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Abstract

Over the past few years, extensive research has been devoted to enhancing YOLO object detectors. Since its
introduction, eight major versions of YOLO have been introduced with the purpose of improving its accuracy and
efficiency. While the evident merits of YOLO have yielded to its extensive use in many areas, deploying it on resource-
limited devices poses challenges. To address this issue, various neural network compression methods have been
developed, which fall under three main categories, namely network pruning, quantization, and knowledge distillation.
The fruitful outcomes of utilizing model compression methods, such as lowering memory usage and inference time,
make them favorable, if not necessary, for deploying large neural networks on hardware-constrained edge devices. In
this review paper, our focus is on pruning and quantization due to their comparative modularity. We categorize them
and analyze the practical results of applying those methods to YOLOv5. By doing so, we identify gaps in adapting
pruning and quantization for compressing YOLOv5, and provide future directions in this area for further exploration.
Among several versions of YOLO, we specifically choose YOLOv5 for its excellent trade-off between recency and
popularity in literature. This is the first specific review paper that surveys pruning and quantization methods from an
implementation point of view on YOLOv5. Our study is also extendable to newer versions of YOLO as implementing
them on resource-limited devices poses the same challenges that persist even today. This paper targets those interested
in the practical deployment of model compression methods on YOLOv5, and in exploring different compression
techniques that can be used for subsequent versions of YOLO.
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1. Introduction

As a fundamental problem, object detection has been an active area of research for many years. The main goal
of object detection involves identifying and localizing objects of interest from different categories within some given
image. Object detection is the basis of many other advanced computer vision tasks [1] ranging from semantic seg-
mentation [2] to object tracking [3] to activity recognition [4]. In recent years, deep learning-based approaches such
as Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) have achieved state-of-the-art performance in object detection tasks. As
a result of the advancements in computational power and cutting-edge algorithms, object detection has become more
accurate, enabling a wide range of real-world applications. Compared to classical object detection methods, using
CNNs alleviates the problem of feature extraction, classification, and localization in object detection [5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10].

Typically, Object detection can be done through two methods, namely, single-stage and two-stage detection. While
in the former, the algorithm directly predicts the bounding boxes and class probabilities for objects, in the latter, the
algorithm first generates a set of region proposals and then classifies those proposals as objects or backgrounds [11].
Unlike Faster R-CNN [6] and R-FCN [12] as two-stage object detection methods, single-stage ones, like YOLO [5],
SSD [13], EfficientDet [14], and RetinaNet [15], typically use one Fully Convolutional Neural Network (FCN) to
detect objects’ classes and spatial locations without intermediate steps.
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Figure 1: YOLO release timeline. YOLOv5 and YOLOv6 have ten and six released variants, respectively.

Among different single-stage object detection methods, YOLO has gained a lot of attention since it was published
in 2016. The primary idea behind YOLO is to divide an input image into a grid of cells and predict bounding
boxes and class probabilities for each cell. YOLO treats object detection as a regression problem. Also, since it
uses a single neural network for object detection and classification, it can be optimized jointly for both tasks, which
ultimately enhances the whole detection performance. YOLOv1 was equipped with a simple structure containing 24
convolutional layers and two fully connected layers at the end to deliver probabilities and coordinates [5]. Since its
introduction, YOLO has undergone several improvements and variations. In 2017, YOLOv2 (aka YOLO9000) was
published with improvements in the performance led by using multi-scale training, anchor boxes, batch normalization,
Darknet-19 architecture, and a modified loss function [16]. Following that, Redmon and Farhadi introduced YOLOv3
that employs a feature pyramid network, convolutional layers with anchor boxes, Spatial Pyramid Pooling (SPP) block,
Darknet-53 architecture, and an improved loss function [17]. Unlike previous versions, YOLOv4 was introduced by
different authors. A. Bochkovskiy et al. enhanced YOLO’s performance by utilizing CSPDarknet53 architecture,
Bag-of-Freebies, Bag-of-Specials, mish activation function, Weighted-Residual-Connections (WRC), Spatial Pyramid
Pooling (SPP), and Path Aggregation Network (PAN) [18].

In 2020, Ultralytics introduced YOLOv5 in five different sizes ranging from nano to extra large [19]. YOLO
underwent major modifications ranging from new backbone architecture to automated hyper-parameter optimization.
In the Backbone, YOLOv5 utilizes a new CSPDarknet53 structure [20] which is constructed based on Darknet53
with added Cross Stage Partial (CSP) strategy. The design of YOLOv5’s Neck takes advantage of CSP-PAN [21]
and a faster variation of SPP block (SPPF). The output is generated through the Head that uses the YOLOv3’s Head
structure. The structure of YOLOv5l is illustrated in Figure 2 in which CSPDarknet53 contains C3 blocks which are
the CSP-fused modules. CSP strategy partitions the feature map of the base layer into two parts and then merges them
through a cross-stage hierarchy. Therefore, the C3 module can effectively handle redundant gradients while improving
the efficiency of information transfer within residual and dense blocks. C3 is a simplified version of BottleNeckCSP
and is currently used in the latest variant of YOLOv5. For comparison, the design of C3 and BottleNeckCSP blocks are
depicted in Figure 3. Overall, these modifications have enabled YOLOv5 to achieve state-of-the-art performance on
several benchmarks for object detection, including the COCO dataset. Also, different model size provides the user with
the opportunity to choose based on their need. In 2022, YOLOv6 was released by Meituan, featuring enhancements
led by Bi-directional Concatenation (BiC) module, an anchor-aided training (AAT) strategy, and a new backbone and
neck design [22]. After a very short period, introduced by the original authors, YOLOv7 [23] was a breakthrough.
Wang et al. proposed a Bag-of-Freebies, a compound model scaling method, and an extended ELAN architecture to
expand, shuffle, and merge cardinality. The Bag-of-Freebies refers to a planned re-parameterized convolution inspired
by ResConv[24], an extra auxiliary head in the middle layers of the network for Deep Supervision [25], and a soft label
assigner guiding both the auxiliary head and the lead head by the lead head prediction. Lastly, Ultralytics presented
YOLOv8 in 2023 with several alternations in the backbone, neck, and head [26]; A C2f module is used instead of C3;
a decoupled head provides the output; and the model directly predicts the center of the object instead of the anchor
box. While YOLOv6/7/8 are more featured models, our work focuses on YOLOv5 as more well-established studies
have been done on it. However, this investigation can be expanded to newer versions of YOLO, especially YOLOv8.

The current trend in using and expanding over-parameterized models leads to higher accuracy; however, the re-
quired Floating-Point Operations (FLOPs) and parameters are dramatically increasing [27]. This issue impedes the
deployment of complex models on edge devices owing to memory, power, and computational power limitations. To
address this matter, one can employ Cloud Computing (CC). However, running complex models on cloud services
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Figure 2: YOLOv5l architecture. SPPF represents a computation-efficient version of the Spatial Pyramid Pooling, which was originally imple-
mented in YOLOv3; C3 uses the new CSP-combined module whose details are illustrated in Figure 3.

may not be a feasible option due to 1) the cost of the network: transferring image data to the cloud consumes rela-
tively large network bandwidth; 2) Latency in time-critical tasks: access delay to cloud services is not guaranteed;
3) Accessibility: cloud services rely on the access of devices to wireless communications which can be disrupted in
many environmental circumstances [28]. Hence, in many cases, edge computing emerges as a more fruitful resolution.
Accordingly, various methods have been introduced to compress neural networks with the purpose of making large
models deployable on edge devices. Model compression methods can fall under three categories; pruning, quantiza-
tion, and knowledge distillation. In pruning, redundant parameters of a model with less importance are removed to
obtain a sparse/compact model structure. Quantization involves representing models’ activations and weights using
lower-precision data types. Finally, knowledge distillation refers to employing a large and accurate model as a teacher
to train a small model using soft labels supplied by the teacher model(s) [29, 30].

In this review paper, our focus is on pruning and quantization methods since they are widely used as modular
compression techniques while utilizing knowledge distillation requires having two models or modifying the structure
of the target network. We review the pruning and quantization methods that have been utilized to compress YOLOv5
in recent years and compare the results in terms of compression terminology. We choose to focus on YOLOv5 as it is
the most recent YOLOv5 with enough research on it associated with pruning and quantization. Although the newer
versions of YOLO have recently outperformed YOLOv5 in many areas, their applied compression methods are still
insufficient to review. Many reviews have been done on neural network compression methods; however, here, we
review the actual implementations of such methods on YOLOv5 in real-world situations. We present all the work
related to pruning and quantizing YOLOv5, along with their result from different aspects. Generally, the compression
results can be expressed regarding changes in memory footprint, power usage, FLOPs, inference time, FPS, accuracy,
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Figure 3: Structure of C3 and BottleNeckCSP modules. Using the CSP strategy enables the C3 module to strengthen information flow with
residual and dense blocks while addressing redundant gradients. BottleNeck block, which is utilized in C3 and BottleNeckCSP and marked as
purple, can have two configurations; S/S̄ . S denotes the active shortcut connection, while S̄ characterizes a simple BottleNeck without any skip
connection. C3 blocks of the Backbone use BottleNecks with shortcut connection, whereas those of the Neck does not.

and training time.
The paper is organized as follows: In section 2, various types of pruning techniques are reviewed, and the recent

practical research on applying pruning to YOLOv5 is analyzed. Similarly, in section 3 quantization techniques, along
with their empirical implementations on YOLOv5, are reviewed. Finally, in section 4, the challenges of compressing
YOLOv5 through pruning and quantization are discussed, and possible future directions are provided based on the
current gap in this area.

2. Pruning

Neural network pruning was initially proposed in Optimal Brain Damage [31] and Optimal Brain Surgeon [32].
They both rely on a second-order Taylor expansion to estimate parameter importance for pruning. That is, the Hessian
matrix should be partially or completely computed in the mentioned methods. However, other criteria can be employed
to identify the importance, also called saliency, of parameters. Hypothetically, while the best criterion would be
an exact evaluation of each parameter’s effect on the network, such evaluation is excessively costly to compute.
Therefore, other evaluations, including ℓn-norm, the mean or standard deviation of feature map activation, batch
normalization scaling factor, first-order derivative, and mutual information, can be utilized for saliency analysis. In
the following section, we will discuss such saliency evaluation methods. We will not quantify the effectiveness of each
scheme here because different works can hardly be compared, and various factors ranging from hyperparameters to
learning rate schedules to architecture of implementation impact the results. Instead, we will present the idea behind
each criterion and express the results of applying them to compress YOLOv5.

2.1. Saliency Criteria for Pruning

Saliency criteria refer to measures or metrics used to determine the importance or relevance of individual weights,
neurons, filters, or a group of weights in a neural network based on certain characteristics or properties of the network.
We refer the reader to [33] for a detailed review of saliency criteria.

2.1.1. ℓn-norm
Pruning a model based on ℓn-norm is the predominantly-used method over the scope of this review paper. Since

weight values generally form a normal distribution with zero mean, this is an intuitive approach to select less important
individual or structure of weights. The challenge in using this criterion is to define a threshold with which pruning
can be performed. Such a threshold can be set statically for the whole network or for each layer. Also, one can
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approach it as a dynamic parameter and define schedulers for this threshold. For instance, [34] proposes a method that
treats threshold scheduling as an implicit optimization problem and provides threshold schedulers upon using Iterative
Shrinkage-Thresholding Algorithm (ISTA).
ℓn-norm is usually combined with sparse training of the network to push parameters with the same effect to have
similar values [33] (see Section 2.1.3). To do so, ℓ1 or ℓ2-regularization is usually added to the cost function, and
parameters with a low ℓ2 norm are pruned after (each step of) training [35, 36].

2.1.2. Feature map activation
When an activation function is used at the end of a layer, its output can be interpreted as the importance of

parameters on the prediction. For instance, in case of ReLU function, outputs closer to zero can be considered less
salient and be chosen as candidates for pruning. Also, in a broader outlook, the mean or the standard deviation of a
tensor of activation can indicate saliency [33, 37].

2.1.3. Batch normalization scaling factor (BNSF)
Although it can be categorized as a fusion between ℓ1-norm and feature map activation criteria, the BN scaling

factor is used predominantly for pruning YOLOv5 and, more generally, for CNNs. Presented by [38], this method
introduces a scaling factor γ for each channel and penalizes it during training to obtain a sparse network that can be
pruned. The authors proposed the BN scaling factor as the γ needed for network compression. In their method, they
penalize γ of the channels using ℓ1-norm and then prune channels with near-zero scaling factors.

2.1.4. First-order derivative
Unlike the previous criterion, the first-order derivative metrics use the information provided during backpropa-

gation via gradients. This class of criteria may combine information from activations to gradients as expressed in
[33, 39].

2.1.5. Mutual information
The Mutual Information (MI) between the parameters of a layer and the prediction or that of another layer can

represent saliency. In [40], authors tried to minimize the MI between two hidden layers while maximizing it between
the last hidden layer and the prediction.

2.2. Granularity of Pruning

The granularity of pruning defines what kind of parameters of the model are to be pruned. Broadly, pruning can
be done either in a structured or unstructured way.

2.2.1. Unstructured pruning
Unstructured or fine-grained pruning refers to when goal parameters for pruning are weights of the model without

considering their location in the associated tensor or layer. In weight pruning, unnecessary weights are identified
through saliency evaluation and masked out or removed afterward. Since eliminating the weights may impair the
model architecture, they are mostly masked out during this process [37]. While masking out the weights instead
of removing them increases the memory usage during training, the information of the masked weights can be used
at each step to compare the pruned model with the original one. fine-grained pruning is not always beneficial as it
requires special hardware to take advantage of such irregular sparse operations [41]. While higher compression ratios
could be achieved using unstructured pruning, storing the index of pruned weights may result in higher storage usage
[42, 43].

2.2.2. Structured pruning
Unlike the previous category, model weights can be pruned based on their structure. Structured pruning observes

patterns in the weights tensors when evaluating their importance so that they can be described with low indexing
overhead, such as strides or blocks. In a convolutional layer, j-th channel is obtained through convolving the j-th filter
with the input feature map. So groups of parameters such as filters, channels, or kernels can be selected for structured
pruning. Figure 4 depicts the difference between these structural pruning paradigms.
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Channel-based pruning. It aims at removing the weight filters leading to the j-th channel(s) of the output feature
map in each layer. Many existing channel pruning techniques utilize the ℓ2-norm as the criterion for identifying the
least important tensor of weights. However, there is a dispute regarding the impact of this process on the overall
model structure. In the [44], the authors stated that the process of channel pruning resulted in little damage to the
model structure. Conversely, in the [45], it was observed that channel pruning led to a drastic change in the network
structure. Nonetheless, it is possible to mitigate structural damage by masking the parameters rather than completely
eliminating them. However, this approach may not result in any savings during training since the entire model needs
to be stored in memory.

Filter-based pruning. Filter-based pruning eliminates the weights corresponding to the i-th channel of the input
feature map. That is, pruning a specific kernel, i-th, of all filters in a convolutional layer. The structural damage is
minimal in this pruning method, and the model can be treated similarly to the original one since the number of output
channels remains intact [27]. It is worth mentioning that: 1) channel-based pruning at l-th layer is equivalent to filter-
based pruning at (l+1)th layer, and 2) Filter pruning is not equivalent to filter-based pruning. In filter pruning, one
or some of the filters of a layer are pruned which can be categorized as channel-based pruning from the granularity
perspective.

𝑖𝑛𝑝𝑢𝑡 𝑓 𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑚𝑎𝑝 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑝𝑢𝑡 𝑓 𝑒𝑎𝑡𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑚𝑎𝑝

(a) A convolutional layer (b) Kernel pruning

(c) Filter-based pruning (d) Channel-based pruning

Figure 4: Pruning granularity. The dimension of a convolutional layer is shown in (a). Kernel, Filter, and Channel-based pruning are illustrated
in (b), (c), and (d), respectively. The orange plane characterizes the pruned parameters, and the yellow bounding indicates the affected features.

Kernel-based pruning. In this category, all parameters over a kernel of a filter in l-th layer, which connects the
i-channel of the input feature map and j-th channel of the output feature map, are pruned [46]. This pruning granu-
larity would not impair the model structure. We refer the interested reader to [27] for a thorough survey of pruning
granularity.
Regardless of the pruning granularity and the saliency criteria, the pruning process can be performed either in a one-
shot manner or iteratively. In one-shot pruning [47, 48, 49], less salient parameters are removed/masked prior to or
after training. In post-training pruning, network performance may drop permanently, while iterative pruning, takes
the performance drop into consideration and re-trains the network. Compared to one-shot pruning, although iterative
pruning is more computation- and time-consuming, it can prevent the accuracy drop or even enhance it in some cases.
Moreover, some methods modify the network cost function, such as adding regularization [38, 50], to make the model
more suitable for pruning. Consequently, they cannot be used as post-training pruning.
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2.3. Recent Applied Studies on Pruned YOlOv5
Table 1 represents the recent experimental pruning results on YOLOv5 categorized by the pruning granularity.

[51] concentrates on achieving a desired inference time instead of a specific compression ratio. It presents a pruning
method, learned efficient Sparsity Profiles via DYnamic programming search (SPDY), that can be utilized in both one-
shot and iterative schemes. In [72], researchers implemented an algorithm based on Non-Dominated Sorting Genetic
Algorithm (NSGA) II that tackles pruning as an optimization problem. That is, how to prune the channels in order to
minimize GFLOPs and maximize the mAP0.5. [50] introduces an Adaptive Sparsity Regularization (ASR) that renders
sparse constraints based on the filter weights. That is, a penalty is assigned to the filters with weak channel outputs
in the regularized loss function, instead of directly regulating the loss with the L1-norm of the batch normalization
scaling factor. After training, filters with a scaling factor smaller than a global threshold are pruned for all layers,
and find-tuning is performed to retrieve the accuracy drop. The work of [52] modifies the YOLOv5 structure by
utilizing the PReLU activation function and using Ghost Bottleneck instead of BottleNeckCSP. Thereafter, it prunes
the channels, except Ghost Bottleneck, with small batch normalization scaling factor based on the BNSF method (see
Section 2.1.3). [61] proposed a feature fusion layer and selective kernel network to improve the channel and kernel
attention of the model. It attaches transformer encoder modules to the outputs of the PAN neck to explore the potential
of the model’s prediction via a self-attention procedure and compresses the model using the BNSF approach before
deployment on NVIDIA Jetson Xavier NX. Furthermore, [69] targets a desired number of parameters and FLOPs
and utilizes a computation-regularized loss sparse training (CRLST). After sparse training, it iteratively prunes the
channels based on their batch normalization scaling factor. Both compressed YOLOv5 models in [69, 61] were
deployed on NVIDIA Xavier NX. [74] treats filters as points in space and adopts a Filter Pruning Geometric Median
(FPGM) approach to prune filters of a convolutional layer that, unlike ℓn-norm criteria, explicitly exploits the mutual
relations between filters. It computes the geometric median of a whole layer’s weights and prunes the filters which
are regarded redundant if their geometric median is close to the geometric median of the layer. [63] discards the
upsample, concatenate, and detect layer and prunes the filters similar to the BNSF method, yet it embeds the cosine
decay of sparsity coefficient (CDSC-BNFS) and uses a soft mask strategy. [67, 68] makes the model lighter by BNSF
channel-based pruning and adds another upsampling level with the BottleNeckCSP module to the neck network to
extract more semantic information from small objects. The latter also adds a Convolution Block Attention Module
(CBAM) to the output of each BottleNeckCSP module in the neck network before feeding them to the head. The
paper [76] considers the mean value of each Conv layer before each shortcut in the BottleNeckCSP and compresses
the backbone. It also performs channel-based pruning using the BNSF method. In the following, several recent
implementations of pruning on YOLOv5 are listed:

• [71, 53] prunes the network through the BNSF method but combines the fine-tuning with knowledge distillation
to save training time while maintaining accuracy.

• The Authors in [54] replaced the CSPDarknet backbone with MobileNetV3 [77] and use TensorRT after pruning
the filters with the BNSF method.

• The work of [55, 56, 57, 60, 64] focuses on pruning the filters using BNSF strategy and fine-tuning.

• In [58], the backbone is pruned, and since the desired objects have relatively the same size, the largest feature
map of the PAN module is removed. Also, in the neck, a hybrid attention module is proposed to extract the
most comprehensive feature from channels.

• [59] employs the t-Distributed Stochastic Neighbour Embedding algorithm to reduce the dimension of anchor
frame prediction and fuses it with weighted clustering to predict frame size to achieve a more accurate prediction
target frame. Afterward, it prunes the filters through the BNSF method.

• [62] utilizes a multi-spectral channel attention mechanism in the backbone to generate more informative features
and improve the model’s accuracy for detecting small objects. Then, using the BNSF process, it prunes the filters
of the model.

• [65] lightens the model through pruning filters with the BNSF criteria and introduces a soft non-maximum
suppression which enables the model to detect overlapping clusters of grapes instead of discarding them.
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• [66] combines feature maps from different receptive fields using spatial pyramid dilated convolutions (SPDCs)
to integrate defect information at multiple scales. It embeds a channel attention mechanism in the neck to direct
more attention to effective feature channels after each concatenation operation. Afterward, it compresses the
model via BNSF channel-based pruning with fine-tuning.

• [70] makes many modifications to the YOLOv5 structure, such as appending an attention mechanism to the
neck and a context extraction model to the backbone. As for pruning, it removes the filters using the BNSF
criteria.

• [75] compress the neck and the backbone of YOLOv5 with layer and kernel pruning.

• [73] replaces the backbone of YOLOv5 with MobileNetV3 and prunes the neck network through channel-based
pruning.

Almost 85% of the research on pruning YOLOv5 is done using channel-based pruning, and the rest is associated
with other structured and unstructured granularities. The main saliency criterion used for pruning is the BNSF sparse
training method which is employed in around 60% of the surveyed papers in our scope, while the rest employed
ℓ1-norm or ℓ2-norm or proposed a new saliency criterion.

3. Quantization

Neural network quantization aims to represent the weights and activations of a deep neural network with fewer bits
than their original precision, which usually is 32-bit single-precision floating-point (FP32). This process is done while
the effect on the model’s performance/accuracy is kept minimal. Quantization, by exploiting faster hardware integer
instructions, can reduce the size of the model and improve inference time [78]. In [30], Gholami et al. surveyed
different aspects of neural network quantization, which includes the theoretical details of this topic. Here, we will
briefly introduce and discuss the key points.
Without loss of generality, we explain the concepts of quantization on a real finite variable which can represent weights
or activations in a neural network. Assuming r ∈ R is a finite variable limited to the range of S, we want to map its
values to q with a set of discrete numbers that lie in D ⊂ R. Before mapping, we may want to clip the range of input
r to a smaller set of C ⊆ S.

3.1. Quantization Interval: Uniform and Non-uniform

Uniform quantization maps r into a set of evenly spaced discrete values, while in non-uniform quantization, the
distance between discrete values is not necessarily equal. Through non-uniform quantization, one can better capture
the vital information from the weights and activation distributions because, for instance, more closely-spaced steps
can be allocated to denser areas of distribution. Consequently, although employing non-uniform quantization requires
more design than the uniform approach, it may achieve a lower accuracy drop [79]. Also, since the distribution for
weights and activations generally tends to be bell-shaped with long tails, non-uniform quantization can lead to better
results [80, 81, 82]. Figure 5 demonstrates the disparity between the aforementioned quantization schemes.

3.2. Static and Dynamic Quantization

For a set of inputs, the clipping range C = [a, b], where (a, b) ∈ R, can either be determined dynamically
or statically. The former computes the clipping range dynamically for each input, whereas the latter uses a pre-
calculated range to clip all the inputs. Dynamic quantization reaches higher accuracy compared to static one, but the
computational overhead is significantly high.
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(a) uniform quantization (b) non-uniform quantization

Figure 5: Quantization Interval. (a) indicates the uniform quantization, while (b) depicts the non-uniform quantization in which neither the
interval in the real number nor the quantization steps are evenly distributed.

3.3. Quantization Scheme: QAT and PTQ

Quantizing a trained model can negatively impact the accuracy of the model due to cumulative numerical errors.
To recover this drop in performance, network parameters often need adjustment. Therefore, quantization can be per-
formed in two fashions; Quantization Aware Training (QAT), which refers to retraining the network, or Post Training
Quantization (PTQ), which does not include re-training. In QAT, the forward and backward passes of the quantized
model are performed in floating points, and network parameters are quantized after each gradient update. On the other
hand, PTQ performs quantization and parameter adjustment without re-training the network. Compared to QAT, this
method usually suffers from the model’s accuracy degradation, but its computational overhead is considerably lower.
Generally, PTQ uses a small set of calibration data to optimize the quantization parameters and then quantizes the
model [83]. As PTQ relies on minimal information, it is often impossible to achieve lower than 4 or 8 bits precision
while maintaining accuracy [84].

3.4. Quantization deployment scheme

Once the model is quantized, it can be deployed using fake quantization (also called simulated quantization)
or integer-only quantization (also known as fixed-point quantization). In the former, weights and activations are
stored in low precision, but all the operations ranging from addition to matrix multiplication are performed in floating
point precision. While this approach requires constant dequantizing and quantization before and after floating point
operations, it favors the model’s accuracy. However, in the latter, operations, as well as weights/activation storing,
are performed using low-precision integer arithmetic. In such a fashion, the model can take advantage of fast integer
arithmetic enabled by most hardware. Figure 6 illustrates the disparity between PTQ and QAT deployment for a single
convolutional layer.

3.5. Recent Applied Studies on Quantized YOLOv5

Table 2 represents the recent practical quantization results on YOLOv5 categorized by quantization scheme. The
Authors in [85], proposed a QAT method that dynamically selects rounding mode for weights considering the direc-
tion of weight updates during training and adjusts the corresponding gradient. They quantized the model layer-wise
while adopting symmetric/asymmetric clipping ranges for the weights and activations of the network, respectively.
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(a) Fixed-precision quantization (b) Simulated quantization

Figure 6: Inference comparison between fixed-precision and simulated quantization in a convolutional layer.

Noise Injection Pseudo Quantization (NIPQ) [86], as a QAT method, initially pre-trains a network with pseudo quan-
tization noise and then quantizes the model in post-training. This approach automatically adjusts the bit-width and
quantization interval while also regularizing the sum of the Hessian trace of a neural network. The authors evaluated
their method on YOLOv5 and achieved down to 3-bit precision without major degradation in accuracy.
Furthermore, [87] uses ShuffleNetV2 [88] to modify the backbone and reduce the number of layers in the PAN and
head network in order to make the model more suitable for mobile devices. It takes advantage of TensorFlow Lite
Micro [89] to quantize the weights and activations with 8-bit precision and finally deploys it on an ultra-low-power
microcontroller from the STM32 family. The Authors in [90] introduced Deeplite Neutrino, which automatically
quantizes a CNN model with lower than 4 bits, and presented Deeplite Runtime as an inference engine, which makes
the deployment of ultra-low bit quantized models possible on ARM CPUs. Their QAT method can achieve below
4-bit precision for weights and activations of the network, which was rendered feasible with the design of a custom
convolution operator using bitserial computation. That is, the calculation of the dot products of the low bit weight and
activation values are done through popcount and bitwise operations. They evaluated their method by means of deploy-
ing YOLOv5 on Raspberry Pi 4B. [91] replaces the backbone network with MobileNetV2 [92] and adds a coordinate
attention mechanism to it. Before deploying the model on NVIDIA Xavier NX, the authors utilized PyTorch to quan-
tize the model after training through a static scheme with 8-bit precision. Similarly, in [93], Pytorch was employed
to quantize the modified YOLOv5 in a fake-quantization fashion with 8-bit precision and static clipping range. The
work of [73] uses Nihui Convolutional Neural Network (NCNN) framework to quantize the compressed model after
training and deploys it on an actual mobile device with a MediaTek Dimensity processor. [94] proposes a log-scale
quantization method that rescales the distribution of activations so that they are suitable for log-scale quantization.
This approach minimizes the accuracy drop in YOLOv5 due to log-scale quantization.

Overall, more than half of the reviewed papers used the QAT scheme, which resulted in low precision quantization
down to 3 bits. However, none of the PTQ schemes have reached below 8-bit precision. While there exists more
research on YOLOv5 conducted using quantization, the focus of the review is to primarily include those with novel
quantization methods. Therefore, we excluded the results that merely used TensorRT [95], PyTorch Quantization [96],
and ONNX quantization [97] in their implementation.
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Figure 7: Performance characteristic of four different YOLO versions. The horizontal and vertical axes represent the number of GFlops and
the average AP0.5 on the COCO 2017 validation dataset with an input size of 640. The radius of circles denotes the relative size of the models.

4. Conclusions

Model compression methods have gained significant attention in recent years, and their applications are becoming
more specific. In this paper, we presented a review of the commonly used pruning and quantization approaches applied
to YOLOv5 and categorized them from different aspects. Through our analysis, we identified gaps in adapting pruning
and quantization methods specifically for YOLOv5. This matter is of importance since the application of those com-
pression methods to YOLOv5 requires further exploration and optimization due to many structural interconnections.
Our review serves as a resource for researchers interested in the practical deployment of model compression methods,
specifically pruning and quantization, on YOLOv5 and its subsequent newer versions. With the advent of YOLOv8,
YOLO has experienced a new borderline in terms of performance, shown in Figure 7, which pushes the boundary
of object detection and establishes a new SOTA performance. However, the reduction in terms of size and FLOPs is
relatively insignificant which necessitates the need for applying pruning and quantization on newer YOLOs when the
limitation in hardware is pivotal. Therefore, our review is extendable to subsequent versions of YOLO and can be
used as a guideline for researchers interested in compressing any version of YOLO.

4.1. Pruning Challenges and Future Directions

Unlike a regular CNN, pruning YOLOv5 comes with some challenges due to its complex and highly optimized
deep neural network architecture. YOLOv5 uses CSP-Darknet53 neural network architecture as the backbone and
PANet as the neck, which both consist of many convolutional layers that are tightly interconnected with concatena-
tions. Also, the interconnections between the backbone and the neck add to the complexity of the model. Overall, the
structural complexity of these layers hinders the process of removing unnecessary filters without adversely affecting
the overall structure performance of the network. Otherwise, the spatial resolution of feature maps related to con-
catenations would not match. Therefore, some compensations should be made prior to pruning the YOLOv5. For
instance, [63] does not consider pruning the upsampling layer, the concatenate layer, and the head of the YOLOv5.
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Also, it ignores the shortcut connection in the BottleNeck module to allow the inputs to have a different number of
channels. In this regard, more studies should consider filter-based and kernel-based pruning because this strategy of
pruning does not change the number of output channels; thus, it simplifies the pruning process.
As represented in Table 1, The current research direction is to utilize the BNSF for sparsity training and channel-based
pruning with fine-tuning. However, there is a gap in using one-shot pruning using other saliency criteria. Here we
introduce some novel approaches which have not been applied to YOLOv5.
EagleEye [100] treats the pruning process as an optimization problem and states that using the evaluated accuracy
might not be a promising criterion to guide the selection of pruning candidates. Therefore, it proposes a random
pruning ratio for each layer according to the problem constraints, then prunes the filters based on their ℓ1-norm. It
evaluates the impact of pruning candidates through an adaptive BN-based candidate evaluation module using a sub-
sample of training data. In [101], authors introduced the HRank filter pruning which iteratively prunes the filters
with low-rank activation maps. [102] proposes a mask diversity evaluation method to correlate between the struc-
tured pruning and the expected accuracy. It also introduces a pruning algorithm called AdaPrune that compresses
an unstructured sparse model to a fine-grained sparse structured model, which does not need re-training. Similarly,
[103] proposes Variational Bayesian pruning algorithm that considers the distribution of channels’ BN scaling factor
instead of deterministically using them similar to section 2.1.

4.2. Quantization Challenges and Future Directions

Although not specific to YOLO, quantizing FP32 to INT8 is not a smooth transformation, and it might hinder the
optimality of the results if the gradient landscape is harsh. Also, achieving a low-bit (< 4 bits) precision using PTQ is
almost impossible as it most likely shatters the performance of the model. Currently, there is a trend in using ready-to-
use quantization modules like TensorRT [95], PyTorch Quantization [96], and ONNX quantization [97], which cannot
achieve very low precision as they are limited to 8-bit precision. Nevertheless, such research is not included in this
review as our focus is to find novel quantization methods employed on YOLOv5.
Regarding applied studies on quantizing YOLOv5, more research is conducted using QAT with a wide range of
precision from 1 bit to 8 bits. However, there is a gap in focusing on accelerating training time as well as inference
time, especially because training YOLOv5 on a new dataset is computation- and time-consuming. As a solution, more
work can be done employing integer-only quantization since hardware throughput is much higher when operations
are performed using integer numbers. For instance, TITAN RTX can perform around 23 times more operations per
second when the data type is INT4 rather than FP32 [30]. Additionally, PTQ methods still fall back when lower
than 8-bit precision is investigated/needed, which presents the opportunity for future work in this area. Hence, we
recommend some approaches that can be applied to YOLOv5 in order to fill the above-mentioned gap. In [104], a
PTQ algorithm, AdaRound, is proposed to more efficiently round weights for quantization. It accomplishes SOTA
performance with as low as 4-bit precision without a noticeable drop in accuracy (< 1%). Yao et al. proposed HAWQ-
V3 [105], a mixed-precision integer-only quantization method that reaches INT4 or INT4/INT8 uniformly mapped
quantization. AdaQuant [106] proposed a PTQ quantization scheme to minimize the quantization errors of each layer
or block separately by optimizing its parameters based on a calibration set. It can attain SOTA quantization with INT4
precision, which leads to a negligible accuracy drop. The authors of [107] presented a method for quantization that
exclusively utilizes integer-based operations and eliminates redundant instructions during inference. [108] evaluates
the impact of quantization on loss landscape and introduces a novel PTQ approach that can reach 4-bit precision by
minimizing the loss function directly, resulting in almost the full-precision baseline accuracy.
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