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Abstract

Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs), inspired by
the brain, are characterized by minimal power
consumption and swift inference capabilities on
neuromorphic hardware, and have been widely ap-
plied to various visual perception tasks. Current
ANN-SNN conversion methods have achieved
excellent results in classification tasks with ultra-
low time-steps, but their performance in visual
detection tasks remains suboptimal. In this pa-
per, we propose a delay-spike approach to mit-
igate the issue of residual membrane potential
caused by heterogeneous spiking patterns. Fur-
thermore, we propose a novel temporal-dependent
Integrate-and-Fire (tdIF) neuron architecture for
SNNs. This enables Integrate-and-fire (IF) neu-
rons to dynamically adjust their accumulation
and firing behaviors based on the temporal or-
der of time-steps. Our method enables spikes to
exhibit distinct temporal properties, rather than
relying solely on frequency-based representations.
Moreover, the tdIF neuron maintains energy con-
sumption on par with traditional IF neuron. We
demonstrate that our method achieves more pre-
cise feature representation with lower time-steps,
enabling high performance and ultra-low latency
in visual detection tasks. In this study, we conduct
extensive evaluation of the tdIF method across
two critical vision tasks: object detection and lane
line detection. The results demonstrate that the
proposed method surpasses current ANN-SNN
conversion approaches, achieving state-of-the-art
performance with ultra-low latency (within 5 time-
steps).
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1. Introduction
Inspired by the brain’s neuronal dynamics (Roy et al., 2019),
Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs) (Maass, 1997) are antici-
pated to offer a low-power alternative to Artificial Neural
Networks (ANNs), leveraging sparse, event-driven spikes
for information transmission and processing. Over the past
decade, ANNs have garnered significant attention across var-
ious industries and have been widely applied in fields such
as computer vision, natural language processing, robotic
control, etc. However, the increasing complexity of tasks
and datasets necessitates more complex ANN architectures
with larger parameter counts, which results in the increased
demands for computational resources and energy consump-
tion (Hubara et al., 2016). At this point, the low-energy
consumption advantage of SNNs becomes evident as neu-
rons in SNNs remain inactive and consume no energy un-
til they receive a spike/event afferent (Christensen et al.,
2022). From the perspective of computational hardware
operations, multiplication operations in state-of-the-art deep
ANNs are replaced by accumulate (AC) operations in SNNs,
resulting in significantly lower energy consumption. In ad-
dition, SNNs enable a more power-efficient event-driven
computing paradigm on neuromorphic hardware through
the substitution of dense multiplication with sparse addition
(Han et al., 2020). Meanwhile, as demonstrated in (Merolla
et al., 2014; Davies et al., 2021; Painkras et al., 2013), SNNs
implemented on designated neuromorphic processors can
achieve energy consumption and latency that are several
orders of magnitude lower than ANNs. Within the realm of
neuromorphic computing, scholars are advancing neuromor-
phic computing architectures tailored for SNN applications,
exemplified by systems such as TrueNorth (Merolla et al.,
2014), Loihi (Davies et al., 2018) and Darwin3 (Ma et al.,
2024). Additionally, numerous specialized hardware ac-
celerators (Kim et al., 2023; Fang et al., 2024) tailored for
SNNs have been implemented to optimally utilize spike-
driven computation properties. These architectures, innova-
tively structured to mitigate the von Neumann bottleneck
through the integration of memory and computation units,
facilitate energy-efficient SNN inference processes.

Currently, two mainstream methodologies exist for develop-
ing supervised deep SNNs: direct training and conversion
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from ANNs. Gradient-descent backpropagation (Rumelhart
et al., 1986), which has been highly successful in ANNs,
can not be directly applicable to SNNs due to the discon-
tinuous functionality of spiking neurons. To address the
non-differentiability issue of spiking functions, recent re-
searchs have achieved substantial advancements in the direct
training of SNNs through the application of backpropaga-
tion algorithms, facilitated by the utilization of surrogate
gradients (Wu et al., 2018; Gu et al., 2019; Fang et al., 2021).
Subsequently, they employ Backpropagation Through Time
(BPTT) to optimize SNNs, which mirrors the backpropa-
gation technique employed in conventional ANNs. How-
ever, computational and memory inefficiencies persist in this
method, especially when implemented on common GPU
platforms (Wu et al., 2021b), owing to the absence of tai-
lored optimizations for binary event handling. Addition-
ally, the sparsity of spike trains and the vanishing/exploding
gradient problem further limit the effectiveness of direct
training SNNs for high-complexity tasks.

In contrast, ANN-SNN conversion approaches, as an alterna-
tive solution, employ identical training paradigms as ANNs,
thereby inheriting their computational efficiency advantages
while requiring significantly fewer training resources than
direct SNN training techniques (Cao et al., 2015; Diehl
et al., 2015). The primary goal of ANN-SNN conversion is
to align analog neuron activations with spiking neuron out-
puts, typically measured via firing rates (Diehl et al., 2015).
Through emulating ANN activation patterns via SNN fir-
ing rates, the ANN-SNN conversion paradigm has achieved
remarkable accuracy in challenging applications, attaining
performance levels comparable to conventional ANNs (Hu
et al., 2021; Kim et al., 2020b; Yan et al., 2021). However,
all existing methods suffer from quantization and residual
potential errors (as detailed later in Section 4), resulting in
compromised performance metrics throughout the conver-
sion procedure, particularly in cases of low-latency in visual
detection tasks which require precise representations. While
increasing inference latency mitigates these errors, it incurs
higher computational costs and delays, undermining SNNs’
efficiency advantages.

In this work, we implement a low-latency and high-
performance ANN-SNN conversion method for visual de-
tection tasks. Our main contributions are summarized as
follows:

• Through mathematical analysis, we characterize the op-
erational equivalence between ANN and SNN compu-
tational units, and focus on analyzing residual potential
errors (RPE) and quantization errors (QE).

• We propose delay-spike strategy to minimize RPE and
develop a dedicated inference pipeline to minimize
the operational delays associated with delay-spike ap-
proaches in actual inference.

• We develop a tdIF (temporal-dependent Integrate-and-
Fire Neuron) model that enables neurons to effectively
utilize temporal information, thereby significantly re-
ducing the latency of SNNs. Meanwhile, SNN models
utilizing tdIF neurons demonstrate energy consump-
tion levels within the same order of magnitude as those
using IF neurons during inference.

• We validate the effectiveness of our algorithm on two
visual detection tasks: object detection (at 5 time-steps,
achieving mAP of 74.41% on PASCAL VOC, 55.73%
on COCO) and lane line detection (at 5 time-steps ,
achieving Acc of 95.48% on Tusimple, F1 of 76.65%
on CULane)

2. Related Work
We will review current research progress from two key per-
spectives: ANN-SNN conversion methods and SNN-based
detection methods.

2.1. ANN-SNN Conversion

The seminal work on ANN-SNN conversion by (Cao et al.,
2015) established the functional correspondence between
rectified linear unit (ReLU) activation and integrate-and-fire
(IF) neuronal dynamics. The weight scaling method based
on maximum possible activations is proposed by Diehl et
al. (Diehl et al., 2015) to address quantization errors, which
are identified as the key impediment to lossless ANN-SNN
conversion. Rueckauer et al. (Rueckauer et al., 2017) en-
hance the weight normalization technique by employing
the 99.9th percentile of neuronal activations. Additionally,
they introduce the “reset-by-subtraction” mechanism, also
referred to as “soft-reset” mechanism, in order to mitigate
the requirement for excessive time-steps. Meanwhile, Han
et al. (Han et al., 2020) employ soft-reset spiking neurons
with residual membrane potential (RMP) retention to better
approximate ReLU functionality and mitigate ANN-SNN
conversion loss. To eliminate conversion errors, many re-
cent approaches (Deng & Gu, 2021; Ding et al., 2021) have
adopted the strategy of replacing the activation functions
in source ANN training. A Rate Normalization Layer is
developed by Ding et al. (Ding et al., 2021) to replace
ReLU activation functions in source ANN training, thereby
enabling seamless conversion to SNNs. Bu et al. (Bu et al.,
2023) introduce a novel quantization clip-floor-shift (QCFS)
activation mechanism for ANN training, specifically de-
signed to reduce conversion errors and enable high-accuracy
SNN implementation with minimal time-steps. Jiang et
al. (Jiang et al., 2023) present SlipReLU, a hybrid activa-
tion function combining threshold-ReLU and step function
characteristics through weighted summation, effectively bal-
ancing the dual objectives of maintaining ANN accuracy
while minimizing SNN conversion errors. However, these
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methods focus exclusively on classification tasks and lack
comprehensive experimental validation for visual detection
tasks.

2.2. Detection based on SNNs

For detection tasks, recent advancements in ANN-SNN con-
version have enabled the conversion of pre-trained ANN de-
tectors into SNN implementations. Notably, Spiking-YOLO
(Kim et al., 2020b) achieves performance comparable to
conventional ANN detectors through specialized norm tech-
niques, though demanding 8000 time-steps to match its
ANN equivalent’s accuracy. Farhadi et al. (Li et al., 2022)
utilize Spike Calibration (SpikCalib) to detect SIN errors
and rectify false spikes, enabling the accomplishment of var-
ious visual perception tasks, while still take 512 time-steps
to achieve good performance. Wang et al.’s novel two-stage
conversion algorithm (Wang et al., 2023) significantly mini-
mized three critical error sources in ANN-SNN conversion:
quantization errors, clipping errors, and residual membrane
potential errors, while maintaining detection capability with
40 time-steps. Through optimizing the clipping threshold
and designing layer-specific distribution patterns for synap-
tic weights and neuronal activations, Fast-SNN (Hu et al.,
2023) accomplishes remarkable object detection accuracy
with an exceptionally low-latency of 7 time-steps. Never-
theless, these low-latency ANN-SNN conversion methods
still require large time-steps (Kim et al., 2020b; Li et al.,
2022) or additional training costs after conversion (Wang
et al., 2023; Hu et al., 2023) to get better performance on
detection tasks.

Meanwhile, recent studies have explored the implemen-
tation of surrogate gradient methods (Wu et al., 2018) in
detection tasks. Using surrogate gradient learning, Cor-
done et al. (Cordone et al., 2022) integrate a SNN into
an SSD framework for object detection purposes. Su et al.
(Su et al., 2023) introduce a pioneering framework, EMS-
YOLO, enabling direct training of SNNs for object detection
tasks and achieving competitive accuracy within merely 4
time-steps. Yuan et al. (Yuan et al., 2024) develop an end-
to-end object detection SNN framework leveraging a sur-
rogate gradient-enhanced BPTT algorithm, achieving com-
petitive performance within 5 time-steps. Luo et al. (Luo
et al., 2024) propose the SpikeYOLO framework integrating
an I-LIF spiking neuron design, enabling integer-domain
training protocols and event-triggered inference to push the
performance limits of SNN. Direct training SNN methods,
though capable of operating with reduced time-steps, are
constrained by gradient instability (vanishing/exploding),
resulting in inferior performance compared to ANN. In con-
trast to ANNs, the direct training of SNNs is notably more
resource-intensive, requiring both increased memory alloca-
tion and roughly T times the computational duration.

For the above reasons, our approach prioritizes a one-stage
ANN-SNN conversion framework for detection tasks. Our
work shares similarities with the work presented in (Bu
et al., 2023; Deng & Gu, 2021), which focuses on optimal
conversion. However, our approach simultaneously reduces
quantization and residual membrane potential errors, en-
abling visual detection at lower time-steps.

3. Preliminaries
Analog Neuron Model. In the context of ANNs, the com-
putations performed by analog neurons can be streamlined
as a concatenation of a linear transformation and a subse-
quent non-linear mapping. Specifically, analog neuron is
formulated as detailed subsequently:

al = h(Wlal−1) (1)

where l = 1, . . . , L is the index of each layer, al is the out-
put of the ReLU activation function h(·), and Wl represents
the weight matrix connecting layer l to layer l − 1.

Spiking Neuron Model. IF neuron model, which is char-
acterized by neuronal dynamics that enable spatiotemporal
information processing and provides a robust representation
of firing rate, is often employed in conversion algorithms
for SNNs (Diehl et al., 2015; Rueckauer et al., 2017; Sen-
gupta et al., 2019). The dynamics of IF neurons can be
characterized:

M l[t] = V l[t− 1] +WlSl−1[t] (2)

Sl[t] = Θ(M l[t]− θl) (3)

V l[t] = M l[t]− θlSl[t] (4)

where t is the time-step of SNNs, M l[t] captures the sub-
threshold membrane potential before spike initiation, while
V l[t] reflects the potential after spike emission, θl is the
firing threshold. The IF neuron generates spikes Sl[t] with
Θ(x) which represents the Heaviside step function, where
Θ(x) = 1 when x >= 0 , and Θ(x) = 0 when x < 0.
The soft-reset (reset-by subtraction) mechanism (Han et al.,
2020; Cao et al., 2015) which is presented as Eq. 4 is
adopted to minimize the loss of information when the mem-
brane potential surpasses the threshold, instead of resetting
it to a constant value.

4. ANN-SNN Conversion Error
The objective of ANN-SNN conversion aims to create a
consistent relationship where the spiking rate rl in SNNs
represents the analog activation al in ANNs. From the
dynamics described in Eqs. 2˜4, we can derive the functional
dependence of membrane potential V l on the input firing
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Figure 1. Conversion error between source ANN and converted SNN. (a) Errors between ReLU and Quant-Clip controlled by threshold θl

and time-steps T . (b∼d) Handcrafted examples of residual membrane potential representation error under the case of (b) zero residual
potential, (c) overflow residual potential and (d) negative residual potential.

rate rl−1 as:

V l[T ]− V l[0]

T
= Wl

T∑
t=1

Sl−1[t]

T
− θl

T∑
t=1

Sl[t]

T
(5)

where
∑T

n=1 S
l[t]/T stand for the spiking rates rl. Thus,

we can reformulate the Eq. 5 as:

rl =
Wlrl−1

θl
− ϵl (6)

where ϵl equals (V l[T ]− V l[0])/(θl · T ). Given equivalent
input to both ANN and SNN at layer l, the output can be
expressed as xl = Wlrl−1/θl = Wlal−1. The absolute
conversion error, which pertains to the comparison between
the converted SNN and ANN at layer l, can be expressed as:

Errl = rl − al = xl − ϵl − h(xl) (7)

The conversion error Errl is nonzero when V l[T ]−V l[0] ̸=
0 and xl > 0. Firstly, we can employ a floor function to
discretize the continuous activation values al into spiking
rate representations rl. Secondly, since ReLU-generated
activations can be al > 1, whereas the spiking rate rl is
constrained within {0/T, 1/T, · · · , T/T}, this discrepancy
will result in clipping error as illustrated in Fig. 2. Here, al

can be remapped to rl by floor function and spike rate clip-
ping technique, which is named as the quant-clip function:

rl = clip
( 1

T

⌊alT
λl

⌋
, 0, 1

)
(8)

where ⌊·⌋ denotes the floor function, λl represents the maxi-
mum activation value (max(al)). Therefore, we can adopt
Eq. 8 as the activation function for ANN to compensate for
conversion error. However, there are still numerous errors
that cannot be ignored.

It can be found the conversion error is mainly caused by
ϵl. Here, we assume that the residual membrane potential
falls within a level insufficient to trigger spike generation,
as follows:

0 ≤ V l[T ]− V l[0] < θl (9)

Under such assumption, the value of ϵl is restricted to the
range [0, 1/T ), causing it to degenerate into the quantization
error. However, the neuronal dynamics of IF neurons can
lead to non-uniform spike distributions, resulting in residual
membrane potentials that violate Eq. 9. To demonstrate this
phenomenon, we present three representative cases in Fig.
1(b∼d), where identical input firing rates produce different
spike distribution patterns.

We suppose that the three spiking neurons in layer l−1 with
rl−1 = [0.6, 0.4, 0.4] in time-steps T = 5 are connected to
one spiking neuron in layer l with Wl = [1, 0.5,−1] and
firing threshold θl = 1. Meanwhile, we also input this into
the ANN to obtain the accurate output. According to Eq.
1, we can get al = h([1, 0.5,−1] · [0.6, 0.4, 0.4]T ) = 0.4.
As presented in Fig. 1(b), when the input spikes from the
previous layer l − 1 are relatively uniform, the firing rate is
exactly rl = 2/5 = 0.4 which equals al, and the residual
membrane potential is precisely 0. However, as evidenced
by Fig. 1(c∼d), when the spike firing of layer l − 1 is
irregular, there will be an error between the output spike
rate and al. Specifically, Fig. 1(c) shows a residual potential
greater than 0, indicating incomplete spike firing which
results in fewer spikes being emitted. Conversely, Fig. 1(d)
depicts spikes being emitted prematurely and excessively,
leading to a negative residual potential. Both scenarios
reflect that errors in the firing rate will occur when the
assumption condition Eq. 9 for the residual membrane
potential does not hold.

The quantization error has unavoidable impact on various
vision tasks. As shown in Fig. 1, the ReLU function of
ANN can output continuous values, whereas the quant-clip
function merely maps values in the range of [0, θl] onto
discrete spike rates. However, for regression tasks, we be-
lieve that lower time-steps may fail to accurately represent
some regression outputs. Here, we choose YOLO’s anchor
box mechanism (Redmon, 2016) as a case study for dimen-
sional regression, where width and height predictions are
computed through the following formula:

w, h = exp(W lrl−1)× anchor(w, h) (10)
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Figure 2. Illustration of inaccuracy in matching due to quantiza-
tion errors at low time-steps in simplified bounding box regression
based on YOLO anchor.

We assume that the predefined anchor(w, h) = [1, 1] (the
blue box in Fig. 2), and the output layer has two neurons
with Wl = [1,−1]. Under different quantized time-steps,
the range that the final detection box can cover is illus-
trated in Fig. 2 with red color. Since the sizes of bounding
boxes for detection tasks vary widely, at low time-steps, it
inevitably leads to a mismatch between the prediction box
and the ground truth, thereby reducing detection accuracy.
For instance, at low time-steps T = 4, 8 in Fig. 2, the sizes
of prediction boxes cannot accurately match our assumed
ground truth (Green box in Fig. 2) perfectly. Meanwhile, in
the experimental section 6, we also present data demonstrat-
ing the accuracy loss caused by quantization error at low
quantized time-steps.

5. Methods
Based on the above analysis, we propose tdIF Neuron to-
ward lossless conversion with low time-steps. Overall, in
this chapter, we initiate our approach with a source neural
network that employs the trainable quant-clip function as its
activation function, which enables the transition of this net-
work to its corresponding SNN version. The primary cause
of the error in the SNN after applying the quant-clip function
conversion is due to the residual potential and quantization
error. Basically, we can reduce these errors by increasing the
time-steps T of quant-clip function. However, following the
conversion of the network to an SNN, increasing T not only
diminishes the inference efficiency of SNN but also elevates
power consumption. Therefore, secondly, we introduce the
delay-spike rules in tdIF to reduce errors caused by irregular
spiking and propose an inference pipeline to minimize the
operational delays associated with delay-spike. Finally, we
will present how our tdIF utilizes information from time-
step to significantly reduce the time-steps in SNNs while
also minimizing quantization errors.

5.1. ANN-SNN Conversion with Quant-Clip Function

The foundational premise of ANN-SNN conversion estab-
lishes a rate-coding equivalence between spiking neural
dynamics and analog activation patterns. To minimize the

conversion error, we integrate quantization and clipping con-
straints into ANN training by employing modified activation
functions (quant-clip). To distinguish it from the parameters
in SNNs, the activation function h(·) used in ANN training
can be reformulated based on the quant-clip function Eq. 8
as follows:

âl = h(xl) = λlal = λlclip
( 1

L

⌊xlL

λl

⌋
, 0, 1

)
(11)

where the hyperparameter L denotes quantized time-steps of
ANNs. The maximum value λl of al in ANNs is designated
as a trainable parameter, aiming to achieve a closer mapping
relationship with the firing rate rl in SNNs.

With this new activation function, we can prove that the
estimated conversion error between SNNs and ANNs is
zero. When an ANN with activation function Eq. 11 is
converted to an SNN with the same weight. According to
Eq. 7, the conversion error can be written as:

Errl = rl − al

= clip
( 1

T

⌊xlT

θl

⌋
, 0, 1

)
− clip

( 1

L

⌊xlL

λl

⌋
, 0, 1

)
(12)

If we have the conditions T = L, θl = λl, then the conver-
sion error Errl = 0.

As shown in Fig. 3(b), when completing the source ANN
training with quant-clip, we integrated Conv (convolution)
and BN (batch-normalization) to eliminate unnecessary mul-
tiplication operations. Taking a single neuron as an example,
we introduce the merging scheme of Conv and BN layers.
Given an input of last layer âl, as the Conv layer precedes
BN, a common architecture in ANNs, the output after Conv
transformations can be expressed as:

y = Wlâl, xl+1 = γl y − µ√
σ2 + ϵ

+ βl (13)

where µ and σ2 denote the mean and variance of data, re-
spectively. γl and βl are learnable affine parameters, and ϵ
denotes a numerical stabilizer to ensure non-zero denomi-
nators. Meanwhile, in Eq. 11, parameter λl is introduced
for adapting to the relationship between al and spike firing
rates rl. Crucially, both λl and λl−1 of the previous acti-
vation function can be pre-computed and fused into Conv
weights during inference, thereby preserving the binary (0/1)
spike transmission characteristics in the converted SNN. All
of these parameters are fixed during inference. The mem-
brane potential at time-step t is therefore computed with
ŴlSl[t] + B̂

l
. The new parameters of the Conv layer can
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Figure 3. (a) Comparison between the firing rates of the IF neuron and the tdIF at the same time-steps setting (T = 3). By using time-steps
to represent the positional information of binary numbers, our 3 time-steps tdIF achieves stronger information expressive capability
equivalent to that of IF neurons within 7 time-steps. (b) Overall conversion framework and the dynamics of tdIF neuron.

be written as follows

Ŵl =
λl−1γl

λl
√
σ2 + ϵ

Wl (14)

B̂
l
= − µγl

λl
√
σ2 + ϵ

+
βl

λl
(15)

Subsequently, this weight configuration strategy effectively
eliminates redundant multiplication operations in the SNN
implementation.

5.2. Delay-Spike

Due to the irregular firing of spikes leading to residual po-
tential error, we design a two-stage delay-spike algorithm
to achieve accurate firing rate and prevent the occurrence of
residual membrane potential. The algorithmic rule is shown
in Alg. 1. At stage 1, we first accumulate the input value
until the time t reaches time-delay Tdelay , thereby yielding
the current accumulated membrane potential M of neurons.
Then, when time t reaches Tdelay , the neuron begins to emit
spikes. In the second stage, based on the delay step length,
the remaining membrane potential will be directly utilized
to calculate and emit the remaining spikes.

When the time-delay Tdelay = T , the membrane potential

M
l
= Wl

∑T
t=1

Sl−1[t]
T . If we assume that the input to this

layer is unbiased, according to Eq. 11, the current accu-
mulated membrane potential is M

l
= T × xl. Given the

conditions λl = θl and 0 ≤ xl < θl, then spikes are gen-
erated based on the M

l
until it diminishes to a level where

further spike generation is no longer feasible, therefore, it
can be asserted that hypothesis Eq. 9 remains valid as :

0 ≤ M
l − θl

T∑
t=1

Sl[t] < θl (16)

Under such hypothetical conditions, we recalculate the spike
generation according to the firing pattern depicted in Fig.

Algorithm 1 Delay-Spike

input Tdelay, M
l

= V l[0], SNNs infer mode is set
as multi-step mode, the spike of previous layer
{Sl−1[1], Sl−1[2], · · · , Sl−1[T ]}

output Sl

1: STAGE 1: Accumulating potential and delay spiking
2: for t = 1, · · ·T do
3: M

l
= M

l
+WlSl−1[t]

4: if t > Tdelay then
5: Sl[t− Tdelay] = Θ(Ml − θl)

6: M
l
= M

l − θlSl[t− Tdelay]
7: end if
8: end for
9: STAGE 2: Firing the remaining spikes

10: for t = T − Tdelay, · · ·T do
11: Sl[t] = Θ(Ml − θl), M

l
= M

l − θlSl[t]
12: end for

1(b∼d) with this delay-spike method. The spike generation
patterns for three cases are shown in Fig. 4. In this figure,
during stage 1, the cumulative membrane potential at the fi-
nal time-step remains consistent across all three cases, as the
spike-firing rate of the preceding layer is identical, regard-
less of the specific firing patterns. Meanwhile, results in Fig.
4 (stage 2) confirm zero residual membrane potential after
the final spiking event under our delay-spike method, which
minimizes conversion errors caused by residual potential.

5.3. Pipelining of Delay-Spike

Similar to work (Liu et al., 2022), adopting a time-step-
driven inference approach, SNNs based on the delay-spike
strategy inevitably require extended inference time-steps
to execute a single inference. Inspired by the allocation of
different processing units to different layers to minimize
memory access costs, we employ inter-layer direct transmis-
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Figure 4. Example of delay-spike process under Tdelay = 5.

sion and inter-sample pipelining to reduce the time latency
of individual samples while maximizing the throughput of
multiple samples.

Fig. 5 illustrates the inference pipeline for a 3-layer SNN
with time-delay. The horizontal axis corresponds to the
temporal dimension of inference (time-steps), with the verti-
cal axis enumerating the network layers in sequential order.
The diagram displays the distinct operational states of each
layer’s processing unit during membrane potential accumu-
lation and spike firing. We set the duration of both phases
(accumulation and firing) for each layer to the same value T .
During time-step t = [0, T ], layer i begins spike firing syn-
chronously at t = Tdelay after completing partial membrane
potential accumulation. Its output is directly transmitted to
layer i+ 1 for simultaneous potential accumulation. Inter-
layer direct transmission reduces the inference latency of
individual samples. Based on this pipeline, for an SNN with
n layers, the total inference time-steps are T + n× Tdelay.
Additionally, sample 2 begins the accumulation phase in
layer at time-step T to fully utilize the resources of layer i,
thereby avoiding idle hardware waste. Notably, for multi-
time-steps layer-driven inference methods, the delay-spike
strategy does not increase the computational complexity
of intra-neuron operations, and the on-chip inference time
remains largely unaffected.

5.4. Temporal-Dependent IF Neuron

For current frequency-based conversion methods, the time-
steps are often unrelated to each other in terms of sequence.
The emission of spikes only affects the magnitude of the
frequency, regardless of which time-step the spike is emitted
in. To fully leverage the temporal information embedded
within each time-step, we propose a neuron model with a
dynamic threshold that adapts based on the time-step infor-
mation. In this neuron, we adopt a binary coding approach,
where time-steps are represented as binary bit information.
Therefore, based on Eqs. 2∼4, the membrane potential ac-
cumulation rule and spike emission rule for neurons that
utilize time-step information can be expressed as follows:
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Figure 5. An example of the pipline for SNN with Delay-Spike.

M l[t] = V l[t− 1] + c[t]WlSl−1[t] (17)

Sl[t] = Θ(M l[t]− c[t]θl) (18)

V l[t] = M l[t]− c[t]θlSl[t] (19)

Where c[t] = 2T−t represents the temporal information of
spike binary coding at time-step t. Eq. 17 shows that the
input membrane potential is multiplied by c[t] according
to the time-step. The spiking process Eq. 18 and the soft
reset mechanism Eq. 19 utilize dynamic firing thresholds at
different time-steps to calculate the operation of spike firing
and membrane potential reset. The firing process is also
illustrated in Fig. 3(b). Therefore, Eq. 5 can be modified as
follows:

V l[T ]− V l[0]

T ′ = Wl
T∑

t=1

c[t]Sl−1[t]

T ′ − θl
T∑

t=1

c[t]Sl[t]

T ′

(20)
where T ′ =

∑T
t=1 c[t] = 2T − 1. Hence, the rl =∑T

n=1 c[t]S
l[t]/T ′ of the tdIF can also be mapped to al

of the ANN.

Furthermore, according to the rules of binary encoding, our
tdIF is capable of representing more information with fewer
time-steps. A 3 time-steps tdIF neuron example, shown in
Fig. 3(a), demonstrates how our tdIF combines temporal
information to represent binary coding. Fig. 3(a) presents
comparative activation curves demonstrating the input cur-
rent xl to firing-rate relationships for three neuron models:
conventional ReLU, standard IF, and our proposed tdIF. As
evident from this figure, our tdIF model can match informa-
tion equivalent to approximately 7 time-steps within just 3
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time-steps, effectively reducing the quantization error com-
pared to ReLU. Meanwhile, within the same 3 time-steps,
compared to IF neurons, our tdIF demonstrates superior
expressive capability, enabling it to maintain high precision
while ensuring low-latency characteristics.

5.5. Decoding of tdIF.

In regression tasks, the final layer of conventional ANNs
typically generates numerical values through direct convolu-
tional or fully-connected layers. When converted to SNNs,
the final output corresponds to the membrane potential value
defined as V o[t] = WoSl[t], where t ∈ [1, T ] , Wo is the
weights of output layer and Sl[t] is the input spikes. In im-
plementations using IF neuron models, the equivalent output
value relative to the source ANN is expressed becomes:

OIF =

∑T
t=1 V

o[t]

T
(21)

When adopting the tdIF model, the temporal information
embedded in discrete time-steps is encoded as positional
indices in binary representations. Consequently, the final
output membrane potential exhibits varying contributions
from different time-step. The decoding methodology can be
mathematically formulated as follows:

OtdIF =

∑T
t=1 V

o[t]× 2T−t

2T − 1
(22)

where OtdIF denotes the decoded output, 2T−t represents
time-dependent weighting coefficients, and corresponds to
the membrane potential value at time-step. Thus, the final
output obtained through this method is equivalent to the
original output of source ANN, and it can be applied as the
final decoding component for various types of regression
tasks.

6. Experiments
To demonstrate the effectiveness and efficiency of our al-
gorithm for visual detection tasks, we compare our tdIF
method with existing state-of-the-art approaches for image
object detection and lane line detection tasks in this section.

We evaluate object detection performance across two bench-
mark datasets: PASCAL VOC (Everingham et al., 2010) and
MS COCO 2017 (Wang et al., 2023). The baseline archi-
tecture adopts a streamlined YOLOv3-Tiny implementation
(Farhadi & Redmon, 2018), modified for SNN compatibility
through two key adaptations: substitution of leakyReLU
activations with standard ReLU, and replacement of max
pooling operations with average pooling. To assess scala-
bility, we additionally implement a YOLOv3 variant with a
backbone of ResNet34 (He et al., 2016). We compare our

不同量化步数下的精度变化

Figure 6. Accuracy gap between source ANN with Quant-Clip
Function at different quant time-steps.

method with the contemporary ANN-SNN conversion meth-
ods (Kim et al., 2020b;a) and the Two-Stage Optimization
method (Wang et al., 2023), Fast-SNN (Hu et al., 2023).

For lane line detection task, we also conducte experiments
on two datasets: Tusimple (Pizzati et al., 2020) and CU-
Lane (Pan et al., 2018). We mirror the head structure from
CondlaneNet (Liu et al., 2021) as our lane detection head.
In Condlane-head, we adopt the membrane potential of the
final output layer to represent the parameter map, which
serves as the parameter for dynamic convolutional kernels.
Meanwhile, the spike-rate is utilized to characterize the lo-
cation map and offset map. Furthermore, our experiment
incorporates two distinct ResNet configurations - ResNet18
and ResNet34 - as feature extraction networks, systemat-
ically assessing the depth adaptability of our conversion
methodology in lane detection scenarios.

More information regarding the experimental setting can be
found in Appendix .1.

Firstly, we investigate the accuracy loss due to quantization
error at different time-steps. As shown in Fig. 6, we employ
various quantization time-steps on four identical datasets.
For all tasks across the datasets, when the time-steps is
less than 8, the task accuracy is significantly lower than
that of ANNs. When the time-step exceeds 32, the accuracy
basically converges and approaches the values of ANNs. Fig.
6 also indicates that deep networks require relatively more
time-steps to achieve accuracy convergence. This figure
also demonstrates the accuracy loss due to quantization at
low time-steps, as mentioned in sec. 4.

6.1. Performance

In this section, all results of our method employ the configu-
ration of Tdelay = T .
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Table 1. Performance comparison for object detection task on PASCAL VOC and MS COCO.

Method Architecture Param
(M) Time-steps PASCAL VOC MS COCO

AP@0.50:0.95 AP@0.50 AP@0.50:0.95 AP@0.50
Spiking-YOLO

(Kim et al., 2020b)
YOLOv3-Tiny 8.85 8 0.00 0.23 0.00 0.11
YOLOv3-Tiny 8.85 2000 26.9 59.9 12.51 25.78

Spike Calibration
(Li et al., 2022)

YOLO(ResNet50) 45.24 64 31.75 63.85 16.17 33.12
YOLO(ResNet50) 45.24 512 44.36 75.21 23.50 45.42

Two-Stage Optimization
(Wang et al., 2023)

YOLOV3-Tiny 8.85 20 28.5 64.1 - -
YOLOV3-Tiny 8.85 40 30.7 66.4 - -

Fast-SNN
(Hu et al., 2023)

Tiny YOLO 15.86 7 - 52.83 - 26.49
Tiny YOLO 15.86 15 - 53.17 - 27.59
YOLOv2(ResNet34) 55.01 7 - 73.43 - 41.89
YOLOv2(ResNet34) 55.01 15 - 76.05 - 46.40

Ours

YOLOv3-Tiny 8.85 5 32.33 63.96 16.26 36.12
YOLOv3-Tiny 8.85 7 32.76 64.43 16.26 36.25
YOLOv3-Tiny 8.85 8 32.80 64.53 16.30 36.29
YOLOv3(ResNet34) 41.98 5 43.46 74.41 31.93 55.73
YOLOv3(ResNet34) 41.98 7 47.33 78.80 34.50 58.89
YOLOv3(ResNet34) 41.98 8 46.46 78.46 35.16 59.78

GT Ours(T=5) Ours(T=8)Spiking-YOLO(T=2000)

Object Detection
GT Ours(T=4) Ours(T=8)QCFS(T=256)

Lane Line Detection

voc 72，3940，3936，3916，3548，
2608，768

coco 80，340，612，1568，2256，
4360，4556，4792

Tusimple 42 234 861 2688 2643 
2637 2631   

Culane 640 720 800 1240 1440 1520

4560 4920 6720 8080 12280 18400
22640 

Figure 7. Visual quality comparison of object detection results with the network architecture YOLOv3(ResNet34) and lane line detection
with ResNet34+Condlane.

6.1.1. OBJECT DETECTION

We summarize and compare the performance in Table 1.
We include the Spiking-YOLO (Kim et al., 2020b), spike
Calibration (Li et al., 2022), Two-Stage Optimization (Wang
et al., 2023) and Fast-SNN (Hu et al., 2023) for compari-
son. These numbers are either taken from the correspond-
ing papers or recalculated using their open-source code.
Our algorithm achieves optimal detection accuracy in both
datasets. Even with around 5 time-steps and similar model
parameters, our method significantly outperforms others.
Spiking-YOLO barely has accuracy at short time-steps, and
even when other time-steps exceed 2000, it remains inferior
to our YOLOv3-tiny model (5.4 percentage points lower on
Pascal VOC and 3.35 percentage points lower on COCO
under mean AP@0.50 : 0.95). Spike Calibration, despite
having a notably superior feature extractor, still requires

up to 512 time-steps to match the accuracy of our model
using ResNet34. The Two-Stage Optimization method also
requires a higher number of time-steps, exceeding 40, to
outperform us on VOC but is approximately 1.13 percentage
points lower than our tiny model on mean AP@0.50 : 0.95.
Fast-SNN has lower time-stepp requirements, but its method
still falls below our algorithm. At the same time-steps of 7,
our algorithm significantly outperforms Fast-SNN on both
datasets. Additionally, Fast-SNN is a two-stage model that
demands more computational resources. Meanwhile, our
model experiences lower accuracy loss with shallower lay-
ers at different steps(with YOLOV3-Tiny, 0.47 percentage
loss on VOC, 0.04 percentage loss on COCO), but higher
loss with deeper layers (with YOLOV3-Resnet34, 3.0 on
VOC, 3.23 on COCO).
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Table 2. Performance comparison for Lane line detection task on Tusimple and CULane.

Method Backbone Time-steps Tusimple CULane
Acc(%) ↑ FP(%) ↓ FN(%) ↓ F1(%) ↑ Prec.(%) ↑ Recall(%) ↑

QCFS
(Bu et al., 2023)

ResNet18 128 60.18 35.96 65.24 37.9 93.71 23.79
256 92.25 2.25 9.03 61.33 90.95 46.26

ResNet34 128 64.01 21.87 56.89 7.79 83.83 4.09
256 93.88 3.29 6.82 48.35 94.17 32.53

Ours

ResNet18

4 94.80 3.59 5.29 69.32 80.67 60.77
5 95.35 2.53 4.27 72.17 80.30 65.53
7 95.37 2.41 4.31 72.23 79.82 65.97
8 95.29 2.63 4.36 72.35 81.15 65.27

ResNet34

4 93.55 6.02 7.89 65.38 78.80 55.87
5 95.48 2.53 4.14 76.65 81.29 72.52
7 95.53 2.33 3.98 77.17 81.93 72.93
8 95.56 2.47 4.13 77.61 82.20 73.51

6.1.2. LANE LINE DETECTION

We summarize and compare the performance in Table 2.
Since we are the first to adopt the ANN-SNN conversion
algorithm for lane line detection task, we apply the QCFS
method to lane detection tasks for comparison. Both meth-
ods use CondLane as the detection head and refer to Cond-
Lane’s training strategies for weight optimization. Our al-
gorithm achieves high detection accuracy within a short
number of time-steps, reaching over 94% on the TuSimple
dataset with 4 time-steps and over 69% on the CULane
dataset. Experimental results demonstrate that the model
achieves consistent accuracy when the time-steps extends
beyond 5. However, due to poor handling of cumulative er-
rors, OCFS has almost poor performance when the number
of time-steps is less than 128 and requires a larger number
of time-steps (greater than 256) to achieve corresponding
detection accuracy. Given the limited number of samples in
the TuSimple dataset (around 3000 in total), using ResNet18
and ResNet34 yields similar performance, with a difference
in detection accuracy of only 0.27% at 8 time-steps. In
contrast, the difference in performance between these two
networks on the CULane dataset is around 5.26%. Addi-
tionally, deeper networks experience greater losses at low
latency, with ResNet34 showing a difference in accuracy
of 2.01% between 8 and 4 time-steps, while ResNet18 only
shows a difference of 0.49% on the TuSimple dataset.

In Fig. 7, we further provide visual results based on
ResNet34, encompassing both object detection and lane
detection. As illustrated, our SNN is capable of produc-
ing detection results close to the ground truth with lower
time-steps. For instance, our algorithm with a latency of
8 can differentiate some overlapping objects (e.g., bottle
and person) and precise lane lines with higher accuracy.
Appendix .2 contains more information on the detection
accuracy of different quantized time-steps with time-steps

[3, 4, 5, 7, 8, 10] across four datasets.

6.2. Ablation Studies

Figure 8. Ablation study with/without tdIF and different time-
delay.

We conduct ablation experiments combining different neu-
ron types (IF and tdIF) and different time-delay on Pascal
VOC dataset and Tusimple dataset at an 8 time-steps setup.
Fig. 8 presents the results of our experiments. The x-axis
represents different time-delay ranges from 0 to 8. It can
be seen that the combination of tdIF and delay-spike can
effectively reduce the time-steps while achieving a higher
detection accuracy. Meanwhile, equipped with tdIF relies
more heavily on the time-delay term (our tdIF has no accu-
racy when Tdelay = 0, 1). We attribute this to tdIF’s explicit
incorporation of temporal information (adjust membrane
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Table 3. Component of IF neuron and tdIF neuron on digital neuromorphic processor.
IF neuron tdIF neuron Description

Component for Accumulating potential.
MLD(R0, ADD1, 1) MLD(R0, ADD1, 1) load weight W l

MLD(R1, ADD2, 0) MLD(R1, ADD2, 0) load state V l[t− 1]
SHL(R0, R0, R2) c[t]× wij via bitwise shifting, R2=T − t

ADD(R1, R0, R1) ADD(R1, R0, R1) M l[t] = V l[t− 1] +W l

MST(ADD2, R1, 1) MST(ADD2, R1, 1) store R1 in M l[t]
12.7 13.9 Energy for Accumulating potential (pJ)

Component for Firing spikes.
MLD(R0, ADD2, 0) MLD (R0, ADD2, 0) load state M l[t]

GTH(R2, R0, R1) GTH(R2, R0, R1) generate spike, IF:Θ(M l[t]− θl), tdIF:Θ(M l[t]− θ̂l[t])

MUL(R3, R2, R1) MUL(R3, R2, R1) IF:θ × Sl[t], tdIF:θ̂[t]× Sl[t]
SUB(R0, R0, R3) SUB(R0, R0, R3) reset state if spike
MST(ADD2, R0, 1) MST(ADD2, R0, 1) store R0 in V l[t]
EVC(R2) EVC(R2) capture event
13.2 13.2 Energy for Firing spikes (pJ)

Table 4. Neuron Processing Energy Consumption.
Instruction Description Energy (pJ)
ADD/SUB Arithmetic ops. 1.4
GTH/MAX/MIN Compare ops. 1.2
SHL/SHR Bit-wise ops. 1.2

EVC Event Capture 0.5
+ if generates event + 1.1

MLD Data Mem Load/Store 3.7
MST 3.9

potential accumulation based on time-steps). In Eq. 17, the
first time-step exerts the strongest influence on membrane
potential due to c[1] = 2T−1. Consequently, spikes gener-
ated with temporal deviation (either delayed or mistimed)
significantly disrupt the membrane potential accumulation.
This temporal sensitivity makes our method more dependent
on precise delay-spike coordination compared to conven-
tional frequency-based IF strategies.

However, when employing deep network architectures with
IF neurons, such as ResNet, they also fail to exhibit per-
formance at Tdelay = 0. As the amplified accumulation
characteristic of tdIF enables faster membrane potential
buildup during initial time-steps, our tdIF demonstrates sig-
nificantly superior performance compared to models that
utilize IF Neuron at Tdelay ≥ 2 and basically achieves peak
performance at Tdelay = 3, whereas IF requires substan-
tially more delayed time to reach its highest levels. Without
the adoption of tdIF, all models except for the shallow one
like YOLOv3-Tiny exhibit significant losses compared to
those with tdIF. Specifically, when Tdelay is set to 8, there
is a precision loss exceeding 10 percent.

6.3. Computation Cost

6.3.1. ENERGY CONSUMPTION FOR TDIF

Since our tdIF neuron introduces a multiplicative opera-
tion on the input membrane potential, it may incur addi-
tional energy consumption. Here, we first analyze the power
consumption calculation of both IF and tdIF neurons. As
mentioned in (Tang et al., 2023), we have the energy con-
sumption of the digital neuromorphic processor for each
operation in Table 4. Therefore, based on the operation
counts of the digital neuromorphic processor, we can divide
the membrane potential accumulation and spike generation
of the IF neuron into two parts as shown in Table 3. Due
to the binary (0,1) nature of spikes, the membrane potential
accumulation process is spike-driven, while spike gener-
ation is computed at every time-step. This yields energy
consumption values of 12.7pJ and 13.2pJ for these two
processes in a single IF neuron, respectively.

Although the tdIF neuron incorporates a multiplication op-
eration in its membrane potential accumulation (Eq. 17),
it maintains the sparse (0,1) transmission characteristics
between layers and preserves the event-driven computa-
tion property. Consequently, only addition operations are
required when computing input membrane potentials in con-
volutional or fully-connected layers. For the amplification
coefficient c[t] = 2T−t in Eq. 17, we can implement it using
bit-shift operations. Thus, during the potential accumulation
process shown in Table 3, tdIF requires only one additional
left-shift operation compared to IF neuron. Furthermore, for
the spike generation computation, we can store the thresh-
old values per time-step as θ̂l = [2T−1θl, 2T−2θl, · · · , θl].
This implementation results in energy consumption values
of 13.9pJ and 13.2pJ for the two processes in tdIF neuron,
representing only a 1.2pJ overall increase compared to the
standard IF neuron.
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Table 5. Inference Energy Consumption

Architecture Time-steps Neuron Performance
Average

Spiking rate
Power
(mJ) E/Eref

Results on Pascal VOC

YOLOv3-Tiny
8 IF 61.60 0.079 12.1 1.0× (reference)

32 IF 64.07 0.078 47.4 3.9×
8 tdIF 64.53 0.173 31.0 2.6×

YOLOv3
(ResNet34)

8 IF 60.20 0.056 123.2 1.0× (reference)
32 IF 74.40 0.056 475.6 3.8×
8 tdIF 78.46 0.169 423.8 3.4×

Results on Tusimple
ResNet18
+Condlane

8 IF 67.75 0.060 113.4 1.0× (reference)
16 IF 94.87 0.052 220.8 1.9×
8 tdIF 95.27 0.165 271.3 2.4×

ResNet34
+Condlane

8 IF 44.65 0.041 118.0 1.0× (reference)
16 IF 93.71 0.042 265.8 2.3×
8 tdIF 95.56 0.152 387.5 3.3×

6.3.2. INFERENCE ENERGY COST

We compared the energy consumption during model infer-
ence between our approach and models using IF neurons
across two detection tasks. As shown in Table 5, all models
in this experiments adopted the Tdelay = T setting with 8
time-steps. To ensure fair comparison under similar perfor-
mance levels, we configured the IF neuron models with 32
time-steps for object detection and 16 time-steps for lane
detection task.

The models employing tdIF neurons consistently demon-
strated an average firing rate of approximately 0.15 across
all four architectures, significantly higher than the 0.06 fir-
ing rate of conventional IF neurons. Consequently, under
identical time-step settings, tdIF-based models consume
about 2 to 3 times more energy than their IF counterparts.
However, to achieve comparable performance to our tdIF
models, IF-based models require increased time-steps, in-
evitably leading to higher power consumption. For instance,
the YOLOv3 model on Pascal VOC dataset must extend
to 32 time-steps, resulting in substantially higher power
consumption than our approach. On the Tusimple dataset,
our tdIF model’s power consumption is only about 40%
higher than the 16 time-steps IF-based model. These re-
sults demonstrate that while tdIF models increase energy
consumption during neuronal integration and exhibit higher
spike firing rates, their overall power consumption remains
within the same order of magnitude as IF models while
delivering superior performance.

7. Conclusion
In this work, we explore the potential of Spiking Neural
Networks in visual detection tasks. This work elucidates the
impact of residual membrane potential errors on rate-based
method, alongside the influence of quantization errors on

the accuracy of regression vision tasks. Addressing the chal-
lenges posed by these errors, our idea is simple and intuitive.
To this end, we employ delay-spike strategy to mitigate
residual potential errors arising from irregular spiking, and
utilize temporal-dependent Integrate-and-Fire neuron archi-
tecture to enhance the feature representation capability of
neural networks. The extensive experimental validation con-
firms that our proposed method achieves the state-of-the-art
performance metrics across multiple vision tasks, delivering
superior accuracy while maintaining low latency in both
object detection and lane detection. Furthermore, our pro-
posed neuron model demonstrates power consumption on
neuromorphic hardware that remains within the same order
of magnitude as conventional IF neurons. In summary, this
research represents a substantial leap forward in deploy-
ing SNNs for visual detection applications, establishing a
foundational framework for subsequent investigations in
neuromorphic vision systems.

8. Impact Statement
Our paper proposes the delay-spike mechanism and the
temporal-dependent Integrate-and-Fire (tdIF) neuron model,
achieving low-latency performance in visual regression
tasks. For any hardware device implementing layer-by-
layer computation in spiking neural networks (SNNs), the
delay-spike mechanism significantly reduces errors caused
by residual membrane potential after conversion, without
increasing computational complexity. Furthermore, the tdIF
model demonstrates a remarkable reduction in latency for
regression tasks, suggesting that SNNs can achieve excel-
lent feature representation capabilities even with low time-
steps, provided they fully utilize temporal information. This
breakthrough highlights the potential of SNNs for ultra-low-
power applications, paving the way for their widespread
adoption in real-time, energy-efficient AI systems.
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The experimental results in this paper are reproducible. We explain the details of model training and configuration in the
main text and supplement it in the appendix.

.1. Experimental Setting.

The implementation is in Pytorch and all the experiments are computed on a machine with an NVIDIA A800 GPU.

.1.1. PASCAL VOC AND MS COCO

The Pascal VOC dataset (Everingham et al., 2010) contains 16551 training images and 4952 validation images. For training
preprocessing, we employ a range of multiscale image sizes to randomly resize the images. The actual multiscale ranges is
[416−r×32, 416+r×32], where r ∈ [0, 5]. In data augmentation, the strategies of Mosaic and MixUp from (Bochkovskiy
et al., 2020) are utilized to enhance the diversity and robustness of training datasets. In MixUp, four different images are
selected and placed in a specific manner (in a 2×2 grid) to form a new large image. We use α× image1+(1−α)× image2
,where α = 0.5, to generate our mixing image data. Additionally, We employ Exponential moving average (EMA)
technology (Cai et al., 2021) in our training process. The learning rate is set to 0.01 and followed by a cosine decay schedule
same as (Zheng et al., 2021a). The Weight decay is set to 5× 10−4, and the networks are optimized for 90 epochs. For test
images, they are padded and resized to the same size. For all architectures we tested, the Max Pooling layers are replaced to
Average Pooling layers. The input features of the YOLOv3 head are adjusted according to the number of channels in the
output feature maps of ResNet34.

The MS COCO dataset (Wang et al., 2023) contains 118k training images and 5k validation images. The training technique
remains consistent with our approach for training on VOC, but with modifications to the input range [640− r × 32, 640 +
r × 32].

.1.2. TUSIMPLE AND CULANE

Tusimple (Pizzati et al., 2020) is a dataset of highway driving scenes, which contains 3.3k training images and 2.8k
validation images. CULane(Pan et al., 2018). is a widely used large lane detection dataset with 9 different scenarios
(Urban&highway), which contains 88.9k training images and 34.7k validation images.

For training preprocessing, we utilize techniques such as Random Blur, Brightness Adjustment, Rotation, and Resizing to
augment the images. In the optimizing process, we use Adam optimizer and step learning rate decay with an initial learning
rate of 3e− 4. For each dataset, we train on the training set without any extra data. We respectively train 20 and 16 epochs
for CULane and TuSimple with a batchsize of 128.

For CULane, we utilizes the F1 measure as in (Liu et al., 2021). IoU between the predicted lane line and GT label is taken
for judging whether a sample is true positive (TP) or false positive (FP) or false negative (FN). IoU of two lines is defined as
the IoU of their masks with a fixed line width. F1-measure is calculated as follows:

F1 =
2× Prec×Recall

Prec+Recall
, (23)

Prec =
TP

TP + FP
(24)

Recall =
TP

TP + FN
(25)

For TuSimple dataset, there are three official indicators: false-positive rate (FPR), false-negative rate (FNR), and accuracy.

Acc =

∑
clip Cclip∑
clip Sclip

(26)

Where Cclip is the number of correctly predicted lane points and Sclip is the total number of lane points of a clip.

.2. Additional results.

Our method employs various quantized time-steps to train the model and obtain the corresponding Spiking Neural Network
performance (the same time-steps) based on these model weights. Here, we present the progress of conversion under
different training models in Table 6, serving as supplementary information for further experimental results.

16



Ultra-Low-Latency Spiking Neural Networks with Temporal-Dependent Integrate-and-Fire Neuron Model for Objects Detection

Table 6. The trade-off between accuracy of the dataset and inference latency.

Architecture Quantized
time-steps

ANN
metric

time-steps
3 4 5 7 8 10

mAP@0.50 Results on Pascal VOC

YOLOv3-Tiny

32 64.30 60.28 63.62 63.96 64.17 64.08 64.09
64 64.74 60.24 63.72 64.43 64.80 64.80 64.81

128 64.43 59.83 63.71 64.46 64.47 64.61 64.54
256 64.57 60.34 63.77 64.19 64.60 64.56 64.81

YOLOv3
(ResNet34)

32 74.44 54.01 72.46 74.42 74.80 74.64 74.79
64 77.89 25.90 71.62 77.14 78.10 77.89 77.96

128 79.01 11.49 66.72 77.46 79.01 78.95 78.86
256 78.48 3.73 53.16 76.12 78.39 78.55 78.79

mAP@0.50 Results on MS COCO

YOLOv3-Tiny

32 36.17 32.52 35.67 36.12 36.28 36.31 36.19
64 36.40 31.84 35.46 36.23 36.48 36.52 36.52

128 36.27 31.40 35.53 35.88 36.25 36.27 36.22
256 36.31 31.48 35.43 36.00 36.22 36.29 36.30

YOLOv3
(ResNet34)

32 56.21 41.95 53.70 55.73 56.02 56.03 55.98
64 59.21 25.79 52.50 57.08 58.24 58.06 58.19

128 60.51 11.90 50.78 57.50 58.89 58.82 58.85
256 60.11 9.53 49.58 58.21 59.70 59.78 59.77

Acc(%) Results on Tusimple

ResNet18
+Condlane

16 94.82 45.99 94.80 94.79 94.71 94.78 94.77
32 95.34 19.85 89.21 95.35 95.40 95.39 95.42
64 95.48 12.08 65.47 95.00 95.52 95.54 95.53

128 95.38 10.62 58.53 94.65 95.37 95.39 95.37

ResNet34
+Condlane

16 93.62 14.26 93.55 87.45 69.67 68.54 68.32
32 95.53 0.45 85.83 95.48 95.71 95.72 95.71
64 95.65 0.41 61.82 95.31 95.68 95.71 95.70

128 95.53 0.79 54.90 94.50 95.53 95.54 95.58
F1(%) Results on CULane

ResNet18
+Condlane

16 69.41 35.69 69.32 69.80 70.03 70.04 70.03
32 72.13 26.90 65.01 72.18 72.81 72.81 72.91
64 72.26 8.00 59.65 70.84 72.60 72.60 72.62

128 72.22 3.26 48.61 68.90 72.24 72.29 72.30

ResNet34
+Condlane

16 65.33 8.73 65.37 63.34 58.21 58.29 58.12
32 76.68 3.45 67.33 76.64 77.73 77.74 77.77
64 77.02 0.53 64.05 75.89 77.25 77.39 77.38

128 77.59 0.12 49.86 74.28 77.16 77.27 77.31
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