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ABSTRACT

Activity and parameter sparsity are two standard methods of mak-
ing neural networks computationally more efficient. Event-based
architectures such as spiking neural networks (SNNs) naturally
exhibit activity sparsity, and many methods exist to sparsify their
connectivity by pruning weights. While the effect of weight pruning
on feed-forward SNNs has been previously studied for computer
vision tasks, the effects of pruning for complex sequence tasks like
language modeling are less well studied since SNNs have tradition-
ally struggled to achieve meaningful performance on these tasks.
Using a recently published SNN-like architecture that works well
on small-scale language modeling, we study the effects of weight
pruning when combined with activity sparsity. Specifically, we
study the trade-off between the multiplicative efficiency gains the
combination affords and its effect on task performance for lan-
guage modeling. To dissect the effects of the two sparsities, we
conduct a comparative analysis between densely activated models
and sparsely activated event-based models across varying degrees
of connectivity sparsity. We demonstrate that sparse activity and
sparse connectivity complement each other without a proportional
drop in task performance for an event-based neural network trained
on the Penn Treebank and WikiText-2 language modeling datasets.
Our results suggest sparsely connected event-based neural net-
works are promising candidates for effective and efficient sequence
modeling.

1 INTRODUCTION

Machine learning methods have become increasingly popular for
applications ranging from cloud services to mobile and edge sys-
tems due to the steady increase in available compute. While task
performance is crucial for all applications, energy consumption
is particularly critical for deployment in environments such as
robotics or mobile devices. Many tasks have additional latency
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requirements to maintain safety demands or to enhance the user
experience.

To meet the computational demands and constrains of future
machine learning systems, neuromorphic computing pursues a
co-design process of biologically plausible neural networks and
learning methods, along with efficient silicon implementations
of these systems. Biologically plausible spiking neural networks
(SNNs) have found a wide range of applications in the machine
learning domains of vision [22, 9], audio [15, 2], and robotics [45].
These models address the energy issue of deep learning by imple-
menting the sparse communication paradigm of biological neural
networks.

Besides sparse event-based communication, sparse network con-
nectivity is a common method to reduce the computational footprint
of neural networks. Joint activity sparsity and connectivity spar-
sity has the potential to further reduce the overall communication
within neural networks, as illustrated in fig. 1. But the joint effect
of these two sparsities on task performance is not well understood,
especially for a complex sequence task such as language modeling.

This is because, while biologically plausible SNNs excel in static
computer vision applications such as image classification [22, 9],
they do not achieve meaningful performance in complex sequence
tasks such as language modeling. To remedy this, several authors
have proposed mutually related models that are inspired by the
sparse and event-based communication protocol of biological neural
networks without detailed biological plausibility [31, 33, 41, 23,
38, 36]. These “event-based neural networks” make it possible to
study the effects of and interactions between different types of
sparsities for functional and performant networks trained to do
language modeling. [31] and [38] expect that the two sparsities are
orthogonal compression methods with respect to task performance,
and [11] demonstrate this effect, but without a detailed analysis.

In this work, we perform a detailed investigation of the syner-
gies between activity sparsity and connectivity sparsity in recur-
rent networks for language modeling using a recently published
event-based neural network [38]. Is there a cost involved in jointly



applying activity sparsity and connectivity sparsity? To answer
this question, we conduct a comparative study between densely
activated Long-Short Term Memory (LSTM) networks [18] and
sparsely activated event-based GRU (EGRU) networks [38]. LSTM
and EGRU both outperform conventional GRUs on these tasks. Our
results show that the two sparsities are indeed independent for the
case of our EGRU language model in a large part of the design space
with respect to task performance. In the process of investigating
the activity sparsity of the EGRU model, we furthermore uncover a
mechanism that allows us to trade weight regularization for sparse
activations.

2 RELATED WORK

Activity sparsity. Spiking neural networks (SNNs) process infor-
mation with discrete unary messages between neurons. As such
sparse network activity is a key feature of SNNs. SNNs have found
a wide range of applications in the machine learning domains of
vision [22, 9], audio [15, 2], and robotics [45]. Yet, biologically plau-
sible SNNs have not yet achieved state-of-the-art performance in
important machine learning tasks like language modeling.

The class of event-based neural networks relaxes the constraint
of biological plausibility to improve the task performance of SNNs.
Early work in this direction showed that operating neural networks
only on changes of a signal can be equivalent to operating on the
original signal [33, 31]. WoZniak et al. [41] connected principles
from SNNs with ANNs to reduce neuron-to-neuron communication.
However, their model only achieved perplexity 108 on the Penn
Treebank dataset [24], where lower is better. Rezaabad et al. [23]
proposed a spiking variant of Long-Short Term Memory (LSTM)
networks [18], where the LSTM gates were computed by SNNs
with binary activations, and the state was updated through a multi-
plicative interaction between these binary values. They reported
a perplexity of 90.2 on the WikiText-2 dataset [28]. Along similar
lines, Subramoney et al.[38] proposed an event-based variant of
the Gated Recurrent Unit (GRU) [6], which they call EGRU. Their
model achieved competitive performance with the LSTM based
state-of-the-art set by [27] on both Penn Treebank and WikiText-2.
We reproduced and slightly improved upon their results, leading to
perplexities of 56.6 on Penn Treebank and 66.6 on WikiText-2 as
reported in sec. 4. Larger scale language modeling was addressed by
[47], who combined the recurrent RWKV language model [34] with
SNNs. Shen et al. [36] trained linear transformers with spike acti-
vations of up to 1.5 billion parameters and got noteworthy results
on large scale generative pre-training and zero-shot learning.

Connectivity sparsity. The process of removing connections from
neural networks is called pruning. An extensive review of prun-
ing techniques can be found in [19]. In the context of recurrent
sequence models, pruning has been applied to a range of recurrent
architectures including Elman RNNs, LSTMs, and GRUs [29, 17,
46, 1]. On speech recognition benchmarks compression rates of up
to 90 % ha achieved with the LSTM model without loss in perfor-
mance [17, 46, 1]. Dai et al. [7] reported an increase of sparsity by
expanding the linear transformations of LSTM gates to be multi
layer neural networks. The best pruned LSTM model for language
modeling on the Penn Treebank dataset in the literature was re-
ported by [46]. They achieved their best results, a perplexity of 77.5
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(where lower is better), at a weight sparsity of 80 %. We generally
found that pruning has not been applied to more recent LSTM based
language models such as the AWD-LSTM [27], which achieves a
perplexity of 57.3.

Joint activity sparsity and connectivity sparsity. Weight prun-
ing is a popular research topic in the context of SNNs [4, 35, 32, 5,
21, 44, 37]. However, most work focused on feed-forward models
for image classification. Recurrent models are particularly relevant
for non-static tasks such as audio processing or language model-
ing, but the literature on sparse connectivity remains scarce. One
example is Chakraborty et al.[3], who proposed a pruning method
for recurrent SNNs. They evaluated on static images as well as
dynamic prediction tasks such as stock market prediction. In the
context of deep learning, Hunter et al. [20] introduced a structured
sparse algorithm for top-k winner-takes-it-all activation sparsity for
feed-forward networks. Closest to our work is Gao et al. [11], who
achieved a significant reduction in operations by jointly applying
pruning and delta-coding without compromising on their speech
recognition task performance. Furthermore, they showed that the
reduction in operations translated into real efficiency gains for an
FPGA-based sparse DeltaLSTM accelerator. While they showed
compelling results for both reduced operations and task perfor-
mance, their focus was not on dissecting the effects of the two
sparsities.

Language modeling with RNNs. Small scale language modeling
datasets such as Penn Treebank [24] or WikiText-2 [28] drove
progress of LSTM based language models before [39] enabled large-
scale language modeling. The best raw LSTM language models on
the Penn Treebank dataset are reported in [27] and [25]. Recently, a
class of RNNs based on linear recurrences has demonstrated strong
results on large-scale language modeling tasks [14, 10, 34, 13]. In
this work, we work in the small data regime, and comparison with
the newer architectures will be done in future work.

3 METHODS

In this section, we present the EGRU [38], and discuss pruning
strategies below.We study the tradeoff between sparsities and task
performance using the EGRU [38] architecture. Our choice of the
EGRU architecture is motivated by the fact that it is the only event-
based architecture that, to our knowledge, achieves performance
competitive with LSTMs on small-scale language modeling tasks.
We describe the EGRU architecture and the pruning strategies we
use below.

3.1 Event-based Gated Recurrent Unit

Long Short-Term Memory (LSTM) networks [18] and Gated Re-
current Units (GRU) [6] allow long range learning by gating input
and hidden state variables for better gradient propagation. The
Event-based GRU (EGRU) [38] combines a biologically inspired
spiking mechanism with the GRU gating mechanisms. Therefore,
it distinguishes between a local cell state ¢ = (¢, .. ., ¢p) similar to
the membrane potential in bio-plausible models, and a communi-
cated cell state y = (y1, . ..,yn), where n is the hidden dimension.
In each time-step, the communicated state y contains non-zero ele-
ments only where the local state c is larger than a learned threshold
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Figure 1: Sparsely connected artificial neural networks (ANNs) such as LSTMs [18] transfer their entire state for all simulation
steps, while event-based neural networks such as EGRU [38] only transfer a fraction of their state in each step.
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The sparse state y is then passed to an update gate u and a reset
gate r, similar to the GRU model
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where o is the sigmoid function. The gates compute a proposed
state z and the updated local state c as
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where s{) = 9H (c<t> - 3) is a reset term motivated by the mem-

brane potential reset upon spikes commonly used in SNNs (see
Eshragian et al. [8] for a review). The equations (1) and (5) are the
spike and reset mechanism known from SNNs, with the difference
that equation (1) refers to a non-binary real-valued (graded) spike,
i.e. y is not restricted to be a binary vector. The equations (2)-(4)
are the GRU gates. Surrogate gradients are attached to the non-
differentiable Heaviside function ‘}i—il = A max (1 —|c|/e) to allow
differentiation of the event-based system, as is common practice.

3.2 Sparsely Connected Networks

Event-based systems such as EGRU improve efficiency by reduc-
ing the activity on each neuron-to-neuron channel. An orthogonal
method to reduce the communication of a system is to remove
neuron-to-neuron channels entirely, i.e. prune weights of the neural
network (see sec. 2). The most popular heuristic for weight removal
is weight magnitude pruning [16]. In weight magnitude pruning,
weights with the smallest magnitudes are systematically identified
from a chosen set of target tensors and a specified percentage is
removed by setting it to zero. Following the recommendations in
[19], we investigated several pruning routines. We used a two-step
approach, where we first trained the RNN model to convergence
followed by sparsifying it through iterative pruning, which pro-
duced the best results for our goals of inference performance and
sparsity.

The specific pruning methodology we implemented was a global
unstructured weight magnitude pruning technique. At each step, we
carried out weight magnitude pruning on all the weight tensors that
constituted the RNN model. The weights to be pruned were selected
globally from all the tensors except for the embedding vectors. By
selecting the weights globally, we enabled the layers that play a
larger role in the forward pass to retain a commensurate proportion
of its weights. Our rationale for pruning the RNN weights and not
the embeddings was based on the perception that RNN weights are
more representative across different tasks rather than just language
modeling. After each pruning iteration, we allowed the model to
fine-tune for a few epochs before advancing to the subsequent
pruning step. This iterative procedure was repeated until a pre-
defined target sparsity level was achieved.

3.3 Efficiency of Sparse Activations and Sparse
Connectivity

The efficiency gains of sparse activations and sparse weights com-
plement each other in a multiplicative way. This yields significantly
more efficient systems compared to ones that have each of these
sparsities separately. Consider the linear transformation Wa. Let
Aa = E [a # 0] denote the fraction of active neurons in each time
step. We then call o, = 1 — A, the activation sparsity. Likewise,
we call oy, the weight sparsity of W, and denote the fraction of
non-zero connections Ay. The transformation Wa requires memory
access and computation for the non-zero weights W;; for each non-
zero aj. Hence, we need to load A, columns of W that each have a
fraction of Ay, non-zero values. Effectively the fraction of remain-
ing operations compared to a dense vector matrix multiplication is
Aa - Aw.

4 RESULTS

We conducted our experiments on the Penn Treebank [24] and the
WikiText-2 [28] small-scale language modeling tasks. Both tasks are
word-level language modeling tasks, where Penn Treebank consists
of about 1 million words, with a dictionary of 10 000 unique words,
and WikiText-2 features selected Wikipedia articles of about 2.5
million words, with a dictionary of 33 278 unique words. The task
performance metric for both datasets was measured in perplexity,
i.e. the exponential of cross-entropy. As such, lower perplexities in-
dicate better performance. Since computational efficiency depends
on hardware properties, there is no universal metric to quantify



Table 1: State-of-the-art comparison of recurrent language
models solely trained on the Penn Treebank dataset [24]
without extra training data. Task performance was measured
in perplexity (PPL), where lower is better. We report the
bare recurrent network results for fair comparison without
dynamic evaluation or Monte-Carlo dropout sampling,.

Activity Weight

Model . . Test PPL |
sparsity  sparsity
LSTM [46] X 80 % 83.9
LSTM [46] X 95% 96.3
LSTM [25] X X 58.3
AWD-LSTM [27] X X 57.3
EGRU [38] v X 57.2
Mogrifyier LSTM [26] X X 51.0
LSTM (ours) X 80 % 57.6
EGRU (ours) v 80 % 58.0
LSTM (ours) X 95 % 66.5
EGRU (ours) v 95 % 65.2

efficiency. Bio-plausible models are commonly compared in terms
of synaptic operations [43]. The equivalent metric for EGRU, which
incurs multiplications, are multiply accumulate (MAC) operations.
Here, we chose MACs as a fine-grained measure of theoretically
required operations on digital hardware.

All models trained for this work followed the architecture of [38],
which was based on [27]. An embedding look-up table for the word
embeddings was followed by three layers of stacked RNNs without
skip connections and a linear decoder, whose weights were tied to
the embedding layer. DropConnect was applied to the recurrent
weights [40]. In contrast to [38, 27], we significantly simplified the
optimization procedure by using AdamW instead of their proposed
averaged SGD schedule. AdamW speeds up the convergence of both
LSTM and EGRU by a factor of 3-4 in comparison to Adam or ASGD
[27]. While it would be natural to choose GRU as a baseline for
comparison with EGRU, GRU models did not match the LSTM per-
formance in our experiments. This is consistent with the literature
that does not report GRU results close to the LSTM baseline.

A comparison of the state-of-the-art recurrent neural networks
with our models on the Penn Treebank and WikiText-2 dataset is
presented in tab. 1 and tab. 2, respectively. These results only include
models that did not use additional text data for pre-training. As the
only model employing both activity sparsity and weight sparsity,
our pruned EGRU achieves competitive results compared to dense
LSTM baselines [25, 27]. Our model clearly outperforms the only
other model with activity sparsity [23], who report results only on
WikiText-2, as well as the models of [46] with sparse weights. Since
our work focuses on the interaction of activity sparsity and weight
sparsity, we did not use orthogonal strategies such as mixture-of-
softmaxes [42], neural cache [12], or mogrifier gates [26] that can
further improve the performance of recurrent language models.
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Table 2: State-of-the-art comparison of recurrent language
models solely trained on the WikiText-2 dataset [28] with-
out extra training data. Task performance was measured in
perplexity (PPL), where lower is better. We report the bare re-
current network results for fair comparison without dynamic
evaluation or Monte-Carlo dropout sampling. Mixture-of-
Softmax models are denoted by MoS.

Activity Weight

Model . . Test PPL |
sparsity  sparsity
LSTM SNN [23] v X 91.2
EGRU [38] v X 70.6
AWD-LSTM [27] X X 65.8
AWD-LSTM (MoS) [42] X X 61.5
Mogrifyier LSTM (MoS) [26] X X 56.6
LSTM (ours) X 80 % 68.0
EGRU (ours) v 80 % 69.4
LSTM (ours) X 95 % 81.9
EGRU (ours) v 95 % 79.3
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Figure 2: Weight sparsity (pruned LSTM) vs joint activity
sparsity and weight sparsity (pruned EGRU). Each point cor-
responds to either LSTM or EGRU with a increasingly sparse
connections from left to right. Both models show a similar
performance degradation as connections are removed. Mean
test perplexity and corresponding standard deviation over
15 random seeds. The detailed numbers for the best models
are presented in tab. 3 and tab. 4.
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4.1 Joint activity sparsity and connectivity
sparsity

To understand how event-based communication interacts with
sparse connectivity, we pruned LSTM and EGRU baselines to con-
nection sparsities between 20 % and 95 %. In particular, we wanted
to test the hypothesis raised in [31, 38] that the effects of sparse
connections and sparse activations are independent means of re-
ducing operations. If this holds in practice, the overall reduction in
operations for a given task performance should be the product of
the reduction by connection sparsity and the reduction by activity
sparsity. Considering task performance is essential, since, if the task
performance would suffer stronger from jointly applying sparse
activations and sparse connections (EGRU) than just removing con-
nections (LSTM), the two methods would not be independent means
of reducing computation for a given target task performance. The
amount of activity sparsity in EGRU is learned by gradient descent,
in contrast to Delta Networks [31], so it might happen that EGRU
compensates for fewer connections with higher activity.

Our results are presented in fig. 2. For both datasets, we plotted
the reduction in MAC operations versus the test perplexity averaged
over 15 random seeds. The LSTM with dense activations reduces
MAC operations only through the removal of connections, while
EGRU reduces MAC operations through the joint effect of sparse
connections and sparse activations. For both models, the degrada-
tion of task performance follows the same qualitative character-
istics as connections were removed. The characteristic of EGRU
locates towards higher MAC reduction on the x-axis due to its in-
herently sparse activations. The effects of sparse activations and
sparse weights are clearly additive on the logarithmic axis, and
hence multiplicative as conjectured by [31, 38].

In fig. 3, we show that for a wide range of connectivity sparsity
the high degree of activity sparsity is maintained. This shows that
EGRU compensates for connection sparsity with higher network
activity only when the connection sparsity is too high. For both the
results visualized in fig. 2 and fig. 3, we observed a slightly stronger
impact of pruning connections on the WikiText-2 dataset compared
to the Penn Treebank dataset. Detailed results for both datasets are
shown in tab. 3 and tab. 4.

4.2 Activity sparsity and weight regularization

In our hyperparameter search, we observed that weight decay regu-
larization strongly influenced both the task performance as well as
the activity sparsity. A trade-off between the regularizing effects of
sparsity and weight decay emerged. This provides a mechanism for
tuning the activity of EGRU networks, which has not been observed
in this context before. In particular, this observation allowed us to
trade efficiency in terms of network activity for task performance.
We systematically studied the influence of weight decay on the
EGRU model by training a set of models with different degrees of
weight decay separately applied to the weights and biases.

Fig. 4 shows that the task performance experiences an optimum
around a weight decay of 0.14. At the same time, weight decay
regularization influences the network activity as shown in the
bottom panel of fig. 4. Comparing the effects of regularizing biases
versus regularizing weights, we found that regularizing weights
had a stronger influence on both task performance and network
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Figure 3: EGRU adjusts its network activity through gradient
decent, which leads to different degrees of activity sparsity
for corresponding degrees of connectivity sparsity. For a
broad range of connectivity sparsity, the network activity
remained almost independent. The training process com-
pensates for connection sparsity with more activity in the
network only when the connection sparsity was high.

activity. Investigating the distributions of weights and biases in
more detail, it became evident that both weights and biases had
a tendency to be negative (fig. 5). This drove the cell states below
their threshold and promoted sparse activations. With stronger
weight decay regularization the distributions concentrated closer
to zero as expected.

5 DISCUSSION

In this study, we investigated the joint effects of sparse activity and
sparse connectivity in the EGRU, a versatile event-based neural
network architecture. We provided evidence that sparse activity
and connectivity are qualitatively independent directions to reduce
the number of computational operations (fig. 2). Jointly applying
both strategies only affects task performance for high degrees of
sparsity beyond 80 % (fig. 3). Furthermore, we dived into the learned
parameters of the model and found that the training process drove
the mean values of weights and biases below 0 (fig. 5). This fos-
tered sparse network activity but interfered with standard weight
regularization techniques such as weight decay. We showed that
network activity can be tuned with weight decay regularization to
meet the requirements of a hardware system on network activity



Table 3: Comparison of densely activated LSTM with sparsely
activated EGRU for a range of connectivity sparsity on the
Penn Treebank dataset [24]. The test perplexity (PPL) of the
model with the best validation perplexity is reported along
the number of multiply-accumulate (MAC) operations for
the recurrrent model only, i.e. without token read-out.

. . LSTM EGRU
Weight sparsity
MAC TestPPL| MAC TestPPL |
0% 20.2M 57.1 6.4M 56.6
20 % 16.2M 56.9 5.3M 57.1
40 % 12.1M 56.8 4.1M 56.9
60 % 8.1M 56.9 2.8M 57.0
70 % 6.1IM 57.1 2.2M 57.1
80 % 4.1M 57.6 1.6M 58.0
85% 3.1M 57.7 1.2M 58.7
90 % 2.0M 58.3 0.9M 60.2
95% 1.0M 66.5 0.5M 65.2

Table 4: Comparison of densely activated LSTM with sparsely
activated EGRU for a range of connectivity sparsity on the
WikiText-2 dataset [28]. The baselines are [27] for the LSTM
and [38] for the EGRU. The test perplexity (PPL) of the model
with the best validation perplexity is reported along the num-
ber of multiply-accumulate (MAC) operations for the recur-
rrent model only, i.e. without token read-out..

. . LSTM EGRU
Weight sparsity
MAC TestPPL| MAC TestPPL |
0% 20.2M 65.7 7.4M 66.6
20 % 16.2M 65.9 6.0M 66.7
40 % 12.1M 66.1 4.7M 67.0
60 % 8.1M 66.4 3.3M 67.1
70 % 6.1M 66.3 2.6M 67.6
80 % 4.1M 68.0 2.0M 69.4
85% 3.1M 68.9 1.6M 70.7
90 % 2.0M 71.2 1.1IM 73.3
95 % 1.0M 81.9 0.6M 79.3

(fig. 4). The task performance presented in tab. 1 and tab. 2 signifi-
cantly improves upon previously published results of both sparsely
activated RNNs [41, 23] and sparsely connected RNNs [46] on the
Penn Treebank and WikiText-2 benchmarks.

Implementing performant and functional machine learning mod-
els on energy-efficient neuromorphic hardware requires several
design decisions that align with the engineering goals of neuromor-
phic systems. To achieve meaningful task performance for language
modeling, it is necessary to use network architectures designed for
task performance independent of detailed biological plausibility
while retaining the features of sparse communication and event-
based computation. These features are inspired by biology without
being constrained by biology, and are essential for achieving en-
ergy efficiency on neuromorphic hardware. Furthermore, due to
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Figure 4: Effect of weight decay regularization on the per-
formance and activity sparsity of the EGRU. We considered
multiple degrees of weight decay for the weights and bias,
separately. Means and errors are plotted for fixed decay rate
on the weights and varying decay rate on biases. All models
were trained on the larger WikiText-2 dataset [28].

limitations in memory and communication bandwidth in neuro-
morphic hardware, it is critical to combine and use both activity
and parameter sparsity. Understanding the interaction between the
two (as in this work) allows us to estimate the characteristics of
such a model in terms of energy efficiency, task performance, and
latency. Overall, this provides a step towards improving existing
implementations [30] and moving towards more complex models
on neuromorphic hardware.
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