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Abstract—With the rapid development of Unmanned Aerial
Vehicles (UAVs) and the increasing complexity of low-altitude
security threats, traditional UAV identification methods struggle
to extract reliable signal features and meet real-time require-
ments in complex environments. Recently, deep learning based
Radio Frequency Fingerprint Identification (RFFI) approaches
have greatly improved recognition accuracy. However, their
large model sizes and high computational demands hinder
deployment on resource-constrained edge devices. While model
pruning offers a general solution for complexity reduction,
existing weight, channel, and layer pruning techniques struggle to
concurrently optimize compression rate, hardware acceleration,
and recognition accuracy. To this end, in this paper, we introduce
HSCP, a Hierarchical Spectral Clustering Pruning framework
that combines layer pruning with channel pruning to achieve
extreme compression, high performance, and efficient inference.
In the first stage, HSCP employs spectral clustering guided
by Centered Kernel Alignment (CKA) to identify and remove
redundant layers. Subsequently, the same strategy is applied to
the channel dimension to eliminate a finer redundancy. To ensure
robustness, we further employ a noise-robust fine-tuning strategy.
Experiments on the UAV-M100 benchmark demonstrate that
HSCP outperforms existing channel and layer pruning methods.
Specifically, HSCP achieves 86.39% parameter reduction and
84.44% FLOPs reduction on ResNet18 while improving accuracy
by 1.49% compared to the unpruned baseline, and maintains su-
perior robustness even in low signal-to-noise ratio environments.

Index Terms—Unmanned Aerial Vehicle, UAV Identification,
Layer Pruning, Channel Pruning, Radio Frequency Fingerprint-
ing.
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ITH the rapid advancement of precision sensor tech-

nologies and intelligent control systems, the applica-
tion of Unmanned Aerial Vehicles has quickly gained global
widespread |[[1]. Initially, UAVs were primarily deployed in
the military domain, serving critical roles in reconnaissance,
surveillance, and battlefield support [2], [3]]. Today, their utility
has expanded substantially into the civilian sector, encom-
passing aerial photography, logistics transportation, agricul-
tural monitoring, and emergency rescue [4f|—[|6]. These ad-
vancements have not only fueled rapid industrial growth but
also brought convenience to social production and daily life.
However, the widespread adoption of UAVs has concurrently
given rise to potential security threats, including unauthorized
intrusion into restricted airspace, illegal transport of goods, and
risks to aviation safety [7]], [8]. Consequently, establishing a
timely, accurate, and reliable UAV identification mechanism
has become urgent for safeguarding public safety and enhanc-
ing low-altitude airspace management.

Current UAV detection methods are constrained by inherent
limitations. For example, acoustic detection suffers from envi-
ronmental noise interference [9]]. Visual and optical methods,
while intuitive, struggle with adaptive detection under complex
background conditions, visual occlusion, and varying lighting
conditions [10], [11]]. Radar-based detection can be compro-
mised by obstructions such as buildings in urban environments,
leading to blind spots and high deployment costs [[12], [13].
In contrast, Radio Frequency Fingerprint Identification (RFFI)
offers a distinct advantage by leveraging the unique hardware
imperfections in wireless transmitters [[14f]. These physical
features, arising from minor variations in the manufacturing
process of components like antennas and circuits, act as a
unique fingerprint for each device. Since these characteristics
are extremely difficult to forge or copy, RFFI has been widely
utilized to distinguish between devices of the same model,
providing a reliable means of identification in non-visual and
adversarial environments [|15]], [[16].

In practical RFFI deployment, the constraints of real-world
application sce narios must be rigorously addressed. Recogni-
tion systems are typically deployed on resource-limited edge
devices, where computational capability and power consump-
tion are critical bottlenecks [17]. Although existing deep learn-
ing models [18]-[27]] have achieved impressive performance,
they often contain a large number of parameters, resulting
in significant inference delays that hinder real-time recogni-
tion. Furthermore, raw 1/Q signals collected in practice are
frequently corrupted by Gaussian noise, multipath effects, and
time-varying channel conditions, necessitating that the model
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maintains robustness under noisy inputs [28]]. In time-critical
low-altitude confrontation scenarios, both latency and reliabil-
ity are decisive factors for control effectiveness. Consequently,
achieving high recognition accuracy while significantly reduc-
ing model complexity and inference latency remains an urgent
challenge.

Current mainstream studies primarily focus on enhancing
recognition performance by designing new lightweight net-
works from scratch [29]-[32]]. However, such methods usually
rely heavily on extensive architecture search and manual
tuning, which are time-consuming and suffer from limited
generalizability across diverse tasks. Other approaches attempt
to improve model robustness against noise through complex
data augmentation or training strategies, yet these do not
fundamentally alleviate the burden of model parameters or
inference costs. Overall, most existing methods are tailored
for specific scenarios and lack a universal model compression
framework applicable across mainstream architectures. This
limitation results in high costs and significant barriers for
engineering deployment and model migration.

To address these challenges and avoid the difficulty of man-
ual design, we propose HSCP, which stands for Hierarchical
Spectral Clustering Pruning. This is a general and efficient
method that significantly reduces parameters and latency with-
out changing the overall architecture. Unlike methods that de-
sign new networks from scratch, our approach works directly
on existing pre-trained models. It adapts to many common
architectures such as ResNet [33]], ShuffleNet [34]], and Mo-
bileNet [35]. Sepecifically, HSCP operates in a coarse-to-fine
manner. In the first stage, we employ spectral clustering based
on CKA similarity matrix to identify and remove redundant
layers. Subsequently, we extend this unified analysis to the
channel dimension to eliminate a finer redundancy. To ensure
the model remains strong in noisy conditions, we add random
Gaussian noise during the fine-tuning stage. This allows the
pruned model to keep high accuracy across different noise
levels. Compared with building new models, our method uses
pre-trained networks to compress and accelerate the model at
the same time. This reduces engineering work, speeds up edge
deployment, and provides a useful solution for UAV situational
awareness.

In summary, this work makes the following contributions:

o Hierarchical Spectral Clustering Pruning Implemen-
tation: We propose HSCP, a hierarchical spectral clus-
tering pruning framework that integrates layer and chan-
nel pruning. Specifically, we employ a unified spectral
clustering strategy based on CKA matrix to identify and
remove redundant layers and channels sequentially. This
approach systematically reduces model complexity while
preserving the capacity of the original network.

o Noise-robust Fine-tuning Strategy: When deployed in
complex wireless environments, the performance of the
pruned model will reduce due to signal interference
and noise. To solve this problem we introduce a noise-
robust fine-tuning strategy via Mixup augmentation. This
technique generates virtual samples to enhance model
generalization, ensuring the pruned model maintains high
recognition accuracy even in low-SNR environments.

o Universality and Effectiveness Validation: Extensive
experiments demonstrate that HSCP outperforms exist-
ing pruning methods across the UAV-M100 dataset and
3 mainstream architectures (ResNet, MobileNet, Shuf-
fleNet) while achieving an optimal balance between pa-
rameter, compression and detection accuracy. Notably,
our method shows superior robustness and universality
compared to state-of-the-art baselines.

In the remainder of this paper, we first review the related
work and introduce the prior knowledge in Section [l and
Section In Section we detail the pruning framework.
Section [V| presents the experimental evaluation and analysis,
followed by the conclusion in Section

II. RELATED WORK
A. UAV Identification

UAV identification has gained widespread attention as it
supports airspace security and monitoring. Recent studies have
explored multiple sensing modalities, including vision, radar,
and radio frequency (RF) signals. Vision-based approaches
leverage deep learning for UAV detection and tracking. How-
ever, their performance significantly degrades under occlusion
or low illumination [36]. Radar-based methods utilize micro-
Doppler signatures to distinguish UAV types, and several
works have enhanced feature extraction using algorithms like
Orthogonal Matching Pursuit [37]], [38]]. Nevertheless, radar
systems often require costly equipment and have limited
deployment flexibility.

In contrast, RFFI has gained popularity due to its passive
sensing and anti-spoofing capability. Early works extracted
handcrafted physical-layer features, whereas recent methods
employ deep learning to capture device-specific RF finger-
prints [[15]. For example, a complex-valued convolutional
neural network [39] was proposed to identify UAVs from
communication signals, while AirID- [40] injected custom RF
fingerprints to enhance recognition robustness. Related studies
on aircraft signal classification have also shown the potential
of RF fingerprinting with few labeled samples [41].

Although deep learning-based RFFI methods have achieved
impressive results in signal classification taskss [42[]-[44],
the models these methods used exhibit high computational
complexity and large model size. This leads to slow infer-
ence speeds and heavy resource consumption, hindering their
practical deployment on resource-constrained edge devices. To
address this challenge, researchers began to focus on designing
lightweight models. For instance, some studies utilize compact
architectures to reduce parameter counts while maintaining
reasonable accuracy [29]-[32]. However, these methods also
have some limitations. Designing new networks from scratch
is time-consuming and often lacks the generalization capability
of large pre-trained models. This highlights the necessity of
exploring a unified pruning framework that can systematically
eliminate redundancy at multiple levels to achieve an optimal
balance between efficiency and accuracy.

B. Model Pruning

Model pruning has emerged as one of the most effective
approaches for model compression. Existing pruning methods
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can generally be categorized into weight pruning [45]—[47],
channel pruning [48]], [49], and layer pruning [S0]-[55].

Specifically, unstructured weight pruning focuses on zeroing
out individual connections based on specific criteria, such as
magnitude [45] or gradient information [46], [47]. Early works
demonstrated that removing parameters with small absolute
values could achieve high sparsity ratios without significant ac-
curacy loss. Although these methods can theoretically reduce
model size significantly, they produce irregular sparse matrices
that require specialized hardware or libraries to realize actual
speedups [56]], [57]]. On standard hardware platforms, the over-
head of sparse matrix indexing often negates the computational
gains.

In contrast, channel pruning improves inference speed by
removing specific channels from each layer. For instance, Li
et al. [58] utilize L1-norm criteria to prune entire filters, while
Network Slimming [59] imposes sparsity-inducing regular-
ization on batch normalization scaling factors. Subsequently,
data-driven approaches like HRank [49] introduce feature map
rank as a more robust importance metric. More recently,
DepGraph [60] explicitly models the dependency between
coupled channels to handle complex architectures. While
channel pruning is hardware-friendly and effectively reduces
FLOPs, aggressive width reduction can severely damage the
model’s representational capacity, leading to a sharp decline
in accuracy before achieving the desired compression rate.

Layer pruning selects those layers that contribute minimally
to performance for removal. The concept originated from
Stochastic Depth [[61]], which randomly dropped layers during
training. Recent studies, such as Deep GreenAl [[62], utilize
block-wise similarity to identify and skip redundant layers.
Layer pruning is particularly effective in reducing inference
latency, as it directly shortens the forward propagation path.
However, altering the network topology can disrupt signal
propagation and gradient flow, making it challenging to main-
tain convergence and accuracy, especially for compact net-
works.

Although these pruning methods have achieved good results,
each has its own limitations. Weight pruning is parameter-
efficient but deployment-inefficient; channel pruning reduces
memory but hits an accuracy bottleneck; and layer pruning
significantly lowers latency but is sensitive to topological
changes. For UAV detection tasks, the constraints are mul-
tifaceted: limited onboard memory requires model size re-
duction, while real-time processing demands low latency. To
address this limitation, we propose a coarse-to-fine pruning
framework that synergistically combines layer and channel
pruning. By first removing redundant layers to reduce depth
and subsequently pruning redundant channels to reduce width,
our approach breaks through the compression ceiling of single-
method strategies.

III. PRIOR KNOWLEDGE
A. Dataset Details

The dataset [63]] contains RF signals from seven identical
DJI M100 UAVs, captured in an RF anechoic chamber using
an Ettus USRP X310 with a UBX 160 daughterboard. Each
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Fig. 1. Schematic of the data processing pipeline. Raw signals are processed
via normalization, noise injection, and STFT transformation, followed by
Mixup augmentation.

UAV was flown individually at four distances (6, 9, 12, and
15 ft) from the receiver while transmitting in a 10 MHz
downlink channel. At each distance, signals were collected in
four 2-second bursts, separated by 10-second intervals. Each
burst was divided into 140 non-overlapping sequences of data,
resulting in a dataset of more than 13,000 sequences, each
with an average length of 92,000 I/Q samples. Formally, the
received composite signal from the k-th UAV is represented
as

yk(t):sk(t)*ck(t)—i-wk(t), k=1,2,...,7 @))

where yy(t) corresponds to the signal received at the receiver
from the k-th UAV, si(t) indicates the UAV’s transmitted
signal,x denotes the convolution operation, ¢k (t) accounts for
the effects of the channel between the transmitter and receiver,
and wy(t) represents the environment noise.

B. Data Processing

The raw 1/Q data require preprocessing before being input
into the neural network. During data collection, UAV RF
signals were captured using a USRP X310 and stored in 1Q
format. The overall preprocessing pipeline is illustrated in
Fig. [T}

1) Data Normalization: The captured I/Q samples have a
wide range of sizes, from 79 KB to 840 KB, corresponding to
approximately 215,000 points for the largest sample. Samples
smaller than 200 KB are removed to retain sufficient signal
information. All remaining sequences are truncated to a fixed
length of 50,000 points to standardize the dataset.

2) Noise Injection: To emulate realistic wireless conditions,
additive white Gaussian noise (AWGN) was introduced into
the collected signals. Training data are processed with noise
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of SNR ratios between 0 and 10 decibels, while test data are
exposed to a wider range from —5 to 20 decibels to evaluate
model robustness under diverse channel conditions.

3) Time-Frequency Transformation: The preprocessed 1/Q
sequences are then transformed into time-frequency spectro-
grams using the short-time Fourier transform (STFT). Each
signal sequence is denoted as s[m], and a finite-length window
function w[m] is applied to isolate a segment of the signal for
analysis. The discrete STFT is calculated as

t] eijﬂ'fm/L’ (2)

m=0

where ¢ represents the time index, f represents the frequency
index, L is the number of points in the transform, and
the exponential term performs the Fourier transform at each
frequency. The window function ensures that only a local
segment of the signal contributes to the calculation at each
time step, allowing the STFT to capture the time-varying
frequency characteristics of the signal. The resulting complex
matrix X (¢, f) contains both amplitude and phase information.
The spectrogram is then expressed as

S(t, f) =log,o |X (t, f)I. (3)
This representation emphasizes the signal energy distribution
across time and frequency and reduces the influence of mul-
tipath fading, Doppler shifts, and other channel effects.

4) Mixup Data Augmentation: To further enhance model
generalization and mitigate overfitting, Mixup data augmen-
tation was applied. New samples were generated by linearly
combining pairs of original signals and their labels. For two
training samples (u1,v1) and (ug, v2), a new sample (@, D) is
obtained as

u = )\Ul —+ (]. - )\)UQ, v = )\1)1 —+ (]. — )\)’Ug7 (4)
where A is drawn from a Beta distribution. This approach
increases the variability of the training data, allowing the
model to learn smoother decision boundaries and adapt to
unseen signals.

IV. METHOD

In this section, we present the Hierarchical Spectral Clus-
tering Pruning method HSCP, which performs layer pruning
followed by channel pruning to achieve a compact yet high-
performing model. Both layer pruning and channel pruning
share a unified pruning strategy that measures the representa-
tional similarity between structural components and selectively
removes redundant ones. Specifically, we first extract fea-
ture representations from the pre-trained model, compute the
pairwise similarity using Centered Kernel Alignment (CKA),
and then employ spectral clustering to group highly similar
layers or channels. Within each cluster, we preserve the first
few subset, while the remaining components are pruned. The
schematic overview of this framework is illustrated in Fig. [2]

A. Layer Pruning

In the first stage, we prune redundant layers to obtain a
structurally compact model while maintaining task perfor-
mance. Let the pre-trained network be denoted as M =
LioLyo---0L;, where L; represents the ¢-th layer and
o indicates function composition.

To measure redundancy between layers, we first extract the
intermediate feature representations F; for each layer using a
batch of input samples Xp:

Fi:LIOLQO-”OLi(Xb), .7l, (5)

where F; € RP>*eixhixwi denotes the activation tensor with
batch size b, channel number c;, height h;, and width w;. For

computational convenience, each activation map is flattened as
F c be(c@xhlxm)

i=1,..

The statistical dependence between layers ¢ and j is
quantified using the Hilbert—Schmidt Independence Criterion
(HSIC):

HSICl(K L) =
1"K11'L1 2 - - (6)
b-1)(- 2)

[tr IN{~

where K = F; FT and L = F FT are the Gram matrices
of layer ¢ and j, respectively; K K117 —I,) and L =
L(117 — 1) are their centered forms; I; is the b-dimensional
identity matrix and 1 denotes an all-ones vector.

Because HSIC is sensitive to isotropic scaling, we normalize
it using the Centered Kernel Alignment (CKA) metric:

HSIC, (K, L)
V/HSIC, (K, K) HSIC, (L,L)’

CKA(K,L) = 7)

which yields a similarity score within [0,1] between the
two layers. By evaluating all layer pairs, we construct the
symmetric similarity matrix:

S = [Sijlixi, Sij = CKA(L;, Lj), ®)

where S;; indicates the representational similarity between
layers L; and L;.

To identify groups of layers with similar functionality, we
perform spectral clustering based on S. Treating S directly
as the affinity matrix, the algorithm constructs the normalized
graph Laplacian:

Loym = I, - D7Y/28SD /2, )

where I; is the | x [ identity matrix and D € R!*! is the

degree matrix with diagonal entries D;; = 22:1 Sij. An
eigen-decomposition of Lgyy, is then performed:
Lsymui :)\iui, 1= ].,...71, (10)

where \; and u; denote the i-th eigenvalue and corresponding
eigenvector, respectively. The k eigenvectors associated with
the smallest nonzero eigenvalues are selected to form the
embedding matrix

U= [ul,u2, .. .,llk] € Rle.

(11
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Fig. 2. Illustration of the two-stage pruning pipeline. The method sequentially performs layer and channel pruning using a unified CKA-based spectral clustering
strategy. In both stages, only the leading components from each cluster are retained while redundant ones are removed, resulting the final structurally compressed

model.

Each row Uj; . is normalized to unit length:

Yi= SR o1,

12
||Uz7 |27 ( )

and a k-means algorithm is applied to {Y;.}!_; to obtain k
clusters of layers.

Each cluster B,, (m = 1,...,k) corresponds to a block
of layers exhibiting similar representation. Within each block,
we retain the first layer as the representative while discarding
the others, removing redundant transformations without rely-
ing on complex importance scores. The preserved layers are
then reassembled into a compact model M’. If dimensional
mismatches arise between consecutive retained layers, the
subsequent layer is reinitialized using Kaiming initialization
to ensure shape consistency. The resulting pruned model M’
is directly forwarded to the channel pruning stage for finer
reduction.

B. Channel Pruning

After completing layer pruning, we further explore redun-
dancy by pruning redundant channels in each remaining layer.
This stage employs the same redundancy analysis framework
as layer pruning but is applied to the channel dimension (p, q)
instead of entire layers (¢, ).

Given the activation tensor F; € RP*¢:Xhixwi of the i-th
retained layer, we first reshape it into F, = fi1,..., fmi]T,
where each f;, denotes the flattened response of the p-th
channel. We then calculate the similarity score S,(,Z) between

the p-th and g-th channels using the CKA metric as defined
in Eq. (7), utilizing the HSIC formulation from Eq. (6):

S{) = CKA(f; p, fi.q)- (13)

By calculating this for all channel pairs, we obtain a channel
similarity matrix S() € R%*¢ which captures the pairwise
redundancy within the layer.

We then perform spectral clustering on S() to partition the
channels into k; clusters. The clustering process follows the
same spectral relaxation logic as described in the layer pruning
stage. Specifically, the normalized graph Laplacian Lg;)m for
channels is constructed using Eq. (9):

LO — I, — D /28sp-1/2,

sym

(14)

where I, is the identity matrix and D is the degree matrix
of _S(i). Subsequently, we perform the eigen-decomposition of
Lg,)m as in Eq. to obtain the spectral embeddings. The
k; eigenvectors associated with the smallest eigenvalues are
selected and clustered using k-means.

Channels grouped within the same cluster are identified
as functionally redundant. To eliminate this redundancy, we
retain the leading channel of each cluster as the representative
and prune the remaining ones. Concurrently, the corresponding
input filters in the subsequent convolutional layer are removed
to align with the reduced channel dimension. This procedure
yields the final structurally pruned model, denoted as M*.
Finally, M* undergoes a fine-tuning phase to recover its
accuracy. We provide a summary of the HSCP pipeline in
Algorithm [T}
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Algorithm 1 Hierarchical Spectral Pruning Framework

Input: A batch of examples X;, a pre-trained model M =
LioLs - --oL;, number of layer clusters k, and channel clusters
{ki}.

Qutput: The final pruned model M*.

1: Stage 1: Layer Pruning

2: for i =1to ! do

3: Fi:LloLQ'”OLi(X[,)

4: Fz = ﬂatten(Fz-)

S: K= ];'\’L]T;\;T

6 for j=1to !l do

7 Fj:LloLg---OLj(Xb)
8 F; = flatten(F;)

9

: L=FF/
10: Using Eq. (7) with K and L to calculate S;;.
11: end for
12: end for

13: Using Eq. (9) to construct Lgy,, from S.

14: Using Eq. (I0) to obtain eigenvectors U and partition
layers into k blocks {B,,}.

15: Constructing M’ by retaining the first layer of each block
By,.

16: Stage 2: Channel Pruning

17: for each layer L; in M’ do

18: F, = [fi,lvnwfi,ci]—r

19: for p=1to ¢; do

20: K =f; f;

21: for g =1to ¢; do

22: L = f; ,f,

23: Using Eq. with K and L to calculate SZ(,Z).
24: end for

25: end for

26: Using Eq. (9) to construct Lézy)m from S().

27: Using Eq. to partition channels into k; groups.

28: Pruning channels by preserving the leading channel of
each group.

29: Removing corresponding input filters in the subse-
quent layer.

30: end for

31: Obtaining the final structurally pruned model M*.

TABLE I
BASELINE PERFORMANCE OF THE ORIGINAL UNPRUNED MODELS ON
THE UAV-M 100 DATASET.

Model Acc (%) Params (M) FLOPs (M)
ResNet18 92.62 11.17 1552.33
MobileNet-V2 92.04 2.23 277.01
ShuffleNet-V2-1.0 88.58 1.26 134.72

V. EXPERIMENTS

A. Experiment Settings

We implement the deep learning components of our pro-
posed framework using the PyTorch library and executed
all computations on a NVIDIA A100 GPU platform. To
perform the core structural analysis, we leverage the spectral

clustering implementation from the Scikit-learn library which
efficiently processes the affinity matrices based on layer-wise
and channel-wise feature similarities. The experiments are
conducted on the UAV-M100 dataset where input images are
resized to a resolution of 102 x 389 pixels to accommodate
standard network dimensions. For the optimization of both
baseline and pruned models, we employ the Adam optimizer.
The training process span 50 epochs with a batch size of 64
samples and we initialize the learning rate at 0.001. During
the fine-tuning phase of the pruned models, we incorporate the
Mixup data augmentation strategy with the parameter « set to
0.5 to enhance the generalization capability of the compact
networks.

B. Results and Analysis

We evaluate HSCP on the UAV-MI100 dataset using
three representative architectures: ResNet18 [33]], MobileNet-
V2 [35]], and ShuffleNet-V2 [34]]. Table [I] details the baseline
performance of these unpruned models. For a comprehensive
comparative analysis, we compare our method against several
state-of-the-art (SOTA) pruning methods including Random
pruning, HRank [49], Sr-init [51], and PSR [52]. The detailed
quantitative comparisons of the pruned models are presented
in Table

Performance on Standard Convolutional Networks. The
experimental results on ResNetl8 demonstrate that HSCP
achieves an exceptional trade-off between model compression
and detection accuracy. As detailed in Table [lI, our method
aggressively reduces the model complexity by lowering the pa-
rameter count to 1.52 M and FLOPs to 241.58 M. This corre-
sponds to reduction rates of 86.39% and 84.44%, respectively.
In comparison, the most competitive baseline, PSR, retains
2.10M parameters and 533.96M FLOPs. Consequently, our
pruned model requires approximately 27.6% fewer parameters
and 54.7% fewer FLOPs than the PSR method, highlighting
the efficacy of our selection in identifying redundant layers
and channels. Moreover, while aggressive pruning typically
degrades performance, our method combined with the Mixup
strategy achieves a top-1 accuracy of 94.11%. This represents a
significant improvement of 1.49% over the unpruned baseline
and outperforms the PSR method by a margin of 2.50%.
Fig. |3| details the performance of ResNetl8 with different
pruning methods across a spectrum of SNR values. The
visualized results reveal that while most methods converge to
high accuracy in clean environments where SNR exceed 5dB.
Meanwhile our proposed framework demonstrates superior
resilience under severe signal interference. Specifically, in
the challenging low-SNR ranging from —5dB to 0dB, the
Ours+Mixup consistently maintains the highest detection rates.
For instance, at the extreme noise condition of —5dB, our
method sustains an accuracy of approximately 53% which
significantly outperforms the Sr-init where performance drops
to nearly 40%. This demonstrates that our method effectively
extracts features and maintains superior robustness against
signal perturbations.

Robustness on Lightweight Architectures. Pruning com-
pact architectures is challenging due to limited redundancy.
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TABLE 11
PRUNING RESULTS OF VARIOUS PRUNING METHODS APPLIED TO RESNET18, MOBILENET-V2, AND SHUFFLENET-V2 ON THE UAV-M 100 DATASET.

Dataset Model Method Acc (%) AAcc (%) Params (M) AParams (%) FLOPs (M) AFLOPs (%) Latency (ms) GPU Memory
Random 91.61 -1.01 4.90 56.13 722.28 53.47 824.98 1852MB
HRank 92.10 -0.52 2.80 74.93 397.94 74.36 459.49 1668MB
Sr-init 90.67 -1.95 2.15 80.75 542.42 65.06 412.22 2168MB
ResNet18 PSR 91.61 -1.01 2.10 81.20 533.96 65.60 334.66 2054MB
Ours 91.62 -1.00 1.52 86.39 24158 84.44 254.65 1386MB
Ours+Mixup  94.11 1.49 1.52 86.39 24158 84.44 254.65 1386MB
Random 91.27 -0.77 1.01 54.71 84.98 69.32 513.30 3548MB
HRank 90.67 -1.37 1.16 47.98 182.61 34.08 1471.24 7224MB
' Sr-init 91.14 -0.01 0.80 64.25 92.10 -66.46 992.998 3860MB
UAV-M100 | MobileNet-V2 PSR 92.51 0.47 0.85 61.88 118.71 57.15 780.78 4708MB
Ours 91.21 -0.83 0.50 77.58 62.81 77.33 513.90 3534MB
Ours+Mixup  95.64 3.60 0.50 77.58 62.81 77.33 513.90 3534MB
Random 83.92 -4.66 075 40.48 53.32 60.42 258.42 1406MB
HRank 88.20 -0.38 0.80 36.51 82.44 38.81 591.88 2252MB
Sr-init 90.89 231 0.76 39.68 76.30 4336 259.30 1740MB
ShuffleNet-V2-1.0 PSR 88.88 030 0.84 33.33 77.02 42.83 251.39 1726MB
Ours 86.97 -1.61 0.26 79.37 27.99 79.22 265.66 1342MB
Ours#Mixup ~ 92.25 3.67 0.26 79.37 27.99 79.22 265.66 1342MB
However, our method demonstrates the superiority over exist-
ing methods in terms of robustness. On the MobileNet-V2 ar-
chitecture, previous methods such as HRank and PSR achieve 101 G000
FLOPs reductions of 34.08% and 57.15%, respectively. In
contrast, our approach significantly pushes the compression 091
boundary to achieve a 77.33% reduction in FLOPs and a
. . . . . 0.8 4
77.58% reduction in parameters. Despite this high compres- ~
sion rate, Ours+Mixup attains an accuracy of 95.64%, surpass- 30 .
ing the closest competitor, Sr-init, by over 3%. Similarly, our g
. . . <
method demonstrates the superiority on ShuffleNet-V2. While 06
existing methods including HRank, Sr-init, and PSR delete
approximately 40% FLOPs reduction, our method breaks this 051 == Fandon,
bottleneck by achieving a 79.22% reduction in FLOPs and re- el
ducing parameters to 0.26M. This result is particularly notable 041 2 Guresviap
7‘5 6 é 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0

as it offers three times greater parameter reduction than the
PSR method which retains 0.84M parameters. Furthermore,
our model maintains a dominant accuracy of 92.25%, marking
a 3.67% increase over the baseline. This confirms that HSCP
can effectively extract the most discriminative features even
from highly lightweight networks.

Inference Latency and Memory Efficiency. The practical
deployment value of HSCP is evidenced by its performance
in inference latency and GPU memory usage. Unlike usual
pruning methods that may introduce fragmented memory ac-
cess, HSCP directly reduces network depth and leads to linear
gains in speed. On ResNet18, our method reduces inference
latency to 254.65ms, achieving a speedup of approximately 3.2
times compared to the baseline and significantly outperforming
the 412.22ms latency of Sr-init. A similar trend is observed
on MobileNet-V2 where our method achieves a latency of
513.90ms. Furthermore, our method consistently consumes
the least GPU memory across all models, exemplified by the
1386MB usage for ResNet18 compared to 2054MB for PSR.
These results demonstrate that HSCP is the practical suitability
for real-time and resource-limited UAV applications.

C. Additional Experiments and Analysis

As shown in Fig. [3| our method outperforms others more
significantly in low-SNR environments. Therefore, we selected

SNR (dB)

Fig. 3. Performance evaluation of pruned ResNet18 under varying SNR. The
figure displays accuracy variation with SNR ranging from —5 dB to 20 dB
for the baseline methods and ours.

the specific case of SNR = 0dB to conduct a detailed visu-
alization analysis. By examining the feature representations
and classification behaviors under this condition, we verify
the robustness and effectiveness of HSCP.

Feature Space Visualization. Fig. [4] visualizes the t-SNE
embeddings of feature representations extracted by different
pruning methods at SNR = 0dB. The comparison highlights
the superior capability of HSCP in preserving the semantic
manifold structure. As shown in Fig.[d] (b) and (c), the feature
distributions from Sr-init and PSR exhibit severe class entan-
glement, where samples from different UAV categories are
heavily mixed and lack clear decision boundaries. Although
the Hrank method in Fig. fa) improves local compactness, it
still suffers from significant class overlap in the central region
of the plot. In contrast, our method visualized in Fig. [f{(d)
generates highly compact and well-separated clusters. The
emergence of distinct inter-class edge suggests that HSCP
effectively filters out redundant layers and channels, remaining
competitive even under intense noise.
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Fig. 4. t-SNE visualization of feature representations extracted by different
pruning models at an SNR of 0 dB. The subplots correspond to (a) HRank,
(b) Sr-init, (c) PSR, and (d) Ours.
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Fig. 5. Confusion matrices of the classification results evaluated at SNR = 0
dB. The subplots correspond to (a) HRank, (b) Sr-init, (c) PSR, and (d) Ours.

Classification Performance Analysis. We further certify
these findings using the confusion matrices in Fig. [5] which
quantify the class prediction precision at SNR=0dB. Our
method demonstrates exceptional diagonal dominance com-
pared to state-of-the-art baselines. An obvious example is the
UAV3 category where HSCP achieves an accuracy of 0.98.
This significantly outperforms the HRank which attains 0.88
and notably surpasses the PSR which drops to 0.81. Similarly,
for the UAV1 category, HSCP obtain an accuracy of 0.96,
marking a substantial improvement over the 0.86 accuracy
observed in the PSR. Furthermore, our approach effectively

suppresses off-diagonal confusion. For instance, in the PSR,
there is noticeable confusion between UAV1 and UAV2 where
0.06 of UAV1 samples are misclassified as UAV2. In con-
trast, our method reduces this specific error to 0.02. This
demonstrates the superiority of HSCP in establishing a robust
decision boundary, ensuring reliable identification in low-SNR
environments.

TABLE III
COMPARISON OF SINGLE-DIMENSION PRUNING STRATEGIES VERSUS OUR
PROPOSED JOINT FRAMEWORK ON RESNETIS8.

Pruning Strategy Acc (%) Params (M) FLOPs (M)
Only Layer 86.50 1.58 1038.83
Only Channel 90.68 1.63 226.54
Layer + Channel 91.62 1.52 241.58
Layer + Channel + Mixup 94.11 1.52 241.58
TABLE IV

IMPACT OF THE o ON THE TOP-1 ACCURACY OF THE PRUNED RESNET18.

Alpha 0 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9
9262 9571 95.62 96.14 96.02

Acc(%)

D. Ablation Study

Impact of Different Pruning Strategies. To verify the
necessity of hierarchical pruning, we conduct an ablation study
on ResNetl8 to isolate the contributions of layer and channel
pruning. As shown in Table applying either strategy in
isolation results in a sharp performance drop. Specifically, the
Only Layer strategy retains a high computational burden and
results in a severe accuracy drop to 86.50%. This indicates that
removing layers alone cannot effectively eliminate redundancy
in the width dimension. Similarly, Only Channel leads to
an accuracy reduction to 90.68%. In contrast, our Layer +
Channel achieves the minimum parameters while maintaining
a higher accuracy of 91.62%. Moreover, Mixup training further
improves the accuracy to 94.11%, which indicates that our
method effectively balances efficiency and performance.

Impact of Mixup Strength. We further investigate the sen-
sitivity of the pruned ResNet18 model to the hyperparameter v
as summarized in Table m When « is fixed at O, the training
process follows the standard way without sample blending
and produces a baseline accuracy of 92.62%. Introducing the
mixing mechanism by increasing « to 0.3 immediately yields
a substantial performance gain where the accuracy rises to
95.71%. Crucially, this performance improvement remains ro-
bust across a wide range of parameter values. As « is adjusted
to 0.5 and 0.7, the accuracy stabilizes at a high level of
95.62% and 96.14% respectively, significantly outperforming
the baseline. Meanwhile o« = 0.9 also maintains a competitive
accuracy of 96.02%. The results collectively indicate that
HSCP is not overly sensitive to specific « tuning within this
effective range. Given the consistent gains and the balance
between signal preservation and augmentation intensity, we
adopted the moderate value of 0.5 as the default configuration
for all experiments to ensure stable and generalizable training.
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TABLE V
COMPARISON OF COMPUTATIONAL EFFICIENCY AND ACCURACY
BETWEEN SOTA HAND-CRAFTED ARCHITECTURES AND HSCP.

Methodology Approach Params Flops Acc(%)
Zhou et al. [29]  4.00 x 10*  1.80 x 103 95.79

Custom Caietal [30] 1.27 x 10° - 93.25
Compressed | Ours 5.02 x 105  6.28 x 10 95.64

Comparison with Hand-crafted Architectures. To further
validate the superiority of HSCP, we compare it with the SOTA
manually designed networks including Zhou et al. [29]] and Cai
et al. [30] as shown in Table [V] Specifically, although Zhou
et al. achieves a comparable accuracy of 95.79% with fewer
parameters, it suffers from a high computational burden of
1.80 x 108 FLOPs. In contrast, our method reduces the com-
putational cost to 6.28 x 106 FLOPs which is approximately
28 times more efficient than Zhou et al. while maintaining a
high accuracy of 95.64%. Furthermore, compared to Cai et
al., our method achieves a higher accuracy with an improve-
ment of 2.39% while utilizing fewer parameters, specifically
reducing the count from 1.27 x 105 to 5.02. This demonstrates
that HSCP achieves a better trade-off between computational
complexity and performance than manual designs.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose HSCP, a hierarchical spectral
clustering pruning framework that combines layer pruning
with channel pruning to achieve extreme compression, high
performance, and efficient inference. Specifically, HSCP con-
sists of two stages. In the first stage, spectral clustering
based on CKA similarity is applied to layer representations
to achieve layer pruning. Then, the unified spectral analysis
strategy utilizes channel similarity to diagnose redundancy
and removes these channels. Experiments on the UAV-M100
dataset demonstrate that HSCP outperforms existing channel
and layer pruning methods while achieving superior robustness
in low SNR ratio environments.
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