a denoised summarization of the information
present in each token, and cosine similarity to determine which of the keys contain
similar information. The reduction of the number of tokens per block is fixed to a
number r regardless of the image content to avoid batch mismatch in the number of
tokens per image. This method directly uses the keys matrix to produce the selection
of the top-k tokens without the need of a score embedded in the network. Thus, the
method can be applied without the need for further training, with a little drop in
performance, or it can be further fine-tuned for better results. Bolya and Hoffman
(2023) extends this work by applying ToMe to stable diffusion (Rombach et al., 2022).
Additionally, Seol et al. (2023) proposes ToMeCIS, a method that also builds on top
of ToMe. The merging technique is the same, but in this case, the values of the new
tokens are obtained by a weighted average according to a computed importance score
of the token.
Wei et al. (2023) proposes a joint Token Pruning Squeezing (TPS) module. The idea
is to have a scoring method based on Gumbel-Softmax to evaluate the tokens, which
are then divided into two subsets. An alternative is also explored, where the class
token attention values are used to measure the tokens’ importance—as already seen
in EViT. The subset with pruned tokens is then fused into the subset with tokens
reserved. An unidirectional nearest-neighbor matching algorithm is used to recognize
the pruned tokens that are most similar to the reserved tokens. The pruned tokens
are then fused with a weighting scheme based on the similarity of the reserved tokens.
The similarity score used is the cosine similarity, while two solutions for placement
of the TPS module are proposed: intrablocks (in between ViT blocks) and in-blocks
(between MHSA and MLP). NEPAM (Jiang et al., 2023) performs token merging
based on the similarity of pixel patches: tokens get divided into groups of neighbors,
and the similarity of tokens within the group is then computed, using as a reference
token the one in the upper-left corner of each group. The groups with the most
similar tokens get merged. Furthermore, the method proposes a multi-scale relative
position embedding based on the addition of a bias matrix to the tokens to solve the
problem of corrupted position information of the merged embeddings.
The method proposed in Xu et al. (2024) tries to solve the challenge of balancing
model efficiency and information preservation for efficient ViTs through the use
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of Graph-based Token Propagation (GTP). In the paper, the authors propose two
different metrics to measure the token’s importance: regeneration difficulty and
broadcasting ability. The first one represents the ability of a token to be aggregated
by other tokens during the self-attention process, while the second score represents
the ability of a token to contribute to other tokens in the self-attention computations.
The self-attention map is used to compute these scores, so the method can be applied
without learning of other tokens or needing to fine-tune the solution. Based on the
spatial position (adjacency) and semantic position (cosine similarity) of tokens, a
propagation graph of each image is determined for each input, and the nodes with
low scores get merged according to the graph direction. Furthermore, in the paper,
it is observed that discarding tokens tends to yield a smoother attention map after
Softmax activation. To resolve this issue, attention map sparsification is applied as
an anti-oversmoothing mechanism.

2.3.3 Other methods and applications

There are numerous other token skimming approaches that do not fall within the
token dropping or token merging categories. For example, Chen et al. (2023) is a
model that revisits the activation sparsity for Swin-based models (Liu et al., 2021).
It introduces a sparsity-aware adaptation and applies an evolutionary search to effi-
ciently find the optimal sparsity for each layer configuration within the vast search
space. The importance of each window is given by its L2 activation magnitude. The
windows with the highest score are gathered, then passed through the transformer
block, and finally, the output is scattered back with the unprocessed windows. Differ-
ent sparsity levels are applied at different layers due to the principle that early layers
need to see more tokens than the later layers. In order to find the optimal sparsity
for each layer, the network is first trained to perform at any random sparsity level,
then an evolution algorithm is applied to find the optimal sparsity for each layer, and
finally, the model is fine-tuned with the identified optimal sparsity configuration.
MSViT (Havtorn et al., 2023) presents a unified single-stage model that applies a
conditional gating mechanism to select the optimal token scale for every image region,
such that the number of tokens is dynamically determined per input. The tokeniza-
tion scale for each image region is predetermined in a preprocessing step before the
Transformer model, and it is based on a lightweight MLP. In the presented solution, a
binary decision is taken for each region to choose whether this has to be processed at
either the coarse or fine scale. To avoid the problem of a dynamic number of tokens
per batch per image, in the training phase only the top-k tokens are kept, where k
has a lower bound that corresponds to the number of tokens at fine scale.
ToFU (Kim et al., 2024) proposes an aggregation based on both token pruning and
token merging according to the model’s ‘functional linearity’ (or the degree to which
a model’s output for interpolated inputs aligns with a linear behavior). The argument
is that the function that describes the merging of two points may not necessarily
be linear, and thus it requires some correction weights. The Maximum Norm Lin-
ear Interpolation merging technique is introduced—a method constructed to merge
multiple tokens while conserving the norm distribution. It computes the normalized
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Table 4: Summary of Token Skimming techniques presented in this survey.

Paper Summary Type Section

Chen et al. (2021b) Combination of methods to induce token spar-
sity

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Pan et al. (2021) Train per block in a curriculum-learning man-
ner with RL

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Rao et al. (2021) Pruning of redundant tokens progressively and
dynamically

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Fayyaz et al. (2022) Selection based on attention weights of the
classification token

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Liang et al. (2022) Merges according to the attention weights of
multiple heads at specific blocks

Merging 2.3.2

Li et al. (2022) Tokens selection based on the weights of the
attention block

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Mersha (2022) At each block, an function evaluates which
tokens should attend it

Per-block dropping 2.3.1

Xu et al. (2022) The least important tokens are summarized by
a representative token

Merging 2.3.2

Yin et al. (2022) Halt tokens by accumulative importance, with
bias target exit depth.

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.1

Bolya et al. (2023) Gradually combines similar tokens with a cus-
tom matching algorithm

Merging 2.3.2

Bolya and Hoffman (2023) Applies Bolya et al. (2023) algorithm to diffu-
sion models

Merging 2.3.2

Chen et al. (2023) Token dropout for video task recognition Hierarchical dropping 2.3.3
Chen et al. (2023) Introduce activation sparsity for Swin-based

models
Hierarchical dropping 2.3.3

Havtorn et al. (2023) Selects the optimal token scale for every image
region

- 2.3.3

Jiang et al. (2023) Token merging based on the similarity of pixel
patches

Merging 2.3.2

Lei (2023) Per block skip according to the output of
inferred score

Per-block dropping 2.3.1

Long et al. (2023) Merge tokens according to importance and
global token diversity

Merging 2.3.2

Lu et al. (2023) Token reduction for ViTs semantic segmenta-
tion

- 2.3.3

Seol et al. (2023) Skimming based on weighted average accord-
ing to a importance score of the token

Merging 2.3.2

Wei et al. (2023) Scoring method based on Gumbel-Softmax for
merging tokens

Merging 2.3.2

Devoto et al. (2024) Token skimming for variable latency and band-
width constraints in communication channels

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.3

Kim et al. (2024) Aggregation based on both token pruning and
token merging

Dropping & merging 2.3.3

Liu et al. (2024) Token Skimming for object detection and
semantic segmentation

Hierarchical dropping 2.3.3

Peng et al. (2024) Token dropout for Event cameras Hierarchical dropping 2.3.3
Xu et al. (2024) Token merging for Object Tracking Merging 2.3.3
Xu et al. (2024) Uses a Graph-based Token Propagation

(GTP) as a merging policy
Merging 2.3.2

Xu et al. (2024) Per block skip based on the attention score Per-block dropping 2.3.1
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average of the features, and then scales this normalized average using the maximum
norm of the individual vectors.
While all the methods seen above solve the task of image classification, Lu et al.
(2023) focuses on semantic segmentation. It is based on token reduction in the
context of ViT networks. The paper proposes a class-agnostic policy network that
predicts whether image patches contain the same semantic class, and lets them share
a token if they do. The grouping is done on rectangular neighboring regions to ease
the reassembling of tokens at the output of the ViT backbone, necessary to perform
semantic segmentation on each reconstructed token.
Chen et al. (2023) proposes a spatiotemporal token dropout to improve the efficiency
of video task recognition, preserving keyframes in a video for context and the impor-
tant motion parts for all other frames. Two pruning stages are performed sequentially:
first, for all the non-keyframe tokens, the importance score is calculated with the
relative keyframe, and only the top-k tokens are kept. Subsequently, an approach
similar to E-ViT (Liang et al., 2022) is used to further skim irrelevant tokens to the
prediction.
More recently, Liu et al. (2024) applies the idea of per-block Token Skimming to
the tasks of object detection and semantic segmentation. In this case, the selection
is performed through sampling from a distribution noised with the Gumbel-Softmax
trick to make the decision differentiable. Peng et al. (2024) introduces an hierarchical
dropout solution for object detection in scenes recorded by event cameras.
Xu et al. (2024) proposes a token fusion method for the task of object tracking. The
input of the encoder is composed of search tokens and exemplar tokens, where the
search token represents the object that needs to be tracked and the exemplar token
can contain either tracking object tokens, which are useful, or background tokens,
which get fused together in order to reduce the overall number of tokens. The selec-
tion of the tokens is based on the attention weights.
Last, Devoto et al. (2024) considers the case of a deep learning model where, in
between the encoder and the decoder components, there is a channel layer for com-
munication that happens with variable latency and bandwidth constraints. In this
case, the design of a Token Skimming mechanism helps reduce the number of tokens
to an amount that can be transmitted within the communication layer constraints.
The filtering rate is a hyperparameter that can be set by the user.

3 Dynamic Sensor Fusion in the Context of
Computer Vision

In this section, we provide an overview of methods that use any of the Dynamic Neural
Network techniques in the context of Sensor Fusion. We consider almost exclusively
publications where Sensor Fusion is performed for Vision purposes, with the exception
of two papers in paragraph “Other Sensor Fusion approaches”, that we still consider
relevant enough to be included.
Analyzing the number of publications, there is clearly a research gap when compared
to other applications of Adaptive Networks. On the other end, we can argue that
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Dynamic Neural Networks are very beneficial in the context of Sensor Fusion for several
reasons. First, they serve efficiency purposes, and usually, Sensor Fusion applications
run on low-computing devices or target real-time applications. Introducing some sort
of elasticity in elaborating the different inputs allows for reduced computations. It
enables to remove redundant and uninformative inputs and relates the use of certain
sensors only to cases where the conditions benefit the overall prediction. In this sense,
the benefit is derived from a more controlled (and tunable) trade-off between achieving
a desired accuracy and constraining the computation resources. Furthermore, dynami-
cally excluding certain sensors can help reduce the noise generated by the said sensors,
in cases where the working conditions are suboptimal or a sensor failure is present. In
these cases, a dynamic model can perform an improved selection of the optimal subset
of sensors, taking into account also the environmental conditions (Chen et al., 2019;
Malawade et al., 2022). Finally, these methods are able to identify and prioritize the
elaboration of critical information by design. This is particularly useful in contexts
where computation is a limited resource and the system needs to be responsive. We
can imagine a setting where information can be elaborated either on-device or on the
cloud. The introduced dynamicity in this case can help to better differentiate between
information that is critical and needs to be computed on-premises for real-time and
all-time responsiveness, and the information that can be sent out of the device to
improve the overall model accuracy at the cost of latency or possibly information loss.
In the following paragraphs, we present the application of Adaptive Sensor Fusion
techniques for object detection, semantic segmentation, odometry, steering prediction
and finally we introduce two different use cases of Sensor Fusion in the context of
stress detection and power grid attack detection.

Object Detection

Mees et al. (2016) is the first to propose a novel adaptive fusion approach for object
detection. The principle is to learn the weighting of predictions of different sensor
modalities in an online manner with an architecture based on a CNN-based MoE. The
model works with RGB, depth and motion information. The network performs late
fusion: it uses different CNNs encoders for each modality and then a gating network
which provides both a selection and the weighting of the experts outputs in order to
get to the final classification values.
Malawade et al. (2022) presents HydraFusion, a framework that applies dynamic late
fusion (after Faster-RCNN sensor processing) in a context-aware manner to perform
object detection. It selects a fixed amount of k sensors out of n, and uses a novel
attention-based module to determine which are the most important sensors. The exe-
cution time of the model is on par with any late fusion method due to the fact that all
inputs are processed but only k of them are selected. This selection brings improve-
ments in accuracy due to the induced robustness of the architecture in cherry-picking
only a subset of inputs. It is also noticeable that in the case where k = 1 (only one
sensor selected among all), the ablation study shows that a statistical method based
on domain knowledge (based on the weather conditions) is sufficient while increasing
k (multiple sensor selected and fused) deep learning-based selection performs better.
Similarly, EcoFusion (Malawade et al., 2022) proposes an energy-aware Sensor Fusion
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approach which uses the environmental context to adapt the fusion method to avoid
the negative impact of the fusion process while reducing the energy consumption. The
method is able to dynamically switch between different sensor combinations. The opti-
mization is formulated as a joint minimization problem between energy consumption
and model loss. A hyperparameter allows to represent the maximum deviation from
the maximum performing configuration, exploring more efficient configurations. The
workflow goes as follows: sensor measurements are passed through modality-specific
stem models, which produce an initial set of features. A gate model then estimates
the loss based on the set of features and the possible fusion configurations. The best
optimization approaches are then selected, running the select branches for object
detection, the outputs of which are then fused in a late fusion block. Four different
gating approaches have been tested: knowledge-based, MLP-based, attention-based,
and loss-based. This flexibility allows the model to dynamically choose between early
fusion, late fusion, no fusion, or a combination of the three.
ROMANUS (Chen et al., 2022) tries to solve the problem of offloading multi-sensor
process pipelines to edge computing units, either on the side of the road or on cellu-
lar base station, supported by low latency and high bandwidth communications. The
methodology introduces efficient offloading points along the execution path of the deep
learning models, while a runtime solution based on Reinforcement Learning adapts
the operating mode according to the scene complexity, leveraging both contextual and
temporal correlations. It focuses on a late fusion, ensuring that at least one pipeline
is always processed locally in the vehicle for safety reasons, while dynamically routing
or avoiding computations according to the total energy consumption and the execu-
tion latency for processing the input given the modality. The architecture is designed
in an encoder-decoder fashion to accommodate the shrinking of the input data to a
lower dimensional space for reducing energy footprint and latency in the transmission
phase to the edge unit. A contextual encoder is embedded in the architecture, which
allows the decision on the processing pipeline for a fixed window, with the backing
idea that successive frames share a similar driving context. Once the current state has
been identified, deep Reinforcement Learning is utilized to create a policy that makes
the offloading decision.
Cao et al. (2023) proposes a dynamic image fusion technique with a multi-modal mix-
ture of local-to-global experts to perform object detection. The local experts specialize
in the learning of multi-modal local features within the input, while the global experts
focus on the information of the fused image, with the overall texture details and con-
trast. FasterRCNN is used as an auxiliary detection network with a spatial attention
module to learn attention maps useful to guide the mixture of local experts.

Semantic Segmentation

Valada et al. (2017) propose AdapNet a dynamic architecture to perform seman-
tic segmentation. It incorporates a convolutional MoE to dynamically fuse different
modalities, where each expert is previously trained in a specific subset of the input
space. Specifically, the paper proposes the fusion of RGB and depth modalities through
the use of an adaptive gating network. Both modalities produce as intermediate out-
put a segmentation mask. The gating mechanism then proceeds to act as a decision
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agent, which is allowed to pick one of the modalities output for each class in the seg-
mentation task. The network is trained through a multi-stage training scheme, where
the single experts are trained individually, and in a second phase, the gating param-
eters are also learned. Every dimensionality-reducing stage is split into convolutions
applied at different scales based on ResNet.
Furthermore, Blum et al. (2018) proposes a statistical late fusion approach to per-
form semantic segmentation starting from the output of expert networks. The method
allows to have different separately trained experts (even on different datasets) to make
a per-pixel proposal, which is then fused without the need to retrain the fusing method.
Both Bayesian fusion and Dirichlet fusion are presented in the paper, showing how,
in general, the latter seems to generalize better.
More recently, Zhang et al. (2024) introduces the technique of token merging in the
case of missing modalities for the task of brain tumor segmentation. The core idea is
to reduce the model size by extracting and merging accessible modalities into more
compact token sequences. The architecture incorporates two main blocks: a unimodal
token merging block focuses on information extraction from individual modalities
by compressing spatially redundant tokens, and a multi-modal token merging block,
responsible for the fusion of the tokens from the different modalities to enhance global
representation.

Autonomous Vision-based Navigation

John et al. (2018) proposes to solve the problem of estimating the steering angle in
autonomous driving by fusing the RGB image with a second-order particle filtering
algorithm output. The particle filter is modeled for varying road scenes and driving
patterns. Given a road scene, individual proposals and likelihood distributions are
modeled with a Deep Learning-based regression model for both normal driving and
collision avoidance, and then the final proposal distribution is modeled using a MoE
framework based on Long Short Term Memory. Multiple experts model the regression
function, while a gating network weights out the output of different experts. The
research problem is formulated as a vision-based filtering problem, where the expert
steering angles are estimated from a posterior distribution.

Chen et al. (2019) propose an end-to-end Sensor Fusion framework for monocular
visual-inertial odometry that fuses selectively monocular images and inertial measure-
ments (IMU). This allows to estimate the trajectory taking into account missing and
corrupted data. The model proposes two fusion methods: a deterministic soft fusion
and a hard fusion method based on the Gumbel-Softmax resampling. In particular,
this last one allows to generate a binary mask that either propagates the feature or
blocks it according to the environment and its reliability.

A more recent work that also uses odometry is MIXO (Morra et al., 2023). The
paper proposes an architecture that combines odometry from multiple cameras to
obtain a more accurate and robust global estimate in the context of autonomous
driving. Each camera is processed by a visual odometry algorithm, and then these
estimates are mixed by a gating network, which selects the locally optimal experts in
the current operational conditions and weights their contributions. The method can
be implemented on top of any visual odometry algorithm. The selection phase of the
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optimal camera and respective visual odometry is done through the use of a Mixture
of Experts technique, choosing the best experts to solve the problem locally given the
operation conditions present in the moment.

CARMA (Zhang et al., 2023) is a framework proposing a fusion approach that uses
the context to dynamically reconfigure the computation flow on a field-programmable
gate array (FPGA) at runtime. This is performed through clock-gating unused sen-
sors and model sub-components, with the aim of reducing the energy consumption.
The architecture allows an optimization of the whole system, including sensors, model
architecture, and hardware platform. A context identification process is enabled inter-
mittently. The advantage of such a solution is to have global control over the overall
power consumption of the whole system and not only the model part.

Other Sensor Fusion approaches

In this paragraph, we present also two papers that involve Sensor Fusion outside of the
scope of vision. Nevertheless, we feel these solutions are relevant and easily applicable
in the context of Vision. SELF-CARE (Rashid et al., 2022, 2023) is a framework that
introduces context-aware Sensor Fusion for stress detection on embedded devices. It
selectively allows fusion based on motion to maximize classification performance while
ensuring energy efficiency. Furthermore, the late fusion for classification incorporates
also th temporal dynamic based on a Kalman filter. The model first extracts the
features that are directly related to motion. They are then processed by a gating
model to select the best-performing branch. A decision tree classifier is used for the
gating model since lightweight architectures are a strict requirement for wearable
devices. Furthermore, a term is introduced that allows to induce some direction on
the conservativeness of the gating fusion module. After the gating has been inferred,
early fusion is performed with the selected features to a specifically selected classifier
for the specific combination of sensors picked. Different machine learning classifiers
(decision tree, random forest, AdaBoost, linear discriminant analysis, and KNN) are
evaluated in the experiments, and the classifiers with minimum loss are selected to be
included in the architecture. Furthermore, a late fusion module of the output based
on Kalman filters is also included in order to keep track of the temporal dynamics.

AstroFusion (Mortlock and Al Faruque, 2024) is a data fusion framework that
performs power grid state estimation in order to create robustness towards power grid
attacks. It uses an ensemble of ML-aided estimators to perform late adaptive fusions,
effectively learning to avoid counting in the estimation areas of the grid that may
be under attack. In this use case, the techniques also allow to identify which of the
sensors is subject to attack, allowing a hypothetical operator to verify the source of
the problem. The training of the model is performed by adding randomly strong noise
to some of the sensors used to make the prediction and driving the network to learn
to avoid these cases.

4 Discussion

Since the rise of deep learning solutions in Computer Vision, Dynamic Neural Net-
work models have seen increasing adoption, as highlighted by the increasing trend

41



Table 5: Summary of Dynamic Sensor Fusion techniques presented in this survey.

Paper Summary Task

Mees et al. (2016) Convolutional MoE for RGB,
depth and motion

Object detection

Valada et al. (2017) Convolutional MoE to dynamically
fuse different modalities

Semantic segmentation

Blum et al. (2018) Late fusion approach for semantic
segmentation from the output of
separately trained experts

Semantic segmentation

John et al. (2018) Road scenes and driving patterns
based fusion for steering angle esti-
mation

Steering prediction

Chen et al. (2019) Selective fusion of images and IMU Odometry

Chen et al. (2022) Dynamic offload of sensor process
to edge computing units

Object detection

Malawade et al. (2022) Adds the environmental context to
Dynamic Sensor Fusion

Object detection

Malawade et al. (2022) Sensor fusion selection to perform
object detection

Object detection

Cao et al. (2023) Multi-modal mixture of local-to-
global experts

Object detection

Morra et al. (2023) Local optimal expert selection for
multicamera visual odometry

Odometry

Rashid et al. (2023) context-aware Sensor Fusion for
stress detection on embedded
devices

Stress detection

Zhang et al. (2023) Fusion approach to dynamically
reconfigure FPGA at runtime

Any

Mortlock and Al Faruque (2024) Fusion for power grid state estima-
tion to create robustness towards
attacks

Regression

Zhang et al. (2024) Token merging for brain tumor
segmentation

Semantic segmentation

of publications over time (cf. Figure 2). The topic of Early Exits is the most popu-
lar within the relevant literature, with a large portion of the research effort spent in
understanding both the different types of architectures and the different improvement
aspects of those: from optimal exiting policies and positioning, correct weighting for
the loss contribution of intermediate classifiers, mismatches between the training and
inference phase, and so on. Based on the analysis conducted in this survey, the number
of publications in this area has consistently grown since 2016, with activity stabilizing
after 2020.
For techniques involving dynamic computational paths, the research landscape is
extensive but more diverse in its approaches. Different types of solutions have been
presented: from networks that are constructed on the fly by composing different com-
putation blocks according to the input, to the dynamic skip of certain computation
units, to the sub-specialization of specialized “expert” blocks activated only to solve
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certain situations, in the case of MoE. The topic has seen a peak in publications around
2018, targeting more the dinamicity of CNNs blocks, followed by a peak in 2020, with
the rise of MoE techniques aimed at enabling efficient training of larger models.
Token Skimming is a relatively recent topic due to the fact that it emerged alongside
the Transformer architecture. This topic has caught on very quickly, due to the simple
conceptual idea, as well as the possibility to apply it easily in the fine-tuning process,
or sometimes even without the need of further training at all.
Finally, the application of these techniques to Dynamic Sensor Fusion has been fluc-
tuating. The field saw an initial rise of papers on the topic between 2017 and 2019,
and a second wave of renewed attention since 2022.

Challenges and limitations

Even though Dynamic Neural Networks have exhibited a lot of merit and potential
in Computer Vision and Sensor Fusion, their current state of the art does not come
without challenges and limitations.
Stability and convergence. Incorporating dynamic behavior within a network often
translates in the need of performing discrete decisions. The training of discrete deci-
sion modules tends to lead to instability during the training process, hindering the
convergence toward an optimal result or in some cases destabilizing the whole process.
Furthermore, the discretization sometimes induces different parts of the network to
learn from different number of subsamples related to the specific task, resulting in a
poor learning on certain subtasks.
Deployability. The deployments of Dynamic Neural Networks in production environ-
ments pose some additional challenges when compared with their static counterparts.
Retaining the dynamicity of a model while still processing samples in batches for opti-
mal execution is a non-trivial task and often deployment frameworks (e.g. TensorRT,
ONNX) are not optimized for the dynamic operations.
Efficiency. Due to their adaptability, Dynamic Neural Network models are designed
to contain their computation cost within an upper and a lower bound. Precisely con-
trolling the amount of computation is still an open challenge.
Benchmarks and metrics. The lack of standardized metrics and benchmarks
tailored to Dynamic Neural Networks complicates the comparison among different
methods. Conventional metrics (e.g., accuracy, FLOPs) often fail to adequately com-
pare the adaptive nature of these model.
Robustness. Robustness to adversarial attacks is an underexplored area. Preliminary
studies (Zhang et al., 2023; Pan et al., 2023) provide some insights but are limited in
scope. The full extent of possible attacks on any Dynamic Neural Network has yet to
be explored. Furthermore, there are no studies comparing the robustness to attacks
of these networks to static networks.

Future directions

Architecture agnosticism. Future research should prioritize broader diffusion of
these techniques across diverse architectures. A crucial step is enabling any static pre-
trained network architecture to be converted to a dynamic model with minimal effort.
For example, Bolya et al. (2023) and Seol et al. (2023) demonstrate approaches that
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introduce dynamicity with no extra parameters added to the original pretrained ViT,
no need for model fine-tuning and a contained drop in accuracy with respect to the
original model. This enables the solution to be plug-and-play to all ViTs classification
models after the training phase with little additional effort.
Dynamicity for large models. Adaptive techniques can potentially also be used
for fine-tuning large pretrained models. For example, Devoto et al. (2024) introduces
a fine-tuning method for ViT models based on a computed budget calculated at each
step. An importance score for each layer is estimated, and only a meaningful subset
of layers is selected for fine-tuning.
Improve model elasticity. As seen already in some preliminary studies, the dynam-
icity can be entangled to the resources capacity. This idea could be expanded to
unexplored fields of Dynamic Neural Networks. For example, further improvements
could work toward having a top-k selection of experts with a variable k according to
both the input and the available processing power.
Improved gating. Research should focus on the improvement of the learning of gat-
ing modules, a fundamental component of Dynamic Neural Networks which is prone to
instability during the training process. Advancements in this area could involve devel-
oping alternative gating mechanisms, specific loss functions, and robust optimization
algorithms.
Less represented classes. Datasets frequently contain classes with limited represen-
tation. This can harm the recognition of those classes, especially when components of
a network are dedicated to learning that specific subtask. Exploring few-shot learning
in the context of Dynamic Neural Networks could help cover the edge cases for those
components of a network that are subject to data scarcity.
Sensor Fusion. When it comes to Dynamic Neural Networks in the context of Sen-
sor Fusion, there are many unexplored areas. The temporal aspect has been largely
explored (Sabet et al., 2022; Yang et al., 2024; Chen et al., 2023), and Dynamic Sensor
Fusion could benefit from the ability to adaptively handle asynchronous or variable-
rate data streams. Furthermore, different sensors produce data at different levels of
detail, also depending on the context. Introducing dynamically the option of adapting
the granularity of fused representations could help both the efficiency and the per-
formance. A fully modular solution should also be explored, where components of a
network can be added and removed according to sensor availability, and the network
can orchestrate among both sensors available and sensors needed for the task. Finally,
ensuring safety and trust in multi-sensor systems is a key element in certain fields, like
autonomous driving, and it requires both some understanding and robustness towards
unknown events.

5 Conclusions

This survey focuses on Dynamic Neural Networks techniques for Computer Vision
and their applications in Sensor Fusion. We presented a taxonomy based on a logical
division of the techniques according to the parts of the networks that are dynamically
influenced by the input.
All models that constrained the network output position with respect to the input
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complexity fall under the Early Exits Section, where we presented the most impor-
tant architectural solutions, relevant methods for improving the training, and the
application of these methods to specific tasks and use cases. Then we proceeded with
the review of Dynamic Routing techniques, where the computational path is created
dynamically, either by constructing it on the fly or routing the computation to differ-
ent model blocks. Also, in this case, a we present the application of these methods to
various tasks. Lastly, in the Token Skimming section, we focused on Transformer-based
models that either drop certain tokens along the block of the network (temporarily or
permanently) or merge them together, based on an estimated token contribution to
the desired task. The last part is dedicated to other methods and the applications of
skimming to tasks that differ from image classification.
In the second half of the paper, we argue that Sensor Fusion is a field that could largely
benefit from these adaptive techniques for multiple reasons: efficiency purposes, noise
reduction due to different environmental conditions, and the ability of these techniques
to prioritize the elaboration of critical information by design.
In conclusion, we hope this survey can encourage further progress in the field by pro-
viding a clear and structured taxonomy of Dynamic Neural Network techniques from
a Computer Vision perspective, as well as highlighting their applicability to Sensor
Fusion.
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