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Abstract. Drawing on the intricate structures of the brain, Spiking
Neural Networks (SNNs) emerge as a transformative development in ar-
tificial intelligence, closely emulating the complex dynamics of biologi-
cal neural networks. While SNNs show promising efficiency on special-
ized sparse-computational hardware, their practical training often re-
lies on conventional GPUs. This reliance frequently leads to extended
computation times when contrasted with traditional Artificial Neural
Networks (ANNs), presenting significant hurdles for advancing SNN re-
search. To navigate this challenge, we present a novel temporal fusion
method, specifically designed to expedite the propagation dynamics of
SNNs on GPU platforms, which serves as an enhancement to the cur-
rent significant approaches for handling deep learning tasks with SNNs.
This method underwent thorough validation through extensive exper-
iments in both authentic training scenarios and idealized conditions,
confirming its efficacy and adaptability for single and multi-GPU sys-
tems. Benchmarked against various existing SNN libraries/implemen-
tations, our method achieved accelerations ranging from 5× to 40× on
NVIDIA A100 GPUs. Publicly available experimental codes can be found
at https://github.com/EMI-Group/snn-temporal-fusion.

Keywords: Spiking neural networks · High-performance computing ·
GPU acceleration.

1 Introduction

Deep learning has firmly entrenched itself as a transformative field in artificial
intelligence. Python, as a preferred programming language, has propelled this
transformation. Notably, by leveraging the robust GPU computing supports of
the Compute Unified Device Architecture (CUDA) [24], PyTorch [28] stands out
in the Python ecosystem, offering a robust platform for researchers working on
traditional Artificial Neural Network (ANN) structures.

As the deep learning landscape evolves, the integration of biological neu-
ral dynamics, manifested in the form of Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs), has
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emerged as a promising research direction. Presently, the spiking attribute is pri-
marily viewed as a module or characteristic that can be integrated into existing
ANNs. This perspective is largely influenced by studies focused on converting
ANNs into SNNs [6, 22, 31], as well as training SNNs directly with ANN meth-
ods [23,34,37]. Consequently, ANNs serve as foundational pillars for contempo-
rary SNNs. Reflecting this trend, numerous SNN libraries have been developed
atop the PyTorch framework, each distinguished by its unique focus [7,8,13,29].

Despite the promising features of SNNs, a significant challenge arises with
the incorporation of the temporal dimension, which often leads to slower train-
ing speeds. Many researchers have sought to mitigate this by truncating the
network’s temporal length [5, 11, 40]. While expediting training, this approach
inadvertently suppresses its temporal characteristics and makes SNNs closely re-
semble ANNs [2,12,30]. Moreover, the relatively slow execution speeds of SNNs
on prevalent GPU platforms make it challenging to train and validate the mod-
els on large scales. Undoubtedly, such computational bottlenecks have impeded
further exploration of the field.

To address these challenges, various upper-level acceleration algorithms have
been proposed, focusing on the integration of spiking neuron mechanisms with
advanced training strategies [9,25,38]. In contrast, research on accelerating deep
learning models has predominantly concentrated on lower-level computational
improvements. These involve parallel and distributed processing techniques ap-
plied to both data and models, which have primarily been implemented in ANNs
to boost efficiency in solving deep learning tasks [16,20,33]. While these contri-
butions are noteworthy, the lower-level computational infrastructures specifically
designed for SNNs are yet to be further explored.

To bridge the gap, in this work, we seek to address the challenge of low-speed
execution inherent in SNNs by introducing a theoretically sound solution, lever-
aging the temporal dynamics of SNNs during signal propagation. This method
effectively reduces the latency associated with the temporal aspects of process-
ing, thereby facilitating the scalable training of SNNs across distributed GPU
environments. Our contributions can be summarized as follows.

– We propose a novel temporal fusion method specifically designed to ex-
pedite the training of SNNs. Drawing inspiration from prior studies, our
method decouples the spiking neuron model’s propagation patterns along
the temporal axis. This strategy facilitates more efficient information flow
and maintains computational precision without resorting to approximate
substitutions, thereby ensuring that the model’s outcomes are both simple
and accurate.

– We have extended the proposed temporal fusion method to leverage multiple
GPUs, moving beyond traditional batch-based methods. We adopt a pipeline
parallelism framework, which is particularly suitable for the intrinsic tempo-
ral dynamics of spiking neurons, enabling the distribution of computational
loads across GPUs in a temporal manner. Theoretically, this design allows
for scalable performance improvements that grow with the increase in time
steps, offering significant acceleration benefits.
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– To empirically validate the acceleration capabilities of our method, we con-
ducted experiments on deep learning tasks using widely adopted SNN ar-
chitectures during both training and testing phases. Our implementation,
developed on the PyTorch platform with CUDA optimization, is specifically
engineered to reduce memory access latency, thereby enhancing efficiency
across various temporal scales. The results from our rigorous testing, devoid
of extraneous computational burdens, demonstrate substantial performance
improvements in both single and multi-GPU setups.

2 Related Work

2.1 GPU Acceleration for Deep Learning

In the realm of GPU acceleration for deep learning, NVIDIA’s CUDA tech-
nology is particularly noteworthy for its high-level interface that enables direct
interaction with GPUs. CUDA serves as a crucial software layer that allows de-
velopers to engage directly with the GPU’s virtual instruction set and parallel
computing components, thus facilitating efficient execution of kernel computa-
tions. This proximity to the hardware layer significantly enhances development
flexibility and efficiency.

To further streamline the development process, CUDA is complemented by
a suite of optimized standard routines. A primary example is cuDNN [3], which
provides a comprehensive set of deep neural network operator implementations
within the CUDA ecosystem, substantially simplifying the development of deep
learning applications. These foundational technologies underpin many high-level
deep learning frameworks, enabling robust and efficient experimentation.

There have also been significant advancements in parallel and distributed
acceleration methods. Initial efforts, such as those by Krizhevsky et al. [20],
allocated neural network models across multiple GPUs, paving the way for pro-
cessing large deep-learning models with multiple GPUs. Following this, more so-
phisticated distributed training methods have emerged. For example, Megatron-
LM [33] introduced an intra-layer model parallelism method for large language
models, enhancing accuracy while maintaining performance. GPipe [16] explored
serial operators in foundation models, implementing pipelined serial sub-layers
and facilitating pipeline parallelism across multiple GPUs. These methods signif-
icantly boost model computation efficiency on supported platforms, with many
integrated into existing deep learning frameworks to augment the efficiency of
large-scale model development and research.

2.2 Neuromorphic Computing Infrastructures

In light of the integration of spiking neuron properties into deep learning, several
infrastructures tailored for SNNs have emerged, each focusing on different facets
of the domain. BindsNET [13] emphasizes applications in machine and reinforce-
ment learning. Norse [29] and snnTorch [7] expand on SNNs within the PyTorch
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ecosystem, prioritizing comprehensive functional support alongside an extensive
documentation suite, praised for its user-centric design. SpikingJelly [8], on the
other hand, accentuates algorithmic advancements in SNNs, offering two back-
ends and two SNN propagation mechanisms, thereby fostering both algorithmic
enhancements and performance optimizations.

In addition, certain simulation frameworks for neural systems have inspired
the fundamental design of SNNs. Libraries such as cuSNN [27] and GeNN [39],
built directly on CUDA, aim to minimize runtime overhead through efficient,
substrate-based designs. These frameworks facilitate a closer interaction with
the hardware layer, enhancing the execution efficiency of SNN simulations.

2.3 Spiking Neurons

As the fundamental units of the brain, neurons exhibit unique information trans-
fer properties. To emulate these intricate behaviours in computational models,
various spiking neuron models have been proposed. Notably, the Spike Response
Model (SRM) [10] represents a broad category of spiking neurons, encompass-
ing parameters like membrane potential decay, spike threshold, refractory period,
etc. Essentially, the membrane potential of a neuron undergoes continuous decay
unless it receives an external stimulus. Upon receiving information, the potential
increases until it hits a threshold, resulting in the generation of a spike, followed
by an immediate potential drop.

Spiking neuron models for deep learning are relatively complex in the early
stages, e.g., Hodgkin-Huxley [15], Izhikevich [17]. However, complex models,
while accurate, often introduce implementation challenges. As the deep learn-
ing domain advances, the need for simplicity becomes paramount. Therefore, the
Leaky-Integrate-and-Fire (LIF) model and its variants are preferred at present [4,
32,35]. LIF emerges as a simplified version of SRM, preserving its core informa-
tion transfer mechanisms while reducing the intricacies of neuronal information
transmission. Recognizing the potential of this simplification, recent research has
further refined the LIF model, yielding an iterable form [37]. This adaptation en-
sures that spiking neurons seamlessly integrate into the deep learning paradigm
without compromising the salient features of SRM.

3 Method

We first analyze the properties of LIF neurons in forward and backward prop-
agation, showcasing the potential for acceleration optimization. Then, we delve
into the foundational aspects of the temporal fusion method and its theoretical
implications when executed on a single GPU. Finally, we explore the method’s
scalability across multiple GPUs.

3.1 Parallelism of LIF Spiking Neurons

For a specific layer within the iterative LIF model of a SNN, let v
(t)
i denote the

membrane potential of the i-th neuron at the t-th time step, and y
(t)
i represent
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(a) Single GPU case
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(b) Multiple GPUs case

Fig. 1. Schematics showcasing temporal fusion on both single and multi-GPU environ-
ments. The horizontal axis represents time step, while the vertical axis represents the
hierarchical propagation of the networks. The temporal dimension is unfolded, with
each square representing the neuron collection of a specific SNN layer at a given time
step.

its corresponding output. Initially, we assume the membrane potential of each
neuron is v(0)i = Vrest, where Vrest indicates the resting potential. Additionally, kτ
is defined as the decay factor that influences the membrane potential’s evolution
over time. Given these, the iterative dynamics of the LIF model for each neuron
can be formulated as:

v
(t)
i = kτ · v(t−1)

i ·
(
1− y

(t−1)
i

)
+ Vrest · y(t−1)

i + x
(t)
i , (1)

where the mechanism for spike generation is given by:

y
(t)
i = H

(
v
(t)
i − Vth

)
=

1, if v(t)i − Vth ≥ 0,

0, otherwise,
(2)

with H denoting the spike activation function characteristic of spiking neurons,
and x

(t)
i being the integrated output from the preceding layer’s neurons.

Eqs. (1) and (2) elucidate the forward propagation mechanism of the iterative
LIF model, providing a detailed account of the spiking process while preserving
the essential attributes of spiking neurons. Consequently, the discussions and
methodologies presented in this paper are based on these formulations.

The structure of the LIF model’s forward propagation inherently supports its
backward propagation, which is essential for direct SNN training. This backward
propagation is expressed as:

∇
x
(t)
i
L = kτ · ∇

v
(t+1)
i

L · [1− y
(t)
i − v

(t)
i · δ(v(t)i )] +∇

y
(t)
i
L · δ(v(t)i ), (3)

where L denotes the loss function. The spike function H, being non-differentiable
as indicated in Eq. (2), necessitates δ as an approximate surrogate gradient
function.

Notably, both forward and backward computations in the LIF model are
conducted on an element-wise basis, as opposed to the fully connected and con-
volutional operations. This means that each neuron functions autonomously,
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FusedForwardLIF FusedBackwardLIF

𝐻𝐻 𝐻𝐻 𝐻𝐻 
𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡) 𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡+1) 𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡−1) 

𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡−1) 𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡) 𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡+1) 

𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡) 𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡+1) 

∇𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡 −1 )𝐿𝐿 ∇𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡 ) 𝐿𝐿 ∇𝑣𝑣𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡 +1 )𝐿𝐿 

∇𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡 ) 𝐿𝐿 ∇𝑦𝑦𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡 −1 )𝐿𝐿 

∇𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖
(𝑡𝑡 ) 𝐿𝐿 ∇𝑥𝑥𝑖𝑖

(𝑡𝑡 −1 )𝐿𝐿 

Fused Layer 𝑛𝑛

Fused Layer 𝑛𝑛 + 1

GPU 𝑘𝑘 GPU 𝑘𝑘 + 1

⋅⋅⋅ ⋅⋅⋅

𝛿𝛿 𝛿𝛿 

Fig. 2. Forward (see left) and backward (see right) propagation in a monolayer LIF
network via temporal fusion. The horizontal axis indicates time-step-wise propagation,
and the vertical axis shows layer-by-layer progression, conforming to Eqs. (1), (2) and
(3). The red-shaded area delineates the operator fusion range within the GPU kernel,
merging x

(t)
i and x

(t+1)
i (as well as ∇

y
(t)
i

L and ∇
y
(t−1)
i

L) for integrated GPU kernel
processing, thereby minimizing the memory access overhead.

without reliance on a specific computational sequence or interaction with others.
Such autonomy is pivotal, as it allows for parallel processing and optimization,
significantly boosting computational efficiency.

3.2 Temporal Fusion on a Single GPU

As given by Eq. (1), the dynamics of the membrane potential in SNNs are
intricately tied to both temporal and spatial factors. This entails that the activity
of any given neuron is predicated on its preceding state at the last time step, as
well as the input it receives from neurons within the previous layer.

Drawing inspiration from prior research [8], an intriguing observation emerges:
Time-step-wise inference is fundamentally equivalent to layer-wise inference,
which occurs after the completion of all time steps in each layer of the com-
putation. This characteristic inherent to the latter opens a path for optimization
across the temporal dimension, particularly when the initial states for all time
steps are predetermined.

Notably, prioritizing the computation across each layer over all time steps
yields two primary benefits. First, the element-wise computation inherent to the
monolayer LIF model naturally facilitates parallelization at the neuron level, a
feature that extends to temporal propagation. Second, executing computations
across all time steps mandates the inclusion of data from all preceding time
steps. Given that data for each time step retains a consistent format, strategic
memory alignment post-concatenation can significantly reduce the overhead tied
to batch memory operations, thereby elevating computational efficiency.

Building upon these insights, we introduce the temporal fusion method, which
leverages the element-wise nature of spiking neuron layers. This method assigns
each neuron’s computation to an individual GPU thread, amalgamating memory
operations for each layer across all time steps within the GPU kernel. Such
fusions substantially reduce the overhead from multiple memory interactions
and thus augment computational throughput. The overarching framework is
illustrated in Fig. 1(a).
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Fig. 3. A comparative analysis of the traditional serial method versus the temporal
fusion method in SNN training. "Compute" refers to GPU kernel computations, while
"read" and "write" pertain to memory operations. X(t), V (t), and Y (t) denote the
tensor representations of neuronal input, membrane potential, and output, respectively,
conforming to the element-wise variables x

(t)
i and v

(t)
i in Eq. (1), along with y

(t)
i in

Eq. (2).

For detailed insight, Fig. 2 illustrates the forward and backward propaga-
tion processes under the temporal fusion method, respectively. In these figures,
each block containing neuronal information relies on preceding data within the
unfolded temporal dimension, underscoring the interconnected nature of com-
putations.

Theoretically, training with temporal fusion diverges from conventional se-
rial training, which typically emphasizes sequential computation at the network
layer. Instead, temporal fusion adopts a temporal-major order approach, com-
puting all time steps within each layer to facilitate temporal operator fusion.
Although reordering computations does not impact the end results, strategic
utilization of this aspect can effectively minimize access losses. The contrast
between serial and temporal fusion-based training is showcased in Fig. 3, illus-
trating how serial training’s frequent, minor memory operations incur linearly
scaling overhead; contrastively, temporal fusion training sidesteps such overhead,
offering increased benefits with a rising number of time steps.

3.3 Temporal Fusion across Multiple GPUs

As elaborated in the preceding subsection, the temporal fusion method enhances
computational efficiency by minimizing memory access and leveraging operator
fusion, even with small time steps. However, as time step sizes increase, a single
GPU may encounter bottlenecks due to expanded temporal dimensions, poten-
tially leading to storage constraints. The limited memory of a single GPU could
necessitate halting computations or reverting to less efficient serial processing
upon exceeding capacity. Furthermore, larger time steps contribute to increased
computational latency. Utilizing multiple GPUs can mitigate these issues by
distributing the computational workload. Consequently, we extend the temporal
fusion method to a multi-GPU setup, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b).
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In this expanded configuration, inter-GPU communication enables cross-
device operator fusion and data exchange along the temporal dimension. Suppose
k (k ≥ 1) identical GPUs are available. If the computational load for a specific
SNN layer is enough to be divided into k segments along the temporal dimension
on a single GPU, the completion time for k sub-tasks on these GPUs would be
t(k). Assuming the inter-GPU communication time is Tc. Ideally, we have:

Ts = k · t(k), (4a)

T (k)
m = (k − 1) · Tc + t(k), (4b)

where Ts and T
(k)
m represent the total task time on a single GPU and k GPUs,

respectively. The speedup rate µ for the multi-GPU setup is then defined as:

µ =
Ts

T
(k)
m

=
k · Ts

k(k − 1) · Tc + Ts
. (5)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
GPU Count

0

1

2

3

4

A
cc

el
er

at
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n 
R

at
e

Ts/Tc = 64

Ts/Tc = 16

Ts/Tc = 1

Fig. 4. The simulated relationship between
the acceleration ratio and the GPU count
under three task conditions, as per Eq. (5).

Eq. (5) reveals that the acceler-
ation ratio µ depends on the GPU
count k, influenced by Ts and Tc.
When considering µ as a continuous
function of k, its optimum is achieved
at k =

√
Ts/Tc. Thus, selecting a GPU

count k close to
√

Ts/Tc maximizes ac-
celeration for given Ts and Tc values in
practical implementations.

Fig. 4 demonstrates the simulated
relationship between GPU count k
and acceleration ratio µ for three dis-
tinct Ts/Tc ratios. An increase in µ
is observed as k nears

√
Ts/Tc. Given

that Tc remains constant across LIF
spiking neuron layer time steps, while

Ts escalates with time step extension, it suggests that multi-GPU deployment
becomes increasingly advantageous as SNN time steps expand.

4 Implementation

This section provides an implementation developed with our temporal fusion
method. Specifically, the implementation leverages the foundational architecture
of PyTorch with CUDA. While PyTorch supports the definition and utilization
of SNNs, CUDA accommodates both single and multiple GPU operator fusion
configurations. We begin by introducing the programming models tailored for
PyTorch and CUDA based implementation, with a discussion about the im-
plementation schemes and an exploration of the design considerations for the
associated functional modules.
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1 import torch
2 import temporal_fusion_kernel
3
4 # Define function to acquire kernel
5 class FusedLIF(torch.autograd.Function):
6 @staticmethod
7 def forward(ctx, x, args):
8 ctx.args = args
9 return temporal_fusion_kernel.fusedForwardLIF(x, args)

10 @staticmethod
11 def backward(ctx, grad_y):
12 args = ctx.args
13 return temporal_fusion_kernel.fusedBackwardLIF(grad_y, args)
14
15 # Define LIF layer module
16 class LIFLayer(torch.nn.Module):
17 def __init__(self, args):
18 self.args = args
19 def forward(self, x):
20 return FusedLIF.apply(x, self.args)
21
22 # Define hyper−parameters and model
23 args = ... # hyper−parameters
24 model = torch.nn.Sequential(..., LIFLayer(args), ...)

Listing 1.1. Illustration of the programming model for our implementation in Py-
Torch with CUDA. The temporal_fusion_kernel represents the custom CUDA kernel
package encapsulating the temporal fusion method. Within this context, x aggregates
a tensor for all neurons i across each time step t, corresponding to x

(t)
i in Eq. (1).

Similarly, grad_y denotes the aggregated gradient tensor, corresponding to ∇
y
(t)
i

L as
delineated in Eq. (3). The model serves as a trainable and testable construct.

To demonstrate the functionalities offered by our implementation, we present
the programming model for defining spiking neuron layers with the temporal
fusion method, as exemplified in Listing 1.1. This example demonstrates how to
define a temporally fused LIF neuron layer which can be used to design SNNs
optimized for single and multi-GPU acceleration.

Notably, our implementation primarily focuses on the aspect of designing
high-performance spiking neurons. To this end, the pre-compilation by CUDA
ensures high performance of the proposed temporal fusion, for both forward
and backward propagations. However, modern SNNs usually involve both ANN
operators (e.g., convolution) and spiking neurons. Hence, from the practical point
of view, we integrated our implementation into the PyTorch framework.

5 Experiment

Our experiment comprises three parts. Initially, we evaluated the temporal fu-
sion method within various SNN architectures across a spectrum of time steps,
utilizing both static image and event-based datasets. Subsequent experiments
focused on assessing the temporal fusion method’s performance using a LIF unit
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Table 1. Performance of different implementation methods for training sample SNN
architectures on static image datasets and event-based datasets. All time measurements
are in seconds. "Acc.", "Ttrain" and "Ttest" indicate the average of the highest accuracy
(in percentage), training time and testing time in 5 epochs, respectively.

Architecture Method
Static Image Dataset

MNIST CIFAR-10
Acc. Ttrain Ttest Acc. Ttrain Ttest

Spiking-ResNet18
SpikingJellya 98.18 170.31 10.52 55.94 160.59 12.97
SpikingJellyb 98.35 70.91 11.13 54.54 71.17 13.00

Ours 98.29 65.64 9.12 54.33 68.11 11.56

Spiking-ResNet34
SpikingJellya 96.98 301.21 12.81 30.80 265.94 15.96
SpikingJellyb 96.53 90.41 13.58 37.25 86.21 15.71

Ours 96.53 81.56 10.67 33.16 81.90 12.99

Spiking-ResNet50
SpikingJellya 95.64 455.81 19.28 27.03 413.58 21.62
SpikingJellyb 96.62 154.09 19.29 23.39 141.14 21.66

Ours 96.10 144.69 16.44 29.48 131.78 18.76

Architecture Method
Event-Based Dataset

N-MNIST DvsGesture
Acc. Ttrain Ttest Acc. Ttrain Ttest

Spiking-ResNet18
SpikingJellya 98.24 251.14 21.44 64.64 55.61 7.10
SpikingJellyb 98.39 142.33 21.83 65.71 31.46 7.37

Ours 97.13 140.04 20.02 66.67 29.40 6.10

Spiking-ResNet34
SpikingJellya 11.35 374.04 23.97 52.98 80.80 7.78
SpikingJellyb 11.35 170.90 24.33 55.60 34.32 7.80

Ours 11.35 165.61 21.76 56.48 31.92 6.26

Spiking-ResNet50
SpikingJellya 10.59 626.19 32.43 52.14 119.38 8.68
SpikingJellyb 10.59 255.58 32.42 57.62 44.76 8.83

Ours 11.01 224.83 28.76 55.09 38.64 6.80
a On PyTorch back end.
b On CuPy back end.

across different time steps, highlighting optimal conditions. Lastly, we present
benchmark results from multi-GPU configurations, emphasizing the scalability
and advantages of employing multiple GPUs.

5.1 Experimental Setup

All experiments were meticulously carried out on NVIDIA A100 GPUs to en-
compass runtime comparisons across different platforms and implementations.
To ensure equitable comparisons, we aligned the hyperparameters as specified
in Eq. (1), setting Vrest = 0, kτ = 0.2, and Vth = 0.3. For libraries lacking the kτ
hyperparameter, we substituted with τ = 1.25 based on the relation kτ = 1−1/τ .
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5.2 Main Results

In this experiment, we selected three architectures: Spiking-ResNet18, Spiking-
ResNet34, and Spiking-ResNet50, as informed by existing research [8,14]. Refer-
ring to the SpikingJelly, we integrated these architectures with our acceleration
method for comprehensive testing. The learning rate was set to 0.001 in the
Adam optimizer [18], with time steps fixed at 32 over 5 epochs, and the em-
ployment of cross-entropy loss. We adopted the sigmoid surrogate function as
introduced in [36]:

δ(x) = σ′(x) =
αe−αx

(1 + e−αx)2
, (6)

with α = 4.0. All tests across various datasets and architectures were conducted
three times, averaging the results to ensure reliability.

Initially, we employed two static image datasets, MNIST [21] and CIFAR-
10 [19], to evaluate both the acceleration capabilities and the accuracy of our
method. For these static datasets, the Poisson Sampling method was used dur-
ing pre-processing, with a batch size of 100. Subsequently, we applied the same
architectures to two event-based datasets, N-MNIST [26] and DvsGesture [1], ad-
justing batch sizes to 100 and 10, respectively. During pre-processing for these
datasets, we utilized the Stacking Based on the number of Events (SBE) ap-
proach as implemented in SpikingJelly.

As summarized in Table 1, the results indicate that our method achieves
comparable accuracy to existing implementations across different network archi-
tectures for both static and dynamic datasets, while also ensuring considerable
speedups in both training and testing phases.

5.3 Scalable Time Steps

This experiment assesses our method’s scalability with respect to time steps in
a single-GPU setting. To focus solely on our method’s acceleration performance,
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Fig. 6. Performance of multi-GPU acceleration using the CUDA implementation of
our temporal fusion method.

all ANN operators were omitted, centering the experiment on a single-layer LIF
model with 1,000,000 neurons. Results reflect the aggregated time from 1,000
independent trials.

Fig. 5 showcases our temporal fusion method’s remarkable acceleration per-
formance, achieving up to a 40× speedup over traditional implementations,
demonstrating its scalability concerning time steps.

5.4 Multi-GPU Acceleration

The multi-GPU experiment involved deploying the temporal fusion method
across 1 to 8 NVIDIA A100 GPUs, focusing on a monolayer LIF model with
1,000,000 neurons across various time steps. The reported outcomes are aver-
ages over 1,000 independent runs. As shown in Fig. 6, a notable decrease in
computational time was observed with increasing GPU count, highlighting our
method’s robust performance in a multi-GPU setting.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, we present a method, termed "temporal fusion", specifically de-
signed for the efficient GPU-accelerated training of SNNs. To facilitate the prac-
tical application of this method, we have developed a CUDA-based implemen-
tation, complete with a detailed programming model. This implementation is
seamlessly integrated with the widely-used deep learning framework, PyTorch,
thereby enabling users to easily adopt and apply our method in their SNN re-
search and development projects. We have conducted a series of comprehensive
benchmark tests on the temporal fusion method. These tests are meticulously
designed to assess various aspects of the method, including its adaptability to
different SNN architectures and training scenarios, as well as its impact on the
overall efficiency of the training process. The results demonstrate the significant
improvements in the training efficiency and wide applicability of our method.
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While temporal fusion presents a promising avenue for scaling SNNs, certain
challenges persist in our current framework. For instance, although our experi-
mental findings confirm the viability of temporal fusion across both single and
multi-GPU setups, the scalability of SNNs to larger dimensions may surpass
the capacity of multi-GPU configurations within a single node. As such, extend-
ing support to multi-node systems for large-scale SNN acceleration emerges as
an imminent challenge, awaiting resolution. Moreover, the proposed solution is
more focused on the forward and backward propagation acceleration of tradi-
tional deep learning-based training for SNNs. Despite the ongoing importance
of this training method, it might lead to the loss of some temporal information,
research on acceleration methods closer to the spiking neuron mechanism is one
of the future works.

Since SNN research has started to focus more on larger temporal dimen-
sions as they possess better temporal dynamics, we endeavour to research better
utilization of these characteristics in future via temporal fusion. Importantly,
harnessing the capabilities of large-scale SNNs could pave the way for advance-
ments that edge closer to true intelligence, linking directly to the investigation
of foundational support for large-scale models. The exploration of how to effec-
tively synergize these two facets holds substantial promise as a future research
direction.
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