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Abstract
With the ongoing advancement of autonomous
driving technology and intelligent transportation
systems, research into semantic segmentation has
become increasingly pivotal. Accurate understand-
ing and analysis of real-world scenarios are now
essential for these emerging fields. However, tradi-
tional semantic segmentation methods often strug-
gle to balance high model accuracy with com-
putational efficiency, particularly in terms of pa-
rameter count. To address this challenge, we
introduce SegRet, a novel approach that lever-
ages the Retentive Network (RetNet) architecture
and integrates a lightweight residual decoder fea-
turing zero-initialization. SegRet exhibits three
key characteristics: (1) Lightweight Residual De-
coder: We incorporate a zero-initialization layer
within the residual network framework, ensuring
that the decoder remains computationally efficient
while preserving critical information flow; (2) Ro-
bust Feature Extraction: Utilizing RetNet as the
backbone, our model adeptly extracts hierarchi-
cal features from input images, thereby enhanc-
ing the depth and breadth of feature representa-
tion; (3) Parameter Efficiency: SegRet achieves
state-of-the-art performance while significantly re-
ducing the number of parameters, maintaining high
accuracy without compromising on computational
resources. Empirical evaluations on benchmark
datasets such as ADE20K, Cityscapes, and COCO-
Stuff10K demonstrate the efficacy of our approach.
SegRet delivers impressive results, achieving an
mIoU of 52.23% on ADE20K with only 95.81M
parameters, 83.36% on Cityscapes, and 46.63%
on COCO-Stuff. The code is available at: https:
//github.com/ZhiyuanLi218/segret.

1 Introduction
Semantic segmentation is the process of assigning semantic
labels to each pixel in an image, enabling machines to per-
ceive and understand scenes at the pixel level [Lateef and
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Ruichek, 2019]. Tasks such as obstacle detection, lane track-
ing, and scene understanding rely crucially on the identifi-
cation and description of elements such as roads, vehicles,
pedestrians, and other objects of interest, especially for the
safe and efficient operation of autonomous vehicles.

In recent years, deep learning-based methods have be-
come the mainstream technology for semantic segmenta-
tion tasks. Classic semantic segmentation networks such as
FCN [Long et al., 2014], Mask R-CNN [He et al., 2017],
and PSPNet [Zhao et al., 2017] have greatly propelled the
development of semantic segmentation. With the success-
ful applications of Transformers [Vaswani et al., 2017] in
NLP and CV domains, including models like ViT [Doso-
vitskiy et al., 2021], SwinTransformer [Liu et al., 2021],
and DETR [Carion et al., 2020], these networks have also
been widely adopted as backbones for semantic segmenta-
tion. However, the computational complexity introduced by
the self-attention mechanism poses significant challenges for
Transformer-based semantic segmentation models. To ad-
dress this issue, networks such as ReViT [Diko et al., 2024],
ExMobileViT [Yang et al., 2023], and EfficientFormer [Li et
al., 2022] have been proposed.

Recently, various network architectures have been pro-
posed to compete with Transformer, like Mamba [Gu and
Dao, 2023], RWKV [Li et al., 2024b], and RetNet [Sun et
al., 2023]. These new models have shown significant advan-
tages over Transformers. Mamba achieves efficient process-
ing of long sequences through linear time complexity and
selective state space, and has been widely applied in tasks
such as VMamba [Liu et al., 2024b], VM-UNet [Ruan and
Xiang, 2024], and RSMamba [Chen et al., 2024a]. RWKV
combines the characteristics of recurrent neural networks and
transformers. By leveraging its novel recurrent weighted key-
value mechanism, it enables efficient processing of sequential
data and has been widely applied in the field of vision [Li et
al., 2024b]. While RetNet enhances inference efficiency and
performance by simplifying the self-attention mechanism and
introducing hidden fusion modules [Sun et al., 2023].

Semantic segmentation networks typically adopt an
encoder-decoder architecture, where the encoder extracts
high-level feature representations from input images, and the
decoder maps these features to pixel-level semantic labels for
image segmentation. However, decoders often contain a large
number of parameters, such as UperNet [Xiao et al., 2018]
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Figure 1: Model comparison on ADE20K. Multi-scale inference is
used for all results. The proposed model achieves 52.23% mIoU.

and MaskFormer [Cheng et al., 2021], posing challenges for
semantic segmentation algorithms requiring real-time perfor-
mance. Therefore, researchers are devoted to reducing pa-
rameter count, and improving inference speed, while main-
taining or enhancing segmentation accuracy.

To address these challenges, we propose a novel method
named SegRet. In the encoder section, SegRet uses Vision
RetNet, which is pre-trained on ImageNet1K, as a hierarchi-
cal feature extractor. It extracts features across four different
scales, ranging from low to high dimensions. In the decoder
section, we have designed a lightweight residual connection
decoder. The largest model decoder has only 2.6M parame-
ters. We have introduced zero-initialized layers in the resid-
ual connection section to facilitate the fusion of hierarchical
features. As shown in Figure 1, our approach captures hier-
archical features from input images and reduces the model’s
parameter count, achieving a balance between accuracy and
efficiency. Evaluation results on benchmark datasets such as
ADE20K [Zhou et al., 2017], Cityscapes [Cordts et al., 2016]
and COCO-Stuff [Caesar et al., 2018] demonstrate the effec-
tiveness of our method, achieving high accuracy while reduc-
ing computational overhead. Specifically, our Tiny model
achieves an mIoU score of 49.39 on the ADE20K dataset,
81.75 on the Cityscapes dataset and 43.32 on the COCO-
Stuff dataset with only 14.01M parameters. On the other
hand, the Large model, with 95.81M parameters, achieves an
mIoU score of 52.23 on the ADE20K dataset, 83.36 on the
Cityscapes dataset and 46.63 on the COCO-Stuff dataset.

This paper presents a novel semantic segmentation method,
with the following main contributions:

• Vision RetNet is adopted as a hierarchical feature extrac-
tor, demonstrating the strong potential of RetNet in the
field of semantic segmentation.

• A lightweight residual decoder is designed and zero ini-
tialization layers are introduced, achieving considerable

decoding capability with fewer parameters.
• Significant improvements in accuracy are achieved com-

pared to recent studies while reducing parameter count.

2 Related Work
2.1 Semantic Segmentation.
Traditional semantic segmentation methods primarily rely
on manually designed features and classifiers for pixel-level
classification. These methods typically utilize low-level fea-
tures such as color, texture, and shape, combined with al-
gorithms like graph cuts and random forests for segmenta-
tion [Zheng et al., 2012; Arbelaez et al., 2010; Zhang et al.,
2016]. However, due to the complexity and variability of real-
world situations, traditional methods often struggle to effec-
tively handle issues such as occlusion and lighting variations,
leading to inaccurate segmentation results.

With the application of deep learning to semantic segmen-
tation tasks, the accuracy of semantic segmentation has been
improved. These deep learning models achieve pixel-level
to semantic-level mapping by introducing operations such as
upsampling and skip connections, significantly enhancing the
accuracy and efficiency of semantic segmentation [Paszke et
al., 2016; Yu et al., 2017; He et al., 2019a; He et al., 2019b].
Recent models mostly rely on Transformer-based architec-
tures, which introduce self-attention mechanisms to capture
global dependencies among pixels in the image, thus bet-
ter understand the semantic information within the images
[Zheng et al., 2021; Xie et al., 2021; Cheng et al., 2022;
Zhang et al., 2022]. The latest research combines zero-shot
learning and prompt learning in semantic segmentation. This
allows for the identification of new classes without anno-
tated data and provides additional information to guide the
model towards more precise segmentation. These methods
demonstrate unique advantages in addressing data scarcity
and improving model performance. [Kirillov et al., 2023;
Zhang et al., 2023; Zhang et al., 2024b].

2.2 State Space Model
Due to the unfriendliness of Transformer attention mecha-
nisms to long text sequences, researchers have begun ex-
ploring new model architectures to overcome this challenge,
where state space models like Mamba [Gu and Dao, 2023],
DenseMamba [He et al., 2024], and RetNet [Sun et al., 2023]
have garnered widespread attention. These models adopt
mechanisms different from Transformer to process textual
data, especially in handling long sequences, demonstrating
higher efficiency and better performance.

Building on the success of state space models, researchers
further apply them to the visual domain, proposing a series
of visual models based on state space models. These mod-
els inherit the advantages of state space models in handling
long sequences while incorporating the characteristics of vi-
sual data, effectively processing visual information such as
images and videos. Among them, models like Vmamba [Liu
et al., 2024b], Vision Mamba [Zhu et al., 2024], and Vi-
sion RetNet [Fan et al., 2023] are widely used, excelling not
only in tasks such as image classification and object detec-
tion but also providing new insights and methods for handling



complex visual scenes [Li et al., 2024a; Liu et al., 2024a;
Chen et al., 2024b].

3 Method
This section introduces the SegRet model, beginning with an
overview of its core structure. Subsequently, we provide a
detailed explanation of the Vision RetNet, which serves as
a hierarchical feature extractor for effective feature repre-
sentation. Finally, we conduct an in-depth analysis of the
lightweight residual decoder, emphasizing its pivotal role in
preserving model accuracy while minimizing the parameter
count.

As shown in Fig 2, the SegRet model utilizes an encoder-
decoder structure. The encoder utilizes Vision RetNet as a
feature extractor to extract features at four different resolu-
tions. Subsequently, these extracted features are fed into the
residual decoder. The residual decoder consists of a linear
mapping block and a zero-initialized residual block, which is
mapped to a semantic segmentation mask after feature fusion.

3.1 Vision RetNet Backbone
RetNet
Firstly, we revisit the self-attention mechanism of the Trans-
former. For each input vector X , by multiplying matrices
WQ, WK and WV with X , we obtain the Q, K and V vec-
tors respectively. Therefore, the self-attention is defined as:

Attention(Q,K, V ) = softmax
(
QKT

√
dk

)
V. (1)

To address issues such as training parallelism, low-cost in-
ference and performance optimization encountered by Trans-
formers in large language models, the Retentive Network
(RetNet) is proposed. RetNet, as a novel foundational ar-
chitecture, theoretically derives the connection between re-
currence and attention, and introduces a retention mecha-
nism for sequence modeling, supporting three computational
paradigms: parallel, recurrent, and block-recurrent.

The retention mechanism is the core of RetNet, with the
following fundamental principles:

on =

n∑
m=1

γn−m
(
Qne

inθ
) (

Kmeimθ
)†

vm, (2)

where Q, K, and V vectors, similar to the Transformer, are
obtained through affine transformations of input X .

Building upon this foundation, the parallel form is deduced
as:

Q = (XWQ)⊙Θ,K = (XWK)⊙ Θ̄, V = XWV , (3)

Θn = einθ, Dnm =

{
γn−m, n ≥ m

0, n < m
, (4)

Retention(X) = (QK⊤ ⊙D)V, (5)

where Θ denotes its own complex conjugate, D ∈ R|x|×|x|

represents causal masking and exponential decay, indicating
relative distances within a one-dimensional sequence. The

outstanding performance, training parallelism, low-cost de-
ployment, and efficient inference demonstrated by RetNet
enable it to effectively address the issue of excessively high
complexity in Transformers.

Vision RetNet
Vision RetNet [Fan et al., 2023], is the earliest visual state
space model designed as an alternative to Transformer. This
model improves upon RetNet, particularly in modifying the
matrix D for handling causal masking and exponential decay,
transforming it from a unidirectional matrix suitable for NLP
to a bidirectional matrix adapted for computer vision (CV)
scenarios.

Formally, the BiRetention operator is defined as follows:

BiRetention(X) =
(
QK⊤ ⊙DBi

)
V, (6)

DBi
nm = γ|n−m|. (7)

Specifically, for the two-dimensional spatial attributes of
images, the matrix D is modified to its two-dimensional ver-
sion to better capture spatial relationships, expressed as:

D2d
nm = γ|xn−xm|+|yn−ym|. (8)

Moreover, due to the high resolution of visual images
resulting in a large number of tokens, computational costs
become prohibitively complex. To address this issue, Vi-
sion RetNet proposes a method of decomposing computa-
tions along both axes of the image. Specifically, attention
mechanisms and distance matrices are computed separately
in the horizontal and vertical directions to reduce computa-
tional complexity. The computational process is outlined as
follows:

QH ,KH = (Q,K)B,L,C→B,W,H,C , (9)

QW ,KW = (Q,K)B,L,C→B,H,W,C , (10)

AttnH = Softmax(QHKH
T )⊙DH , (11)

AttnW = Softmax(QWKW
T )⊙DW , (12)

DH
nm = γ|yn−ym|, DW

nm = γ|xn−xm|, (13)

ReSAdec(X) = AttnH(AttnWV )T . (14)

The proposed SegRet model consists of Vision RetNet,
which combines the output features of RMT blocks after
each downsampling step into hierarchical feature matrices
and feeds them into the decoder for further processing.

3.2 Lighting residual decoder
At the current stage, most popular decoders are composed of
complex CNN or Transformer structures, resulting in a large
number of parameters and lacking real-time performance. To
address this issue, we propose a lightweight residual decoder.
As illustrated in Fig 2, the proposed decoder consists of only
2.6M parameters, primarily composed of two parts: a linear
mapping block and a zero-initialized residual structure.The
architecture of our decoder is presented as follows:

The input to the decoder is a list containing features from
different layers, denoted as Features = [f1, f2, ..., fn],
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Figure 2: An overview of the proposed SegRet model. We use Vision RetNet as a hierarchical feature extractor to introduce RetNet into
semantic segmentation for the first time (Section 3.1). For more efficient feature fusion, a zero-initialization residual decoder is applied to
predict semantic segmentation masks (Section 3.2).

where fi represents the feature from the i-th layer with vary-
ing channel sizes. The objective of the decoder is to inte-
grate these features into the final output, which has dimen-
sions ncls × H × W , where ncls is the number of classes,
H and W are the height and width of the output image. The
decoding process is represented as follows:

Initially, each input feature fi undergoes a linear transfor-
mation to standardize its channel size to C, resulting in the
transformed feature Fi. This process can be expressed as:

Fi = Linear(fi). (15)
We perform a residual connection between the original fea-

ture fi and the transformed feature Fi. The residual connec-
tion layer is implemented using a 1×1 convolution with zero
initialization, where the output feature map’s channel size
matches that of fi. Specifically, the output of the residual
connection layer can be represented as:

F ′
i = fi + Zero-initialized Conv(Fi), (16)

where Zero-initialized Conv denotes a 1×1 convolution op-
eration with zero initialization. All features F ′

i are upsampled
to 1/4 of the image size. The upsampled feature can be rep-
resented as Upsample(F ′

i ).
The upsampled features F ′

i are concatenated to obtain the
output image. Assuming the merged feature is M , the con-
catenation operation can be represented as:

M = Concat(Upsample(F ′
1), ..., Upsample(F ′

n)). (17)

The dimensions of M are [4C,H,W ]. Finally, the merged
feature M undergoes a linear mapping to adjust the channel
size to the required number of classes nclass. This process
can be expressed as:

Output = Linear(M). (18)

4 Experiments
We compared recent research methods on the ADE20K,
Cityscapes and COCO-Stuff datasets, demonstrating that our
proposed SegRet model successfully integrates RetNet into
the semantic segmentation domain. Through comparative
evaluation of model parameters and mIoU metrics, our ex-
periments confirm that SegRet is a powerful semantic seg-
mentation approach.
Datasets ADE20K, Cityscapes and COCO-Stuff are impor-
tant datasets in the field of semantic segmentation. ADE20K
is a large-scale scene parsing dataset containing over 20,000
high-resolution images covering various scenes and environ-
ments. Each image is densely annotated with 150 differ-
ent semantic categories, including objects, scenes, and parts.
Cityscapes is a dataset focused on the understanding and anal-
ysis of urban scenes, comprising 5,000 high-resolution im-
ages from 50 cities in Germany. Each image provides detailed
pixel-level annotations covering common semantic categories
in urban scenes such as roads, vehicles, pedestrians and more,
totaling 19 different semantic categories. COCO-Stuff10K is
a subset of the Microsoft COCO dataset. The dataset com-
prises over 10,000 images, with each image annotated with
171 different categories, including common objects, scenes
and backgrounds. COCO-Stuff10K boasts more detailed and
refined annotations, making it an ideal benchmark for many
image segmentation algorithms.

4.1 Implementation details
Based on considerations of the applicability of the model in
different scenarios, we propose four models of different sizes:



Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS) FLOPs

SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] R50 512*512 55M 44.4 45.2 179G
SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] R101 512*512 79M 46.9 47.9 199G

SegFormer [Xie et al., 2021] MiT-B1 512*512 13.7M 42.21 43.1 15.9G
SegFormer [Xie et al., 2021] MiT-B2 512*512 27.5M 46.5 47.5 62.4G
Vision Mamba [Zhu et al., 2024] Vim-Ti UperNet 512*512 13M - 40.2 -
Vision Mamba [Zhu et al., 2024] Vim-S UperNet 512*512 46M - 44.9 -
SeMask [Jain et al., 2023] SeMask Swin-T FPN 512*512 35M 42.06 43.36 40G
SeMask [Jain et al., 2023] SeMask Swin-S FPN 512*512 56M 45.92 47.63 63G
Swin [Liu et al., 2021] Swin-T UperNet 512*512 60M - 46.1 236G
Swin [Liu et al., 2021] Swin-S UperNet 512*512 81M - 49.3 259G
RMT [Fan et al., 2023] RMT-T FPN 512*512 17M - 46.4 33.7G
RMT [Fan et al., 2023] RMT-S FPN 512*512 30M - 49.4 180G
SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] Swin-T 512*512 59M 46 - 179G
MaskFormer [Cheng et al., 2021] Swin-T 512*512 42M 46.7±0.7 48.8±0.6 55G
Vmamba [Liu et al., 2024b] VMamba-T UperNet 512*512 55M 47.3 48.3 939G
Mask2Fromer [Cheng et al., 2022] Swin-T 512*512 47M 47.7 49.6 74G
Ours-Tiny RMT-T 512*512 14.01M 48.76 49.39 72.28G

Table 1: Comparison of the proposed SegRet-Tiny model on ADE20k val dataset. Compared to recent studies, our tiny model shows
significant advantages in terms of number of parameters and mIoU. All FLOPs of our model are measured at a resolution of 512 × 2048.
”SS” and ”MS” in the table represent single-scale and multi-scale inference, respectively, with the best results highlighted in bold.

Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS) FLOPs

SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] R50 512*1024 55M 78.8 80.1 179G
SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] R101 512*1024 79M 79.9 81.4 199G
ECFD-tiny [Zhang et al., 2024a] R50 512*1024 41M 79.91 81.18 206G
ECFD-small [Zhang et al., 2024a] R50 512*1024 51M 80.14 81.32 222G
ECFD-tiny [Zhang et al., 2024a] R101 512*1024 60M 80.5 81.48 245G
ECFD-small [Zhang et al., 2024a] R101 512*1024 70M 80.74 82 261G

SeMask [Jain et al., 2023] SeMask Swin-T FPN 768*768 34M 74.92 76.56 84G
SegFormer [Xie et al., 2021] MiT-B1 1024*1024 13.7M 78.5 80 243.7G
Segmenter [Strudel et al., 2021] DeiT-B/16 Seg-B*/16 768*768 - - 80.5 -
Segmenter [Strudel et al., 2021] DeiT-B/16 Seg-B*-Mask/16 768*768 - - 80.6 -
Segmenter [Strudel et al., 2021] ViT-L/16 Seg-L/16 768*768 - - 80.7 -
Segmenter [Strudel et al., 2021] ViT-L /16 Seg-L-Mask/16 768*768 - 79.1 81.3 -
Ours RMT-T 512*1024 14.01M 81.75 82.17 72.28G

Table 2: Comparison of the proposed SegRet-Tiny model on Cityscapes dataset.

Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS)

MaskFormer [Cheng et al., 2021] R50 640*640 - 37.1±0.4 38.9±0.2
SenFormer [Bousselham et al., 2021] R50 512*512 55M 40 41.3

SeMask [Jain et al., 2023] SeMask Swin-T FPN 512*512 35M 37.53 38.88
APPNet [Zhu et al., 2023] HRNet-W48 APPNet+HRNet 520*520 69.7M 36.9 -
APPNet [Zhu et al., 2023] HRNet-W48 APPNet+OCR 520*520 72.3M 40.3 -
Ours RMT-T 512*512 14.01M 42.22 43.32

Table 3: Comparison of the proposed SegRet-Tiny model on COCO-Stuff dataset.

Tiny, Small, Base, and Large. Our backbone adopts the same
parameter settings as Vision RetNet and is pre-trained on the
ImageNet1K dataset. The size of the hidden layer parameter
C in the decoder is [256, 256, 256, 512] for the four sizes,
respectively. The SegRet model is built on the mmsegmen-
tation framework and trained on four Nvidia A40 GPUs. We
randomly flip and crop the ADE20K and COCO-Stuff dataset
to a size of 512×512 and perform the same operations on the

Cityscapes dataset, resulting in a size of 512×1024. Specifi-
cally, on the ADE20K dataset, the Large model is randomly
cropped to 640×640. To ensure fairness, we did not use train-
ing strategies such as OHEM. We utilized cross-entropy loss
and the AdamW optimizer, with a learning rate of 0.0001
and weight decay of 0.01. The batch sizes for ADE20K and
COCO-Stuff were set to 16, while Cityscapes was set to 8.
ADE20K and Cityscapes were trained for 160k iterations,



and COCO-Stuff for 80k iterations. The evaluation process
followed the same settings as Mask2former.

4.2 Main results
We quantitatively analyze SegRet’s results on ADE20K and
CityScape, showcasing its remarkable performance in seman-
tic segmentation tasks.
ADE20K Table 1 demonstrates the comparison between
SegRet-Tiny and recent studies in terms of parameter count
and mIoU. The results reveal that SegRet achieves state-of-
the-art performance compared to models with similar param-
eter counts, with only 14.01M parameters yielding a 49.39
mIoU. For instance, compared to Mask2Former(Swin-T), we
achieve comparable results with less than one-third of the pa-
rameters. Contrasting with Vision Mamba (Vim-Ti) with a
similar parameter count, SegRet outperforms it by 9.7% in
mIoU. Other model results at different scales are detailed in
the Appendix.
Cityscapes As shown in Table 2, our SegRet-Tiny model
shows satisfactory performance on the Cityscapes dataset.
Compared to methods such as EFCD (EFCD-Small) and
SegFormer (MiT-B1), SegRet achieves significant improve-
ments in mIoU(SS) and mIoU(MS) with comparable pa-
rameter counts, reaching 81.75% and 82.17%, respectively.
Compared to models such as SeMask and ECFD (EFCD-
Large), SegRet achieves higher scores in mIoU(MS) with half
the number of parameters, indicating superior generalization
ability in multi-scale scenarios. Other model results at differ-
ent scales are detailed in the Appendix.
COCO-Stuff The proposed SegRet-Tiny model demon-
strates significant performance advantages on the COCO-
Stuff dataset.As shown in Table 3, Compared to other state-
of-the-art methods such as MaskFormer, SenFormer, Se-
Mask, and APPNet, our model achieves higher mIoU scores
in image segmentation tasks. Specifically, our model achieves
mIoU scores of 42.22 and 43.32 under single-scale (SS) and
multi-scale (MS) evaluations, respectively. This indicates that
our SegRet-Tiny model exhibits competitive advantages in
both parameter efficiency and performance. Other model re-
sults at different scales are detailed in the Appendix.
Qualitative analysis As shown in Figure 3, we conducted
a qualitative analysis on the ADE20K validation set. Our-
Tiny model was compared extensively with the MaskFormer
(Swin-T) model. The results indicate that our proposed model
outperforms MaskFormer significantly in handling details
and error classification. This notable advantage is attributed
to the powerful feature extraction capability of Vision Ret-
Net and the more concise and effective decoder structure we
proposed.

4.3 Ablation Studies
In this section, we conducted a series of ablation experiments
to validate the effectiveness of the proposed decoder resid-
ual structure, particularly focusing on the validation of zero-
initialized residual layers. Additionally, we delved into the
analysis of the impact of decoder hidden layer parameters C
on the experimental outcomes. All experiments were con-
ducted on the ADE20K dataset.

Zero-initialized residual layer In Table 4, we investigated
the impact of adding and removing zero-initialized resid-
ual(ZIR) layers on the proposed decoder. Our experiments
were conducted on SegRet-Small with all settings consistent
with formal training. We observed that adding the ZIR Layer
led to a 0.79% increase in mIoU while only increasing param-
eters by 0.25M. This indicates the effectiveness of the SegRet
structure.

Method ZIR Layer #params mIoU(SS)

SegRet-Small
26.27M 49.9

✓ 26.52M 50.69

Table 4: Influence of zero-initialized residual layers on the Proposed
Model

The impact of decoder hidden layer parameter C We in-
vestigated the impact of decoder hidden layer parameter C
on the performance of the proposed model. The results from
Table 5 indicate that as parameter C increases, the model’s
performance also improves. Specifically, when C is set to
512, the model achieves the highest mean Intersection over
Union (mIoU). However, when C is increased to 768, both
the model’s complexity and mIoU are lower compared to the
case when C is 512. Therefore, in our formal experiments,
we adopted parameter C values of 256 (in the Tiny, Small,
and Base models) and 512 (in the Large model).

Method C #params mIoU(SS)

SegRet-Large
256 94.26M 50.9
512 95.81M 52
768 98.54M 51.57

Table 5: The Impact of Decoder Hidden Layer Parameter C on the
Proposed Model

Input Scaling We conducted input scaling experiments us-
ing the CityScapes dataset. The findings indicate that vary-
ing input image sizes has a notable impact on the perfor-
mance of the semantic segmentation model. As shown in
Figure 4, across input images of four distinct dimensions
(512x1024, 768x768, 640x1280, and 1024x1024), our model
consistently demonstrated superior performance compared
to alternative models, exhibiting higher mean Intersection
over Union (mIoU) scores. It is notable that our model
achieved optimal performance when the input image size was
set to 1024x1024, attaining the highest mIoU of 82.02%.
Furthermore, our model demonstrated commendable perfor-
mance metrics while maintaining a modest parameter count
of 14.01M, thus underscoring its efficacy in achieving para-
metric efficiency.

5 Conclusion
We propose SegRet, a semantic segmentation model that uti-
lizes Vision RetNet and a zero-initialized residual decoder.
This model introduces RetNet into the semantic segmentation



Ground truth MaskFormer Ours

Figure 3: Qualitative analysis is conducted on the ADE20K validation set. The first column displays the ground truth values, while the
outputs of MaskFormer and our proposed model are presented in the second and third columns, respectively. MaskFormer uses Swin-T as its
backbone, while our model utilizes the RMT-T backbone.

field for the first time and incorporates zero-initialized lay-
ers into the residual connections of the decoder. Experimen-
tal results demonstrate that SegRet effectively maintains or
improves accuracy while reducing parameter count, achiev-
ing excellent performance on four sizes of models across two
datasets. However, SegRet’s current limitation is its inability
to achieve satisfactory results in tasks such as medical image
segmentation and remote sensing image segmentation. We
anticipate that RetNet will further demonstrate greater per-
formance in the visual domain.
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A Additional results
In this section, we will analyze the experimental results of the
proposed Small, Base, and Large models on the ADE20k val,
Cityscapes and COCO-Stuff datasets.



A.1 ADE20K
Table 6 summarizes the performance of semantic segmen-
tation models of different scales and architectures on the
ADE20K validation dataset. Among smaller models, Sen-
Former and SegFormer achieved competitive results, but our
proposed Small variant outperformed them with an mIoU
of 50.7. Moving to models of basic sizes, Swin-B* and
Mask2Former stood out, yet our proposed Basic model
achieved a strong mIoU of 51.63. In large-scale models,
MaskFormer and VMamba-B showed satisfactory results,
while our model achieved comparable performance to them.

A.2 Cityscapes
Table 7 provides a detailed showcase of the performance
of various models across multiple configurations. Specif-
ically, in the small model category, our Ours-Small model
achieves 82.59% and 83.26% in single-scale (mIoU(SS)) and
multi-scale (mIoU(MS)) evaluations respectively, surpassing
other small-scale models. For the base models, our Ours-
Base model achieves 83.17% and 83.8% in mIoU(SS) and
mIoU(MS) respectively, outperforming other base models.
Ours-Base maintains high performance while keeping rel-
atively moderate computational complexity. In the large
model category, our Ours-Large model achieves 83.36% in
mIoU(SS), slightly edging out other large models. Although
trailing slightly behind Mask2Former (Swin-B*)’s 84.5% in
mIoU(MS), Ours-Large boasts a parameter count of 95.81M,
demonstrating advantages in parameter and computational ef-
ficiency compared to other large models.

A.3 COCO-Stuff
As shown in Table 8, we conducted experiments comparing
different model sizes on the COCO-Stuff dataset. The results
demonstrate significant advantages of our proposed mod-
els (utilizing RMT-S, RMT-B, and RMT-L as backbone net-
works) in both single-scale and multi-scale scenarios, achiev-
ing high average IoU values of 44.32, 45.92, and 45.78 (ss),
and 45.48, 46.06, and 46.63 (ms), respectively. In con-
trast, other models exhibited relatively lower performance in
both aspects. In summary, our models have shown outstand-
ing semantic segmentation performance on the COCO-Stuff
dataset, showcasing their superiority in terms of accuracy and
generalization capabilities.



Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS) FLOPs

SenFormer Swin-S 512*512 81M 49.2 - 202G
RMT RMT-S UperNet 512*512 56M - 49.8 937G
RMT RMT-B FPN 512*512 57M - 50.4 294G
SegFormer MiT-B3 512*512 47.3M 49.4 50 79G
VMamba VMamba-S UperNet 512*512 76M 49.5 50.5 1037G
VMamba VMamba-S UperNet 640*640 76M 50.8 50.8 1620G
MaskFormer Swin-S 512*512 63M 49.8±0.4 51.0±0.4 79G
SegFormer MiT-B4 512*512 64.1M 50.31 51.1 95.7G
Ours-Small RMT-S 512*512 26.52M 50.7 51.29 117.1G

Swin Swin-B* UperNet 640*640 121M - 51.6 471G
SegFormer MiT-B5 640*640 84.7M 51 51.8 183.3G
RMT RMT-B UperNet 512*512 83M - 52 1051G
Mask2Former Swin-S 512*512 69M 51.3 52.4 98G
Ours-Base RMT-B 512*512 53.05M 51.63 52.13 229.66G

SeMask SeMask Swin-B* FPN 512*512 96M 49.35 50.98 107G
VMamba VMamba-B UperNet 512*512 110M 50 51.3 1167G
RMT RMT-L FPN 512*512 98M - 51.4 482G
MaskFormer Swin-B 640*640 102M 51.1±0.2 52.3±0.4 195G
Ours-Large RMT-L 640*640 95.81M 52 52.23 478.54G

Table 6: The results of various model sizes on the ADE20K val. * Indicates pretraining on ImageNet22K.

Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS) FLOPs

Mask2Former R50 512*1024 44M 79.4 82.2 293G
Mask2Former R101 512*1024 63M 80.1 81.9 226G

SeMask SeMask Swin-S FPN 768*768 56M 77.13 79.14 134G
Mask2Former Swin-T 512*1024 47M 82.1 83 232G
SegFormer MiT-B2 1024*1024 27.5M 81 82.2 717.1G
Ours RMT-S 512*1024 26.52M 82.93 83.52 117.1G

SeMask SeMask Swin-B* FPN 768*768 96M 77.7 79.73 217G
SegFormer MiT-B3 1024*1024 47.3M 81.7 83.3 962.9G
Mask2Former Swin-S 512*1024 69M 82.6 83.6 313G
Ours RMT-B 512*1024 53.05M 83.28 83.87 229.66G

SeMask SeMask Swin-L* FPN 768*768 211M 78.53 80.39 455G
SegFormer MiT-B5 1024*1024 84.7M 82.4 84 1460.4G
Mask2Former Swin-B* 512*1024 107M 83.3 84.5 466G
Mask2Former Swin-L* 512*1024 215M 83.3 84.3 868G
ECFD-tiny Swin-Large 512*1024 209M 82.67 83.41 473G
ECFD-small Swin-Large 512*1024 218M 83.1 83.61 488G
Ours RMT-L 512*1024 95.81M 83.36 83.91 478.54G

Table 7: The results of various model sizes on the Cityscapes. * Indicates pretraining on ImageNet22K.



Method Backbone Decoder head Image Size #params mIoU(SS) mIoU(MS)

MaskFormer R101 640*640 - 38.1±0.3 39.8±0.6
MaskFormer R101c 640*640 - 38.0±0.3 39.3±0.4
SenFormer R101 512*512 79M 41 42.1

Ours RMT-S 512*512 26.52M 44.32 45.48
SeMask SeMask Swin-S FPN 512*512 56M 40.72 42.27
Ours RMT-B 512*512 53.05M 45.92 46.06
SeMask SeMask Swin-B* FPN 512*512 96M 44.68 46.3
Ours RMT-L 512*512 95.81M 45.78 46.63

Table 8: The results of various model sizes on the COCO-Stuff. * Indicates pretraining on ImageNet22K.
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