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Abstract

Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) have gained significant at-
tention due to their biological plausibility and energy ef-
ficiency, making them promising alternatives to Artificial
Neural Networks (ANNs). However, the performance gap
between SNNs and ANNs remains a substantial challenge
hindering the widespread adoption of SNNs. In this pa-
per, we propose a Spatial-Temporal Attention Aggregator
SNN (STAA-SNN) framework, which dynamically focuses
on and captures both spatial and temporal dependencies.
First, we introduce a spike-driven self-attention mechanism
specifically designed for SNNs. Additionally, we pioneer-
ingly incorporate position encoding to integrate latent tem-
poral relationships into the incoming features. For spatial-
temporal information aggregation, we employ step attention
to selectively amplify relevant features at different steps. Fi-
nally, we implement a time-step random dropout strategy
to avoid local optima. As a result, STAA-SNN effectively
captures both spatial and temporal dependencies, enabling
the model to analyze complex patterns and make accu-
rate predictions. The framework demonstrates exceptional
performance across diverse datasets and exhibits strong
generalization capabilities. Notably, STAA-SNN achieves
state-of-the-art results on neuromorphic datasets CIFAR10-
DVS, with remarkable performances of 97.14%, 82.05%
and 70.40% on the static datasets CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100
and ImageNet, respectively. Furthermore, our model ex-
hibits improved performance ranging from 0.33% to 2.80%
with fewer time steps. The code for the model is available
on GitHub.

*These authors contributed equally to this work and should be consid-
ered co-first authors.

†Corresponding authors.

1. Introduction

In recent years, Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) have gar-
nered significant attention due to their low energy consump-
tion and biological interpretability[12, 17, 46, 52–54]. In-
spired by the behavior of biological neurons, SNNs rep-
resent information using discrete binary spikes over mul-
tiple time steps, making them well-suited for implementa-
tion on low-power neuromorphic hardware, offering a dis-
tinct advantage over traditional Artificial Neural Networks
(ANNs)[2, 13, 19, 43, 57]. TAmong various spiking neu-
ron models, the Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) model[1]
is widely used in SNNs for its linear differentiable[34?
, 35]. However, a performance gap persists between di-
rectly trained large-scale SNNs and ANNs in pattern recog-
nition tasks. Hu [31] abuild a large-scale SNNs by con-
structing advanced residual learning to accelerate model
convergence. However, the performance gap still exists.
Additionally, the multi-time step computations inherent in
SNNs[17, 31, 65] significantly increase both training and
inference times. The resulting high latency limits the poten-
tial for efficient algorithm design, highlighting the need for
new approaches that combine insights from neuroscience
with classical deep learning to enhance the efficiency and
accuracy of SNNs. Inspired by the human visual and cog-
nitive systems, attention mechanisms in the brain modu-
late neural activity and connectivity, leading to enhanced
neural responses to stimuli that are the focus of atten-
tion. This enhancement is evident through increased firing
rates and synchronization of neurons in relevant brain re-
gions. Furthermore, attention influences the strength and
efficiency of neural connections, thereby facilitating the
flow of information within and between brain areas. In
the field of deep learning, attention mechanisms enable
networks to selectively focus on important input informa-
tion, leading to significant improvements across various
domains such as natural language processing (NLP) and
computer vision (CV). These mechanisms have consistently
demonstrated superior performance compared to conven-
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tional architectures[5, 6, 40]. In this paper, we explore the
integration of attention mechanisms into deep SNNs. Al-
though SNNs are biologically inspired models, they still
face many limitations in their current implementations. For
instance, the heterogeneity among spiking neurons and the
ability to independently transmit spatial and temporal in-
formation are often overlooked, with membrane parameters
being uniformly and permanently set across dimensions and
layers in neural networks. Neuroscience research[3, 48] has
emphasized the crucial role of synaptic homeostatic plastic-
ity mechanisms in neuronal activity, with glial cells modu-
lating information transmission between neurons. To better
align with these biological processes, we propose allowing
different network layers to exhibit varying degrees of infor-
mation transmission permeability.

We introduce a self-attention mechanism to capture spa-
tial correlations and the significance of information, while
integrating positional encoding to enhance spatial informa-
tion and potentially learn temporal features. In traditional
SNNs, input features are typically aggregated through sim-
ple addition, which can introduce significant noise into the
synthesized features. To address this, we propose a Step
Attention mechanism that aggregates and reconstructs fea-
tures at each time step, thereby improving the quality of in-
formation propagation. Additionally, we introduce a novel
Time-Step Random Dropout (TSRD) strategy to prevent the
network from falling into local optima, thereby enhancing
its robustness and accelerating training. Our main contribu-
tions are summarized as follows:
• Inspired by neurobiological attention mechanisms, we

propose a novel Spatial-Temporal Attention Aggregator
for Spiking Neural Networks (STAA-SNN), which inte-
grates self-attention, positional encoding, and step atten-
tion into a unified framework. This approach effectively
extracts information in both temporal and spatial domains
with stable training.

• We introduce a Time-Step Random Dropout (TSRD)
strategy to accelerate training and improve model gener-
alization. This strategy helps prevent premature conver-
gence during the training phase, enabling a more optimal
performance.

• We evaluate the performance, convergence, and sparse
spike activity of STAA-SNN on various benchmark
datasets. Our method achieves state-of-the-art (SOTA) or
superior results with fewer time steps, demonstrating its
efficiency and effectiveness.

2. Related Works

2.1. Training of Deep SNNs

In SNN training, two primary approaches are commonly
followed: the ANN-to-SNN conversion and direct SNN
training. The former approach faces challenges in mini-

mizing accuracy loss during conversion while simultane-
ously optimizing inference latency and energy consump-
tion [25, 26, 50]. However, these conversion methods often
fall short in fully leveraging the spatial-temporal informa-
tion inherent in SNNs due to the absence of this dimension
in ANNs. On the other hand, directly learning in SNNs
involves unsupervised and supervised learning approaches.
Unsupervised learning relies on biologically plausible rules
like Hebbian learning [27] and Spike-Timing-Dependent
Plasticity (STDP) [7], which are not well-suited for deep
SNNs or large datasets. Directly supervised learning, en-
abled by integrating backpropagation with surrogate gradi-
ent into SNNs [17, 35, 41, 53], has gained rapid applica-
bility [55, 56]. Several techniques have been proposed to
enhance direct SNN training. For instance, MPBN [24] in-
tegrates a Batch Normalization layer after membrane po-
tential updates, while MS-ResNet [31] reorganizes Vanilla
ResNet layers to better suit SNNs. Additionally, IM-Loss
[20] optimizes information maximization loss to increase
spike information entropy. Furthermore, [11] explore SNN
model compression using a minimax optimization strategy.

2.2. Attention Mechanism in SNNs

Attention mechanisms assign varying degrees of impor-
tance or weights to different parts of the input data, en-
abling more efficient processing and feature extraction. Be-
ing introduced in 2014, attention mechanisms have become
powerful tools for enhancing the performance of neural net-
works, have been widely utilized in traditional ANNs [29].
The applications of attention mechanisms in deep learning
can be broadly divided into two categories. Using it as a
basic paradigm for conducting meta-operator such as using
self-attention [49] or incorporating attention mechanisms
as auxiliary enhancement modules [30] Also these two ap-
proaches can be combined.

Introducing attention mechanisms into SNNs has be-
come increasingly important for enhancing their capabil-
ities. Currently, the majority of related work also dif-
fers from the aforementioned attention application in tra-
ditional network structures. Accordingly, [42] simulated
attention using SNN. [33] utilize attention mechanisms to
compress SNN models. TA-SNN [58] introduced temporal-
wise attention to SNNs, laying the groundwork for sub-
sequent advancements in attention mechanisms within this
domain. MA-SNN [60] proposed temporal-channel-spatial
attention for SNNs, surpassing models focused on single-
dimensional information. TCJA-SNN [68] introduced a
temporal and channel joint attention mechanism, while
SCTFA [8] applied temporal-channel-spatial attention to
SNNs with promising results. Moreover, STSC-SNN [64]
incorporated temporal convolution and attention mecha-
nisms to implement synaptic filtering and gating functions,
demonstrating the versatility of attention mechanisms in en-



Figure 1. Overview of the STAA-SNN Architecture and the TSRD strategy.

hancing SNN capabilities. IM-LIF [39] adopted temporal-
wise attention to improve the updating of GRUs and LSTMs
within SNNs. Recently, researchers have incorporated
SNNs into the Transformer architecture, achieving promis-
ing results on multiple datasets [37, 47]. These researches
reveal that attention mechanisms do improve the perfor-
mance of SNN. However, there is still a need for high-
performance enhancement modules specifically designed
for applying attention mechanisms to SNNs.

3. Methodology
In this section, we will first provide a brief overview of the
Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) model and the training pro-
cess. Following that, we introduce the proposed Spatial-
Temporal Attention Aggregator. Lastly, we outline the time
step random dropout strategy for SNN.

3.1. Leaky Integrate-and-Fire Model
The spiking neuron is a fundamental component of SNNs.
In this work, we employ the Leaky Integrate-and-Fire (LIF)
neuron due to its efficiency and simplicity. The discrete-
time and iterative mathematical representation of LIF are
described as follows:

V t,n = Ht−1,n +
1

τ
[It−1,n − (Ht−1,n − Vreset)] (1)

St,n = Θ(V t,n − vth) (2)

Ht,n = Vreset · St,n + V t,n ⊙ (1− St,n). (3)

The Heaviside step function Θ equals 0 when x is less than
0, and equals 1 when x is greater than or equal to 0. Among
these, Ht−1,n represents the membrane potential after a
spike trigger at the previous time step, while It,n and V t,n

respectively denote the input and membrane potential of the
n-th layer at time step t. On the other hand, vth is the thresh-
old to determine whether the output spiking tensor and St,n

signifies a binary tensor obtained by threshold-triggered fir-
ing of action potentials in the n-th layer at time step t.

Based on the similarity between the Iterative LIF neuron
and Recurrent Neural Networks (RNNs), spatio-temporal
backpropagation (STBP) [52, 53] introduced the algorithm
of directly training SNN in the same way as RNNs by Back
Propagation Through Time:

∂L

∂Wn
=

∑
t

(
∂L

∂St,n
· ∂S

t,n

∂V t,n
+

∂L

∂V t+1,n
· ∂V

t+1,n

∂V t,n

)
∂V t,n

∂Wn
.

(4)
Note that ∂St,n

∂V t,n , the derivative of the spike with respect
to the membrane potential at timestep t layer n, is non-
differentiable. Prior works addressed this challenge by
adopting SG (with the rectangular shape being widely ap-
plied):

∂St

∂V t
=

1

a
· sign(|V t − Vth| <

a

2
), (5)

where a is a hyper-parameter and set to 1, than the gradient
equals to 1 when Vth − 0.5 ≤ V t ≤ Vth + 0.5, otherwise 0.

Neuromorphic-Inspired Adaptive LIF Design. A brief
overview of the LIF model is provided in previous section.
Upon closer examination of Equation 1, it becomes evident
that when Vrest and τ are kept constant, the weight coef-
ficients of H and I , as well as their interrelation, remain
unchanged and unaffected by time t and layer depth n. This
discrepancy deviates from the actual neural processing of
information in human brain. Therefore, we propose the fol-



lowing modification to the original membrane potential up-
date formula:

V t,n = M ⊙Ht−1,n +N ⊙ It−1,n, (6)

where M and N are coefficient matrices, they can be dy-
namically modified through iterative learning processes to
effectively regulate the probabilities of activation and inhi-
bition across various layers within SNN.

Global Context (GC) Block. The Global Context (GC)
Block in conventional convolution-based deep learning
network architectures serves a similar role to the self-
attention mechanism in Transformers, but it is more con-
cise and lightweight. Therefore, the GC block makes it
possible to incorporate self-attention mechanisms into non-
Transformer networks. In this paper, we simulate the self-
attention operation using a GC block [9] comprising three
1 × 1 convolutional kernels, each corresponding to key,
value and query. As depicted in Fig. 1(b), the spatial spik-
ing input tensor of the n-th layer at the t-th time step is
Xt,n ∈ RCn×Hn×Wn

, where Wn and Hn represent the
width and height of the n-th layer input feature map, and
Cn is the channel size. Having passed Xt,n through the
GC block, three weight matrices for self-attention, namely
Wk, Wq and Wv , can be obtained. The calculation formulas
for these matrices are as follows:

Wk = Xt,n · Sigmoid(Convk(Xt,n)) (7)
Wq = Convq(Wk) (8)
Wv = Convv(ReLU(LN(Wq))) (9)

where Xt,n needs to be reshaped from C ×H ×W to C ×
HW prior to the computation of Wk and Wk,Wq,Wv ∈
RC×1×1. Subsequently, we can obtain the enhanced feature
map through the GC block.

Zt,n = Xt,n ⊕Wv (10)

where Zt,n ∈ RC,H,W is equivalent to Xt,n. The enhanced
Zt,n, in comparison to the Xt,n, demonstrates improved
capability in attentively capturing self-relevant information
and task-related cues, thereby effectively amplifying crit-
ical features while mitigating interference from irrelevant
sources. This approach facilitates the seamless transmission
of enriched data flow, enabling the retention of valuable fea-
tures for subsequent stages.

Position Encoding (PE) Block. Position encoding is a
technique used in the field of Natural Language Processing
(NLP) and sequence processing to incorporate positional in-
formation into the input data. Despite SNNs sharing struc-
tural similarities with RNNs and possessing inherent tem-
poral processing capabilities, their information storage re-
lies on sparse binary spikes. While this ensures efficient

and low-energy transmission, it also results in the loss of
numerous features. Therefore, this study introduces posi-
tional encoding to enhance the spatial attributes of incom-
ing vectors through supplementary position encoding. This
augmentation aims to facilitate the exploration of underly-
ing temporal relationships, thereby strengthening temporal
features. Based on our experimental results, selecting learn-
able position encoding and adding them to the input tensor
before the GC block yields the better overall performance.
The specific calculation method is as follows:

Xt,n = It,n ⊕ Post,n (11)

where Post,n represents the position encoding at the t-th
time step in the n-th layer, with Post,n ∈ RT,Cn

.

Step Attention (SA) Block. While the previous modules
primarily emphasize enhancing incoming features from a
spatial perspective, it is crucial to acknowledge the unique
spatial-temporal processing capabilities of SNNs. Unlike
other types of network, SNNs offer an additional under-
standing of information sensitivity across different time
steps. Therefore, in this paper, we introduce Step Atten-
tion to tackle the temporal challenges inherent in SNNs. As
illustrated in Figure 1(c), U t,n ∈ RCn×Hn×Wn

represents
the spatially aggregated feature input at the n-th and the t-th
timestep. And the specific Step Attention can be described
as:

V t,n = U t,n ⊙ Sigmoid
(

Conv2

(
ReLU

(
Conv1(

α · AvgPool(U t,n)
)))) (12)

where α is a scaling factor. It can adjust the initial speed
of model training to facilitate smoother convergence of the
network. In experiments, it is typically set to a default value
of 2.

LIF with Spatio-Temporal Attention Aggregator
(STAA). The STAA seamlessly integrates with the LIF
model, offering compatibility across various network
structures without constraints. It adeptly harnesses the
potential of spiking neurons, effectively optimizing the
storage of discrete spike information while minimizing
the loss of crucial data during transmission. As shown in
Figure 1(a), the neuronal update equation for the LIF model
with STAA can be described as

U t,n = GC1(X
t,n)⊕GC2(H

t−1,n) (13)

V t,n = SA(U t,n) (14)

The remaining update equations remain consistent with
original LIF model.



Method Architecture Timestep Accuracy

CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100

CNN-based

GLIF [63] ResNet-19 2 94.44 75.48
ResNet-19 4 94.85 77.05

TET [16] ResNet-19 2 94.16 72.87
ResNet-19 4 94.44 74.47

LSG [38] ResNet-19 2 94.41 76.32
ResNet-19 4 95.17 76.85

PFA [14] ResNet-19 2 95.6 76.7
ResNet-19 4 95.71 78.1

Diet-SNN [45] ResNet-20 5 91.78 64.07
VGG-16 5 93.85 69.67

IM-loss [20] VGG-16 5 93.85 70.18

IM-LIF [39] ResNet-19 3 95.29 77.21

MPBN [24]

ResNet-19 1 96.06 78.71
ResNet-19 2 96.47 79.51
ResNet-19 4 96.52 80.1
ResNet-20 1 92.22 68.41
ResNet-20 2 93.54 70.79
ResNet-20 4 94.28 72.3

Transformer-based

Spikformer[67] Spikformer-4-25 4 93.94 75.96

Spikingformer[66] Spikingformer-4-25 4 94.77 77.43

Spike-driven Transformer [62] Transformer-2-512 4 95.60 78.40

CNN-based Ours

VGG-13 2 94.70± 0.12 75.16± 0.08
VGG-13 4 95.26± 0.09 76.35± 0.11
ResNet-19 1 96.75± 0.09 79.37± 0.10
ResNet-19 2 96.85± 0.11 80.57± 0.11
ResNet-19 4 97.14 ± 0.10 82.05 ± 0.10
ResNet-20 1 93.08± 0.09 70.14± 0.07
ResNet-20 2 94.35± 0.08 73.20± 0.12
ResNet-20 4 95.03± 0.11 75.10± 0.12

Table 1. Comparison results with SOTA methods on CIFAR-10/100.

3.2. Time Step Random Dropout (TSRD) Strategy
In addition, this paper also proposes an efficient SNN train-
ing strategy called TSRD. In the case of deep time steps,
spiking features often solidify prematurely during itera-
tions, preventing the network from converging to the desired
outcome. As shown in Figure 1(d), TSRD has the capabil-
ity to randomly drop out the augmentation module at time
step t ∈ (0, T ) with a dropout probability of β, and instead
choose the most basic element-wise addition aggregation
method. The TSRD method not only accelerates the train-
ing of the model in experiments but also effectively helps
the model escape from local optima, thereby enhancing the
overall generalization ability of the model.

4. Experiments

First, we outline the setup of our experiments, detailing the
datasets and implementation specifics. Next, we compare
our experimental results against previous SOTA methods
across multiple datasets. Following this, we present abla-
tion studies to validate the effectiveness of STAA. Finally,
we visualize the model’s performance. More details on
the datasets, hyperparameters, additional experiments, and
an analysis of computational efficiency are provided in the
Supplementary Material.



Figure 2. Position encoding locations in SNNs.

Method Architecture T Accuracy

STBP-tdBN [65] ResNet34 6 63.72%

TET [16] ResNet34 6 64.79%

RecDis-SNN [21] ResNet34 6 67.33%

GLIF [63] ResNet34 4 67.52%

IM-Loss [20] ResNet18 6 67.43%

Real Spike [22]
ResNet18 4 63.68%
ResNet34 4 67.69%

RMP-Loss [23]
ResNet18 4 63.03%
ResNet34 4 65.17%

MPBN [24]
ResNet18 4 63.14%
ResNet34 4 64.71%

SEW ResNet [17]
ResNet18 4 63.18%
ResNet34 4 67.04%

Ours ResNet18 4 68.27% ± 0.19%
ResNet34 4 70.40% ± 0.15%

Table 2. Comparison of training based SNN SOTA on ImageNet.
T denotes Timestep.

4.1. Experimental Setup

Datasets. We evaluated the proposed method using five
primary datasets. CIFAR-10/100 [32] and ImageNet [15]
are widely used as benchmark datasets for image classi-
fication tasks. CIFAR-10/100 consist 50,000 training and
10,000 testing images in 10 and 100 classes, respectively.
ImageNet consist 1.2 million training, 50,000 validation
and 100,000 test images, categorized into 1,000 classes.
The visual neuromorphic datasets, CIFAR10-DVS [36],
comprises 10,000 event streams in 10 categories, 1,000
samples in each class. We split the dataset into training and
testing sets in a 9:1 ratio. The DVS128 Gesture [4] dataset
is for event-based representation, comprising 1,176 train-
ing images and 288 testing images, consisting of 11 distinct
gestures from 29 subjects under three different lighting con-

Methods Architecture T Accuracy(%)

CIFAR10-DVS

IM-loss [20] ResNet-19 10 72.60
LSG [38] ResNet-19 10 77.90

MPBN [24] ResNet-19 10 74.40
MPBN [24] ResNet-20 10 78.70

TET [16] VGGSNN 10 77.30
IM-LIF [39] VGG-13 10 80.50
GLIF [63] 7B-wideNet 16 78.10
STSA [51] STS-Transformer 16 79.93
SEW [17] SEW-ResNet 16 74.4

Spikeformer [37] Spikeformer 16 80.9

Ours ResNet-20 16 81.90±0.20

VGG-13 16 82.10±0.20

DVS128 Gesture

STBP-tdBN [65] ResNet-17 40 96.87
SEW [17] 7B-Net 16 97.52
PLIF [18] PLIFNet 20 97.57

MA-SNN [60] 5 layers SCNN 20 98.23
ASA-SNN [61] 5 layers SCNN 20 97.70

IM-LIF [39] ResNet-19 40 97.33
LIAF+TA [59] TA-SNN-Net 60 98.61

Spike-driven Transformer [62] Transformer-2-512 16 99.30

Ours VGG-13 16 98.61 ±0.20

Table 3. Comparison results with SOTA methods on CIFAR10-
DVS and DVS128 Gesture.

ditions.

Implementation Details. In this study, we set the firing
threshold vth to 1, and initialize the values of α and β as 2
and 0.1, respectively. In the PE block, we employ a learn-
able position encoding method, initializing all to 0. All the
code is implemented using PyTorch, and all experiments are
conducted on an RTX 3090 GPU, except experiments on
ImageNet performed using 8 NVIDIA RTX 4090 GPUs.



The total training epochs was set to 500 for CIFAR-10,
CIFAR-100 and CIFAR10-DVS, and 300 for ImageNet.

4.2. Performance Comparison
Static Image Classification. We validate our model on
three static datasets, CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and Ima-
geNet. For CIFAAR10/100, the STAA-SNNs apply to both
ResNet-like and VGG-like networks, tested at 1,2,3 and 4
different time steps. For ImageNet, the model is tested us-
ing ResNet-18 and ResNet-34 at 4 time steps. Our method
achieves top accuracies of 97.14% on CIFAR-10, 82.05%
on CIFAR-100 and 70.40% on ImageNet, outperforming
previous state-of-the-art methods across various architec-
tures. These improvements can be attributed to the strong
spatial-temporal attention mechanism and feature aggrega-
tion of the STAA-SNNs, which fully leverage the poten-
tial performance of SNNs. Moreover, our proposed model
achieves equivalent accuracy while reducing at least one
time step.

Event-based Action Recognition. In order to compre-
hensively analyze the spatial-temporal processing capabil-
ities of STAA-SNNs, we conduct tests on the DVS128 Ges-
ture and CIFAR10-DVS datasets. These datasets differ from
static datasets because they possess a temporal dimension.
The specific experimental results are presented in Table 3.
Obviously, it can be observed that our model is capable of
achieving, and even surpassing SOTA performance using a
smaller network and fewer time steps. Specifically, we are
able to achieve performance of 82.10% on CIFAR10-DVS
and 98.61% on DVS128 Gesture datasets.

4.3. Ablation Study

Figure 3. Distribution of accuracy with different dropout probabil-
ity β in TSRD.

Position encoding locations. To significantly enhance the
performance of the module when integrated with a vanilla
SNN, we investigated the optimal placement of Position
Encoding within the SNN architecture. Using ResNet-20
as the baseline network, we conducted experiments on the

Blocks
TSRD Accuracy △(%)

GC PE SA

✗ ✗ ✗ ✗ 72.30% -
✓ ✗ ✗ ✗ 73.22% 0.92%
✓ ✓ ✗ ✗ 73.79% 1.49%
✓ ✓ ✗ ✓ 73.96% 1.66%
✓ ✓ ✓ ✗ 74.78% 2.48%
✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ 75.10% 2.80%

Table 4. Ablation on STAA with TSRD in ResNet-20 on CIFAR-
100 with T=4.

CIFAR-10 dataset with a time step of 4. SNNs have a more
complex structure compared to CNNs, making it essential
to determine the optimal placement for PE to maximize
network performance As depicted in Figure 2, we consid-
ered four potential scenarios (b)-(e) for integrating PE, in
addition to a vanilla SNN with no PE (a). Experiments
were conducted across these scenarios while keeping all
other conditions constant. The resulting accuracies from
left to right were 94.08%, 94.29%, 94.27%, and 93.96%,
excluding the first scenario. The highest performance was
achieved when PE was placed at the pre-aggregation spa-
tial input port. While scenarios (c) and (d) showed similar
performance, scenario (d) introduced additional parameters.
Therefore, it is determined that the optimal placement for
PE is at the pre-aggregation spatial input port.

Evaluation of position encoding methods. After deter-
mining the optimal location for PE, the next step is to iden-
tify the most effective encoding method. Following the
setup as the previous ablation experiment, then we trained
the network for 500 epochs on the CIFAR-10 dataset with
a time step of 4. The results showed that the learnable PE
achieved an accuracy of 94.99%, representing a 0.57% im-
provement over the 94.42% accuracy obtained with fixed
PE.

Impact of dropout probability β in TSRD. To improve
training speed and enhance generalization in TSRD, it is
crucial to determine a suitable dropout probability β to
avoid excessive dropout, which could cause network col-
lapse. Using ResNet-20 at a time step of 4, we tested
dropout probabilities by incrementally increasing β from
0.1 to 1.0, assessing model performance on the CIFAR-
10 dataset. As depicted in Figure 3, the model performs
best with a dropout probability below 0.3, achieving opti-
mal results at 0.1. This supports our expectation that exces-
sive dropout discards essential information, impairing per-
formance. Conversely, a balanced dropout probability helps
control noise in deeper time steps while preserving raw in-
formation in shallower steps, enabling the network to effec-



Figure 4. Visualization on CIFAR10-DVS. Ten layers from VGG-13 in a shallow to deep manner.

Figure 5. Impact of different scaling coefficients r for intermediate
feature dimensions in the GC module on the CIFAR-10 dataset.

tively navigate critical points and improve robustness.

Combinations of sub-modules in STAA with TSRD. In
order to better understand the effectiveness of the execution
of each sub-module of STAA as well as TSRD, we conduct
an experiment to assess the performance differences of the
SNN when each sub-module is stacked. We test the per-
formance on CIFAR-100 using ResNet-20 as the baseline
network structure with a time step of 4, and the results are
recorded in Table 4. Particularly, the GC and SA blocks can
bring improvements of 0.92% and 1.14%, respectively. This
indicates that spatial-temporal attention and feature aggre-
gation reconstruction have a significant impact on the per-
formance improvement of SNN.

Impact of Intermediate Dimension Scaling Coefficients
in GC. The GC module utilizes multiple 1 × 1 convo-
lutions. Maintaining the number of channels C for the
last two convolutions in this module would significantly in-
crease computational demands. To preserve the lightweight
of the module, a scaling coefficient r is introduced within
the GC to compress feature dimensions. This approach effi-
ciently reduces the parameter count from C ·C to 2·C ·C/r,
making the module more computationally feasible. We
evaluate the effect of different r values using the ResNet-20

architecture with a timestep of 4 on the CIFAR-10 dataset.
The test accuracies for various r values are shown in Fig-
ure 5, demonstrating that optimal performance is achieved
when r is set to 4.

4.4. Visualization and Analysis
In our study, we aggregated 4D(T,C,H,W ) spiking maps
into 2D(H,W ) maps and utilized GradCAM to visualize
output features from various depths of convolutional layers.
As shown in Figure 4, the left side displays a sample from
the horse class in CIFAR10-DVS, consisting of 16-frame
images. On the right, we present partial layer visualizations
of vanilla LIF and STAA-LIF. Notably, our method focuses
more on the relevant features of the target, where STAA-LIF
extract the feature of the horse’s mouth on the right images,
while vanilla LIF fails to do so. These findings indicate
that our method, through spatial-temporal attention mecha-
nisms, can emphasize crucial and relevant information.

4.5. Analysis of Computation Efficiency
In this section, we evaluate single-image inference energy
costs for ANNs and SNNs using 45-nm technology. While
ANNs rely on multiplication-and-accumulation (MAC) op-
erations, which require 4.6 pJ each, SNNs primarily per-
form accumulation operations (ACs) at a lower 0.9 pJ per
operation, making SNNs more energy-efficient [28, 44].
Following [10], we assessed ResNet20’s efficiency, finding
it required 0.10 billion ACs, 0.06 billion MACs, 0.87 bil-
lion FLOPs, and contained 12.69 million parameters. Un-
der these conditions, inference on CIFAR-100 (32x32 res-
olution, 4 timesteps) consumed 0.366 mJ, demonstrating
ResNet20’s energy-efficient design.

5. Conclusion
In this article, we propose the STAA-SNN model along
with the TSRD training strategy. STAA, as a feature ag-
gregator module based on spatial-temporal attention, effec-
tively leverages the advantage of SNN in processing spatial-
temporal information, and excites the network to achieve



better performance within shorter time steps. Additionally,
as a plug-and-play module, it can be easily integrated into
Conv-based SNNs. STAA has a great advantage in inter-
pretability compared to previous models. When used in
conjunction with the TSRD training strategy, STAA has
achieved SOTA results in a large number of experiments,
not only in static datasets such as CIFAR-10/100 and Ima-
geNet, but also in dynamic datasets such as CIFAR10-DVS.
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