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ABSTRACT
Convolutional neural networks (CNNs) are essential tools
for computer vision tasks, but they lack traditionally desired
properties of extracted features that could further improve
model performance, e.g., rotational equivariance. Such prop-
erties are ubiquitous in biomedical images, which often lack
explicit orientation. While current work largely relies on data
augmentation or explicit modules to capture orientation infor-
mation, this comes at the expense of increased training costs
or ineffective approximations of the desired equivariance.
To overcome these challenges, we propose a novel and effi-
cient implementation of the Symmetric Rotation-Equivariant
(SRE) Convolution (SRE-Conv) kernel, designed to learn
rotation-invariant features while simultaneously compressing
the model size. The SRE-Conv kernel can easily be incor-
porated into any CNN backbone. We validate the ability of
a deep SRE-CNN to capture equivariance to rotation using
the public MedMNISTv2 dataset (16 total tasks). SRE-Conv-
CNN demonstrated improved rotated image classification
performance accuracy on all 16 test datasets in both 2D and
3D images, all while increasing efficiency with fewer param-
eters and reduced memory footprint. The code is available on
https://github.com/XYPB/SRE-Conv.

Index Terms— Deep Learning, Classification, Convolu-
tion Kernel, Symmetric Kernel, Equivariance

1. INTRODUCTION

Convolution layers play a pivotal role in the successful ap-
plication of deep learning methods to computer vision and
biomedical image analysis tasks, where the learned convolu-
tional kernel weights demonstrate frequency- and orientation-
specific responses to images [1]. The significance of convo-
lution kernels lies in capturing local patterns while preserving
spatial relationships within images. Translational equivari-
ance is a key advantage of convolution, enabling networks to
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recognize features regardless of their position within an im-
age, and their shared weights further optimize computation
by reducing the number of parameters and enhance model ef-
ficiency. However, convolutional kernels exhibit limitations
with respect to rotational equivariance, which makes convo-
lutional neural networks (CNNs) sensitive to rotations, hin-
dering their effectiveness in scenarios where rotational vari-
ations are prevalent, e.g. histopathology imaging of cells. A
common practice to address this problem is to use geometric
data augmentation approaches, such as rotation and reflec-
tion, during model training; however, these methods strictly
increase computational training costs [2] and can result in
performance degradation due to interpolation artifacts. Fur-
thermore, global geometric augmentation of the data may not
cover all possible transformations in the application, espe-
cially if the rotation occurs locally, e.g. a cell rotates locally
while the overall orientation of the tissue is unchanged in a
histopathology image. Equivariant convolution kernels allow
the extraction of features equivariant to rotations, reflections,
and translations, ensuring the model’s capability to generalize
across different orientations.

A variety of approaches have been proposed to achieve
equivariance in CNNs. Orientation-aware neural networks
learn orientation information actively during training from the
data and use the learned information to re-align the images
to their standardized orientation [3] or learn this information
by aligning all image gradients to a similar orientation [4].
Rotation-encoded neural networks encode pre-defined rota-
tion transformations using circular harmonics [5], steerable
filters [6], group-equivalent operations [7], or actively rotate
the filters during convolution [8]. Rotation-equivariant co-
ordinate systems ensure rotational equivariance by transform-
ing the input data to a different coordinate system, e.g. cyclic
coordinate systems [9] or polar coordinates [10]. Weight sym-
metric convolution methods, to which our approach belongs,
explicitly encode the convolution kernel weights to have sym-
metric properties such as rotational equivariance [11, 12], but
past performance in these cases was limited due to small ker-
nel sizes, e.g. 3×3, that hindered the model’s ability to learn
expressive features. Moreover, most of the previous works
focus on 2D images while ignoring 3D image applications.

In response to these challenges, we present a straight-
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Fig. 1. Proposed SRE-Conv Kernel. To construct an SRE-
Conv kernel of arbitrary size k× k with b discrete symmetric
bands and C channels, we multiply a small trainable weight
matrix Θ with a pre-defined binary index matrix Mf

I (fixed
during training). An SRE-Conv layer can be used in place of
any standard convolution layer.

forward yet effective design for the convolutional kernel
that achieves translation, rotation, and reflection equivari-
ance. Inspired by classical orientation-independent edge
detection in image analysis using the Laplacian of Gaus-
sian [13], our proposed symmetric rotation-equivariant (SRE)
convolutional (SRE-Conv) kernel leverages the properties of
symmetric kernels and the translation-equivariant nature of
convolution operations [11, 12]. The central symmetric ker-
nel ensures not only rotation and reflection equivariance but
also reduces the number of trainable parameters compared to
conventional convolutional layers as well as simultaneously
enabling expanded receptive field sizes [14]. Importantly,
SRE-Conv maintains the same computational complexity
as traditional convolutions without introducing additional
computation overhead and can be seamlessly integrated into
existing deep learning architectures and frameworks. The
novel contributions of this work include: (i) a formulation
to create symmetric kernels of arbitrary size and controllable
symmetric pattern; (ii) incorporating large SRE kernels into
a variety of deep neural network architectures (both 2D and
3D); (iii) validating SRE-Conv on a diverse set of 2D and 3D
biomedical image classification tasks available in the public
MedMNISTv2 [15] datasets (16 tasks in total); and (iv) mak-
ing our code available for public use. Our experimental
results show that SRE-Conv significantly enhances the per-
formance and robustness of rotation-equivariant biomedical
image classification, outperforming baseline methods in both
accuracy and parameter efficiency.

2. METHODS

2.1. Symmetric Rotation-Equivariant (SRE) Convolution

We employ a centrally symmetric kernel [13] for equivari-
ance (Fig. 1). The SRE-Conv kernel is parameterized using
non-overlapping discrete circular bands based on their Eu-
clidean distance from the kernel center, where each band rep-
resents one trainable parameter. This arrangement ensures lo-
cal equivariance within the kernel operation space. However,
global equivariance is ensured by the translation-equivariant
property of convolution operations. By sliding the SRE-Conv

kernel across the entire image, the locally equivariant kernel
convolves with each local image patch. Consequently, the re-
sulting feature map maintains rotational equivariance, even
after global rotation and translation of the input, as all values
remain consistent with respect to a rotation transformation.

We define a k × k 2D SRE-Conv kernel with C channels
(we denote C for Cin and Cout for simplicity) as a matrix K ∈
R[C,k,k] (Fig. 1). We parameterize K using b = ⌊k/2⌋+2 dis-
crete non-overlapping symmetric bands. We use a sparse bi-
nary index matrix MI ∈ R[b,k,k] to map the b trainable weight
parameters Θ ∈ R[C,b] to the kernel space, i.e. K = MIΘ.
We reshape the index matrix MI to flatten its spatial dimen-
sion to be Mf

I ∈ R[b,k2] that stacks the individual bands to
obtain the final binary index matrix. We note that Mf

I is the
same for all C channels and is fixed during the training. To
create “circular” shaped symmetric kernels, we zero out the
columns in Mf

I that correspond to the four corners. To create
the SRE-Conv’s bands, we first calculate a Euclidean distance
matrix D ∈ R[k,k] with respect to the center of the kernel and
then split it into b equal bands. We build the binary index
matrix Mf

I by assigning 1 to each row-column index that has
equal distance values in D. We compute Mf

I once during
kernel initialization. This parameterization allows the gradi-
ent to back-propagate to the Θ parameter matrix when updat-
ing the model. The bias term remains the same since it does
not influence the rotational equivariance. We can extend 2D
SRE-Conv to 3D without loss of generality.

2.2. SRE-Conv Parameter Efficiency

Compared to a standard k × k convolution kernel, the SRE
kernel reduces the dimensionality of the trainable parameters
from O(C ·k2) to O(C ·b) = O(C ·k/2+2) = O(C ·k). This
approach enables efficient parameterization of large kernels
with large effective receptive fields [14]. For kernels with the
same size, SRE-Conv uses the same number of computational
operations as standard convolution. At inference, we pre-
compute the full convolutional kernel K = MIΘ using the
trained weights to eliminate the extra computation for matrix
multiplication. Therefore, our SRE kernel will have the same
number of floating operations (FLOPs) as traditional convolu-
tion during inference. Parameter efficiency improves further
when we extend to 3D SRE-Conv.

2.3. SRE-CNN Architecture

We construct a fully convolutional CNN (FCN) using our
SRE-Conv layers (SRE-CNN). The FCN architecture, which
does not include any reshaping or flattening operations on
the spatial dimensions, allows the network to maintain ro-
tational equivariance in the rotated feature maps across lay-
ers. Global adaptive pooling after the final feature extraction
layer ensures that the classifier head operates over rotation-
equivariant features. Due to the central symmetric property of



Table 1. 2D MedMNISTv2 Evaluation. Classification accuracy of each model on the original test set (Orig.), rotated test
set (Rot.), and reflected test set (Ref.) for 10 2D MedMNISTv2 [15] datasets. R18 refers to the ResNet-18 architecture and
W16 refers to WideResNet-16. Size indicates the model’s size in terms of the number of parameters. Mem. indicates the GPU
memory cost for each model. We highlight the top result in bold and the second-best with an underline.

Method Size Pathology Chest Derma OCT Pneumonia

Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref.

R18 [16] 11.2M 89.5 80.2 89.4 94.5 94.3 94.5 78.8 64.5 74.7 76.4 33.5 51.6 93.3 77.4 73.1
ORN-R18 [8] 11.5M 86.9 73.5 87.2 94.7 94.8 94.7 74.9 57.2 73.3 70.6 31.7 60.7 85.4 67.0 77.8
G-R18 [7] 11.6M 92.0 78.7 91.8 94.0 91.7 93.5 71.5 61.9 71.4 73.7 30.4 62.0 84.0 69.9 77.2
H-R18 [5] 17.3M 82.1 60.8 82.1 94.8 94.7 94.5 74.1 67.9 72.7 72.5 33.5 63.4 86.5 72.3 77.5
E(2)-W16 [6] 10.8M 92.2 73.4 92.0 94.8 94.8 94.7 77.7 74.3 77.4 75.3 48.0 75.2 88.0 74.2 88.0
RIC-R18 [9] 11.2M 89.5 71.7 89.5 94.1 94.0 93.8 74.5 68.7 73.3 71.8 42.6 64.9 85.5 70.1 75.4

SRE-R18 3.9M 82.2 82.9 82.2 94.8 94.8 94.8 75.7 75.3 75.7 76.8 52.2 76.8 90.6 90.2 90.6

Method Mem. Retina Breast Blood Tissue OrganA

Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref. Orig. Rot. Ref.

R18 [16] 3.8GB 50.8 48.3 48.8 87.8 74.5 75.3 95.8 92.9 95.8 69.0 43.4 63.9 93.3 46.6 53.1
ORN-R18 [8] 8.8GB 46.8 40.4 45.5 86.5 64.0 75.6 95.3 85.5 94.9 61.4 31.5 59.7 91.8 33.3 62.0
G-R18 [7] 13.8GB 46.3 47.7 49.3 85.2 74.8 80.6 96.6 88.3 96.3 67.2 46.3 65.8 95.8 46.1 70.5
H-R18 [5] 4.5GB 47.3 48.3 49.1 76.9 63.7 71.4 96.1 92.5 95.5 67.0 45.5 65.0 91.4 42.4 63.4
E(2)-W16 [6] 18.5GB 46.0 44.6 47.3 87.2 66.4 80.8 97.7 84.5 97.7 72.3 48.7 70.5 94.5 56.9 73.3
RIC-R18 [9] 3.6GB 49.3 48.9 48.1 84.0 75.0 75.0 96.7 91.3 96.4 67.1 34.4 64.8 92.7 42.9 64.6

SRE-R18 2.9GB 52.3 51.6 52.3 79.5 80.39 79.5 96.0 95.9 96.0 71.2 55.6 71.2 76.9 71.5 76.9

Table 2. 3D MedMNISTv2 Evaluation. Classification accuracy of each model on both the original test set (Orig.) and rotated
test set (Rot.) from 6 3D MedMNISTv2 [15] datasets. We highlight the top result in bold.

Method Size Mem. Organ Nodule Adrenal Fracture Vessel Synapse

Orig. Rot. Orig. Rot. Orig. Rot. Orig. Rot. Orig. Rot. Orig. Rot.

R3D-18 [17] 33.2M 10.4GB 95.7 56.1 85.5 84.6 76.9 74.1 54.6 43.5 97.6 91.8 75.6 71.9
R2plus1D-18 [17] 31.3M 6.1GB 93.8 52.2 85.5 84.1 77.9 71.2 49.2 43.6 96.6 91.8 78.1 76.6

SRE-R3D-18 2.6M 7.7GB 74.8 65.2 88.7 88.3 84.2 80.4 58.8 45.7 92.9 93.2 84.1 82.8

SRE, we have local rotational equivariance around the center
of a convolved patch. However, if the input is rotated and a
convolutional stride greater than 1 is used, it may cause the
kernel to convolve at a different position, which results in
non-equivariant feature maps. Therefore, in contrast to ex-
isting CNNs that use convolutions with a stride greater than
1 to downsample the image, we use an equivariant pooling
layer followed by a 1×1 convolutional layer with stride 1.

3. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

3.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets: To evaluate the effectiveness of our model across
various medical imaging modalities, we validate SRE-CNN
on the public MedMNISTv2 [15] classification dataset.
MedMNISTv2 comprises 12 2D and 6 3D medical imaging
datasets, covering a wide spectrum of clinical applications.
Benchmarking on such a diverse and intricate dataset helps
to validate the model’s ability to generalize to various tasks.
We skip the OrganC and OrganS datasets because they are
repeated with OrganA and Organ3D.

Baselines: For 2D evaluation, we use the conventional
ResNet18 (R18) [16] as the baseline for CNNs that are not

rotation equivariant. We compare our SRE-R18 with 5 state-
of-the-art rotation equivariant baselines with the ResNet-
style backbone: ORN-R18 [8], Group-R18 (G-R18) [7],
Harmonic-R18 (H-R18) [5], E(2)-W16 [6] where W16 is
WideResNet-16, and RIC-R18 [9]. For 3D evaluation, we
choose R3D-18 [17] and R2plus1D-18 [17] as our base-
lines. Our SRE-R3D-18 shares the same architecture as the
R3D-18 [17] but using our SRE-Conv 3D layers. Official
implementations are used for evaluation.

Evaluation Metrics: We evaluate model performance for
each dataset by computing classification accuracy on: (1) the
original test set without rotation; (2) the rotated test set (ro-
tate by 10° increments for 2D and by 30° increments about
each axis for 3D); and (3) the reflected test set (horizon-
tal and vertical flips in 2D). We assess significant differences
(α=0.05) between models by computing two-tailed paired t-
tests comparing across the independent datasets.

SRE-CNN Implementation Details: As our model nat-
urally has fewer parameters than the conventional convo-
lutional layer, we choose to use a larger kernel size in our
model, i.e. [9, 9, 5, 5] for each stage in the ResNet architec-
ture for both 2D and 3D evaluation. We use the same training
and testing settings for all MedMNISTv2 [15] datasets. We
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Fig. 2. Feature Map Visualization. We visualize feature
maps of the conventional R18 (Conv.) and our SRE-Conv
R18 models on two 2D MedMNISTv2 datasets. We rotate in-
put images in 60◦ increments, extract the averaged first layer
feature map, and unrotate the feature map back to align with
the original input. We apply a circle mask for visualization.

train the models with the SGD optimizer and cosine annealing
scheduler with an initial learning rate of 2×10−2. The model
is trained for 100 epochs with a batch size of 128 for 2D
images and 4 for 3D images. We use the cross-entropy loss
for all multi-class classification tasks, and we use the binary
cross-entropy loss for the multi-label classification ChestM-
NIST dataset. All models are implemented with PyTorch and
trained with an NVIDIA A5000 GPU. As is standard practice
for studies on equivariant feature learning [8, 7, 5, 6, 9], no
geometric data augmentation is applied during training in or-
der to demonstrate the full capabilities of equivariant learning
without introducing confounding effects.

3.2. Results

2D MedMNISTv2 Evaluation: SRE-R18 outperforms all
baselines on the rotated test set with a notable gap (Tab. 1),
especially for datasets where images have no specific orien-
tation, i.e. Pathology, Derma, Retina, and Blood. Our model
also performs well even in the original test set without rota-
tion, demonstrating either best or second best accuracy in 5
of 10 tasks. It achieves an impressive performance using only
∼ 30% of the model size of the corresponding standard R18
CNN and the minimum GPU memory usage (Tab. 1). We note
that our model failed on the OrganA dataset, where the images
are strictly oriented in the same anatomical direction. The
symmetric constraint makes it hard to adapt to the orientation-
specific prior in the dataset, which results in a lower perfor-
mance on the original test set. Still, overall on the 2D datasets,
our method does not perform statistically differently from the
conventional ResNet18 on the original test sets (p=0.37) even
though ResNet18 is ∼ 3× larger in model size. Notably,
our method performs significantly better on the rotated test
sets compared with every baseline model (p<0.005). Further-
more, all baseline models showed significantly degraded per-
formance on the rotated test set compared to the original test

set (p<0.05), while only our method demonstrates no signifi-
cant difference (p=0.11) in performance between the original
and rotated test sets. A similar improvement was found in the
reflect evaluation where our method ensures strict reflection
equivariance with no performance loss.

3D MedMNISTv2 Evaluation: Similar to the 2D results,
we observe the same success in the rotated evaluation of
our model for all 6 datasets (Tab. 2), with significantly im-
proved accuracy compared with both baselines (p=0.02 for
each model). SRE-R3D-18 underperforms on the original
test set of datasets with strong orientation prior, e.g. Organ.
However, overall our model does not perform significantly
differently on the original datasets compared with the base-
lines (p=0.93 for each model). Yet, it is notable that our
model achieves this level of performance with less than 10%
of the parameters (2.6M) compared with the baselines (33.2M
and 32.2M, respectively). This highlights the parameter effi-
ciency advantage of our method in 3D data, where the number
of parameters always increases linearly w.r.t. kernel size.

Qualitative Results: We visualize feature map of the stan-
dard R18 and SRE-R18 on rotated test images selected from
two 2D MedMNISTv2 datasets (Fig. 2). We unrotate each
feature map from the rotated input back to the original in-
put orientation. A circular mask is applied for visualization
purposes only. Our model produces consistent feature maps
across all rotations, while the feature map of the conventional
CNN changes dramatically even with a small rotation. This il-
lustrates why our model can perform better on medical imag-
ing datasets with no specific orientation.

4. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

By incorporating rotational equivariance directly into the
convolutional kernel design, deep learning models can learn
equivariant features that are invariant to rotation and reflec-
tion, enhancing their robustness to real-world scenarios where
objects may vary in orientation. Our results demonstrate that
our SRE-Conv layers with equivariant kernels improve accu-
racy and reliability across a wide range of biomedical imaging
applications. SRE-CNNs demonstrated the best classification
accuracy for all 16 clinical tasks on rotated test sets in the
MedMNISTv2 datasets and even demonstrated the best or
second-best accuracy in 9 of 16 tasks on the original test set
compared to other state-of-the-art rotation equivariant base-
line models. Furthermore, our SRE-Conv representations
are parameter efficient as they scale linearly with kernel size
compared to exponentially for traditional kernels, and our
experiments demonstrate that SRE-CNNs can maintain per-
formance on various datasets despite fewer parameters. The
equivariant features learned by SRE-Conv (Fig. 2) maintain
their identity under transformations, are crucial for robust and



reproducible feature learning, and have tremendous poten-
tial to provide robust and reproducible imaging biomarkers.
While the performance of our approach can be limited in
some datasets with natural orientation, e.g. OrganMNIST, we
aim to address this by designing a model inspired by visual
cortex processing that combines SRE-Conv and conventional
convolutions with orientation encoding.
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