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A Transverse-Read-assisted Fast Valid-Bits Collection in
Stochastic Computing MACs for Energy-Efficient in-RTM

DNNs
Jihe Wang, Zhiying Zhang, Xingwu Dong, and Danghui Wang

✦

Abstract—It looks very attractive to coordinate racetrack-memory (RM)
and stochastic-computing (SC) jointly to build an ultra-low power
neuron-architecture. However, the above combination has always been
questioned in a fatal weakness that the heavy valid-bits collection of
RM-MTJ, a.k.a. accumulative parallel counters (APCs), cannot phys-
ically match the requirement for energy-efficient in-memory DNNs.
Fortunately, a recently developed Transverse-Read (TR) provides a
lightweight collection of valid-bits by detecting domain-wall resistance
between a couple of MTJs on a single nanowire. In this work, we
first propose a neuron-architecture that utilizes parallel TRs to build
an ultra-fast valid-bits collection for SC, in which, a vector multiplica-
tion is successfully degraded as swift TRs. To solve huge storage for
full stochastic sequences caused by the limited TR banks, a hybrid
coding, pseudo-fractal compression, is designed to generate stochastic
sequences by segments. To overcome the misalignment by the parallel
early-termination, an asynchronous schedule of TR is further designed
to regularize the vectorization, in which, the valid-bits from different
lanes are merged in multiple RM-stacks for vector-level valid-bits collec-
tion. However, an inherent defect of TR, i.e., neighbor parts cannot be
accessed simultaneously, could limit the throughput of the parallel vector
multiplication, therefore, an interleaving data placement is used for full
utilization of memory bus among different vectors. The results show
that the SC-MAC assisted with TR achieves 2.88 × −4.40×speedup
compared to CORUSCANT, at the same time, energy consumption is
reduced by 1.26×−1.42×.

Index Terms—Stochastic Computing, MAC, Racetrack Memory, Trans-
verse Read.

1 INTRODUCTION

S TOCHASTIC computing (SC), a lightweight computing
method, reduces the area and energy consumption by gate-

level operations [1]–[3]. However, current SC solutions are still
far from practical application because of the expensive bitwise
conversion between binary numbers (BN) and stochastic num-
bers (SN) [4]–[6]. The recently developed racetrack memory
(RTM) [7], [8] is able to provide a transverse read (TR) mech-
anism [11], that empowers a global view of sequences within
memory for a lightweight counting of valid-bits to overcome
the bitwise conversion. Therefore, this work first proposes an
in-RTM processing architecture assisted with TR to accelerate
SC-operations of DNNs [9], [13], [14], in which, the heavy
stochastic-to-binary (S2B) conversions can be totally removed.
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Fig. 1: A 16-bit nanowire with four access ports for interval parallel TR [11].

DNNs deployed in traditional in-memory processing archi-
tectures face energy efficiency issues at both the storage and
computing sides: 1) The refresh operation of DRAM causes
high static power in memory [16]; 2) The MAC units processing
DNNs need large area and energy consumption in limited
resources environment [17], [18]. Recently, combining SC and
RTM to rebuild a RTM processing architecture becomes a new
solution to the high energy efficiency [15]. This new architec-
ture used non-volatile memory with near-zero static power
consumption on the memory side and SCs with gate-level
operations that can drastically reduce the overhead of on-chip
logic. However, in this high energy efficient architecture, the
accumulative parallel counter (APC) becomes a new bottleneck
of energy and area overhead [19] which converses stochastic
sequences to binary numbers by counting ’1’ bit-by-bit, i.e.,
valid-bits collection, between two DNN layers [9], [10]. Our
study shows that in SC, APCs consume 65.9% more energy than
AND operations. Moreover, in highly concurrent systems, the
large number of APCs required occupies significant additional
space, making it challenging to deploy within near-memory
architectures. Therefore, it is urgent to find a new valid-bits
collection for energy-efficient SC-DNNs.

Recently, TR technology has been developed in RTMs to
provide a lightweight way of valid-bits collection, in which,
the valid-bits in a nanowire can be counted by measuring the
resistance of domain walls in only one cycle [11]. To increase
the parallelism of valid-bits collection, TR only requires adding
additional read/write ports along the nanowires which allows
TR to read out the bits from each part in parallel as shown
in Fig.1. TR is promising in solving the bottleneck from APC.
For example, in the case of 8-bit parallel processing, APC-based
valid-bits collection requires 8 separate APC units, whereas TR-
based valid-bits collection only requires 8 read/write ports on
the nanowires.

However, in order to utilize TR in valid-bits collection for
energy-efficient DNNs, there are still three challenges that dam-
age the performance and throughput of parallel SC-MAC: 1)
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the limited TR banks force the result stochastic sequences to be
temporarily stored in memory buffers, leading to a substantial
increase in storage requirements for the memory buffer. 2)
the operational misalignment by early-termination leads to a
misfortune that, in the sparse vector of DNNs, a majority of
fast results have to be latched in registers to wait for a minority
of slow ones [9], bringing about a very low workload of TR;
and 3) during TR operation, the voltage detection to a segment
incurs an intrinsic defect that the neighbor parts cannot be
accessed at the same time, so the TR throughput is only half its
theoretical value. To overcome the above challenges, the MAC
assisted with TR should be scrutinized for energy-efficient in-
RTM DNNs.

In this work, we first propose a neuron-architecture that uti-
lizes parallel TRs to build an ultra-fast valid-bits collection for
SC, in which, a vector multiplication is successfully degraded
as swift TRs. Firstly, the Pseudo-Fractal Compression (PFC)
is proposed to express the repeatable part of a SN and only
generate segments on demand to do TR operation. Secondly,
multiple stacks are built in RTM to merge the result segments
from different lanes, which adopts “asynchronous write-in with
synchronous TR” to achieve regularized vector multiplication.
Finally, to hide the inaccessibility of neighbor parts, the data
in multiple vectors are scheduled with the interleaving pattern,
with which, the memory bus can be fully utilized.

The results show that our architecture demonstrates a 1.26×
to 1.42× reduction in energy consumption and achieves a
2.88× to 4.40× increase in computational speed compared
to other processing-in-memory (PIM) architectures, while also
maintaining high stochastic accuracy. In summary, our main
contributions are:

• We firstly propose using TR to accelerate the slow valid-
bits collection with APC in SC.

• We propose a parallel architecture to provide high
throughput SC-MAC units.

• We propose an in-RTM architecture to schedule the task of
vector multiplication to achieve high throughput DNNs.

The remainder of this paper is structured as follows. Section
2 introduces the bottleneck of APC in SC-MAC and then
proposes the challenges to utilize TR-based valid-bits collection
for energy-efficient DNNs. Section 3 introduces the overall
architecture of SC-MAC assisted with TR and the detailed
design of neuron-architecture. Section 4 introduces the recon-
figuration of the TR parallelism and BN length in our design.
Section 5 reveals several details of our implementation. Section
6 evaluates the latency, energy, and accuracy advantages of
the proposed design compared with other PIM architectures.
Section 7 concludes the whole paper.

2 BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION

2.1 The bottleneck of APC in SC-MAC
Low-dependency SC (LD-SC) offers tremendous area, power-
consumption, and powerful fault tolerance for MAC. By using
LD-SC, the traditional APC-based SC-MAC includes B2S con-
version, gate operation, S2B conversion and accumulation. The
binary number is converted to a SN using a stochastic number
generator (SNG) [23] and another binary number is converted
to a UN using a unary number generator (UNG) [14]. The next
step involves bit-wise parallel AND operations on UN and SN
and output in the form of segments which is then fed into the
APC for S2B conversion. Finally, the BNs from all dot product
units are sent to the accumulation unit to obtain the final result.

However, it is observed that the imbalance in energy con-
sumption results in a significant difference of 65.9% between
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Fig. 2: A simple LD-SC MAC that replaces APC with TR. Disadvantage: ❶ huge
storage for full stochastic sequence; ❷ misalignment ET slowing the concurrency
of vectors; ❸ inaccessible neighbor parts within nanowires for TR.

the energy consumed by valid-bits collection in the APCs
and that of the AND operation. Additionally, the heavy area
overhead and energy consumption caused by adding multiple
APCs to improve parallelism make it challenging to deploy
the MAC unit near memory. Therefore, it is urgent to seek a
lightweight method to count valid-bits instead of using APC.

2.2 Lightweight valid-bits collection by Transverse Read
A TR operation is to detect the resistance of two ports of RTM so
that the number of several valid-bits is counted in a single cycle
as shown in eq.(1). On a nanowire, due to the resistance caused
by the reflection of electrons by the domain wall between ’0’
and ’1’, the resistance detected by TR is proportional to the
number of ’1’ in the nanowire. As shown in Fig. 1, the TR of
Part.2 starts by applying a read current (voltage) from BL0 to
BLB1 with ϕ1 set and the BL0-BLB1 voltage (current) can be
detected as the number of valid-bit between port1 and port2.
To facilitate parallel valid-bits collection, TR can be employed
by adding ports along the nanowire as shown in Fig. 1. After
writing the SN across these ports into different parts of the
nanowire, the valid-bits can be collected in parallel within a
single cycle. This approach reduces the significant area over-
head associated with multiple APCs and could be a promising
substitute for heavy APCs.

TR(segment) =

m∑
i=1

APC(biti) (1)

To combine TR with LD-SC MAC, the current LD-SC MAC
needs to be refactored as shown in Fig. 2. In the TR + LD-
SC MAC architecture, the dot product operation in vector
calculation resembles the operation in APC-based LD-SC MAC.
However, instead of feeding the results from the dot product
unit into APCs one by one, the results stochastic sequences are
written into the nanowires through the available write ports.
Then TRs read bits in nanowires in parallel through the access
ports and count the number of ’1’ for the S2B conversion.
Finally, the binary results of all dot product units are accu-
mulated. Compared to APC-based S2B conversion, the energy
consumption of TR-based S2B conversion is reduced by 10×.
Additionally, at the memory end, the use of nanowires for near-
memory computing through TR operations results in almost
no area overhead when compared to APC-based approaches.
This significant reduction in both energy and area overhead
makes TR-based S2B conversion a more efficient alternative to
the traditional APC method.

However, TR-based refactor still has three challenges. In
this subsection, we analyze the challenges that hinder the high
parallelism of the TR-assisted LD-SC MAC, at each end of
which, we present individual strategies to address each of these
issues.
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2.3 Challenges and Motivation

2.3.1 Heavy storage with full stochastic sequences
During the SC computation, the long SN and UN are fed
into AND operation and then the result stochastic sequences
from all MAC units waiting for the TR operation are stored
temporarily in the memory buffer, so long result stochastic
sequences greatly increase the storage pressure of the PIM.
Upon comparison, it was found that the space overhead of
storing a 256-bit stochastic sequence can store its corresponding
32 8-bit binary numbers, which is the data required for 16
multiplications. The reason for this is the low representation
efficiency of SC coding, which makes stochastic sequences
require an exponential amount of storage space for binary
numbers. Meanwhile, in RTM’s shift to access pattern, a 256-
bit stochastic sequence requires 959 ns to complete the read
and 1787 ns to complete the write, but the corresponding 8-bit
binary number only requires 28 ns to complete the read and 54
ns to complete the write.

Solution: We adopt a strategy where SN and UN are com-
puted and output in segments, which are then written into the
nanowires in parallel. During this process, we observe that
in the SN coding of LD-SC, the segmented structure of SN
contains multiple static repeated parts and one non-repeated
part. Based on this observation, we design a new hybrid coding
scheme called Pseudo-Fractal Compression (PFC). This scheme
combines the static repetitive part of the segment with the
binary part, aligning the repetitive part and a single bit from the
binary part in time (as detailed in section 3.3). By integrating
PFC, we redesign the multiplier so that the multiplication
results are generated in segments on demand. This enables the
system to efficiently produce only the required segments for
subsequent processing, optimizing both storage and compu-
tational resources. Compared to the full SN, the compression
efficiency of the PFC is at least twice as high, and it rises as the
length of the BN increases.

2.3.2 Misalignment ET slowing the concurrency of vectors
Since ET is widely used in LD-SC to accelerate the multiplica-
tion of individuals, then the end time of different multiplication
units in vector is different. The early completed computations
need to wait for the slowest ones to finish called misalignment.
Fig. 3 illustrates the distribution of computations across dif-
ferent DNN models within various waiting cycle ranges. The
waiting cycles indicate the number of cycles required to syn-
chronize the fastest and slowest computations within the same
convolution operation, representing the maximum number of
cycles needed for synchronization. The horizontal axis displays
different DNN models: VGG-16, VGG-19, AlexNet, and LeNet.
The vertical axis indicates the proportion of convolution oper-
ations that require a specific number of waiting cycles to the
total number of convolution operations. It can be observed that
there is a significant waste of waiting cycles. Taking the VGG-16
model as an example, 80.8% of the convolution operations need
to wait for 6 10 cycles, while 13.2% require more than 10 cycles,
with an average waiting cycle count of 8.6. The misalignment
of computation delays in “AND” gates leads to a substantial
waste of waiting cycles and a very low workload to TR.

Solution: To address the issue of low parallelism in hard-
ware resources caused by synchronization, we design “asyn-
chronous write-in with synchronous TR”, which employs mul-
tiple stacks on nanowires where the data processed earlier
is first placed into the stack. Once the stack is full, TRs are
utilized to read out the bits as intermediate results, which are
then continuously accumulated until the computation of the
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Fig. 3: Proportion of computations based on fastest-to-slowest cycle wait ratio
across DNN models.

last dot product unit is completed, yielding the final result.
This approach reduces the overall waiting time and achieves
high parallelism in hardware resources, effectively leveraging
the high throughput capability of TR.

2.3.3 Inaccessible neighbor parts within nanowires
As shown in Fig. 1, the Part.1 and Part.3 can be read in parallel
by raising ϕ0 and ϕ2 to V DD to turn on MTJ0 and MTJ2.
Meanwhile ϕ1 and ϕ3 are set to V SS (off) to prevent current
flow through the other parts. The read current is provided
from SL and BL1 and collected at BLB0 and BLB2. Similarly,
the Part.2 and Part.4 can be read simultaneously. However,
the neighbor parts cannot be accessed simultaneously with TR
because they have a shared domain, at which, the two detecting
currents cannot be activated in one cell. The inaccessibility of
neighbor parts could damage the throughput of TR by half.

Solution: Based on inaccessible neighbor parts with TR,
we design an interleaving data placement that allows multiple
vectors to time-division multiplex memory bus, keeping the
memory bus consistently busy.

2.4 Methodology

To reduce the storage pressure caused by full stochastic se-
quences, PFC is proposed, which uses a hybrid coding to
generate SN segments on demand. However, in traditional
architectures, the computed result sequences are forced to wait
due to the synchronous design, limiting vectorization and
parallelism. To address this, multiple stacks are implemented
in RTM to merge result segments from different lanes using
an ”asynchronous write-in with synchronous TR” approach.
This allows result sequences to be processed on a first-come,
first-served basis, maximizing the high throughput of RTM
and hardware parallelism. Finally, based on the characteristic
that neighbor parts cannot be accessed at the same time, we
design an interleaving data placement specifically for RTM,
fully utilizing the memory bus.

3 ARCHITECTURE
3.1 Overview of Proposed Architecture

Fig. 4 (a) shows the internal architecture of our design. To
serve regular memory accesses, we adopt the conventional RM
architecture, where banks are the top-level component and are
connected by a shared internal bus to support the necessary
inter-bank data transfers. The difference is that some banks
are divided into the TR unit and combined with the adders
in RM to perform valid-bits collection to calculate the vector
results. Controlled by the Matrix-Matrix Multiplication (MMM)
scheduler, activations and weights stored in the banks are
distributed to multiple processors for computation, with each
processor equipped with multiple MAC units. The MAC units
and TR unit work collaboratively to compute the vector results,
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Fig. 4: LD-SC MAC assisted with TR Architecture. (a) shows the overview of our architecture. Different from the traditional architecture, the racetrack memory banks
are divided into storage banks and TR banks, and MACs are redesigned. (b) shows the detailed design of our LD-SC MAC assisted with TR. The process includes
❶ fetch BNs; ❷ segment generation: encode SN to PFC and generate SN segments and UN segments on demand; ❸ stream computing: perform AND between SN
segments and UN segments and write the result to TR banks; ❹ TR: execute parallel TRs on nanowires and accumulate TR results; and ❺ write back results.

and the final outcomes are written back to the result banks via
the shared internal bus.

To calculate the result of one vector, the LD-SC MAC as-
sisted with TR is designed as shown in Fig. 4 (b), which consists
of three racetrack banks to store the input and output, one
racetrack bank to do TR for S2B conversion and the MAC to
perform the dot product operations.

The computation is divided into five key steps: 1) fetch:
In the first step, activation vectors and weight vectors stored
in memory banks are transferred by the bank controller into
buffers where they await processing by the computing units. 2)
segment generation: The next step is generating SN (Stochastic
Number) and UN (Unary Number) segments. This begins
by comparing two binary sequences (BNs). The larger BN is
converted to SN, and the smaller BN is converted to UN,
simplifying the subsequent computation process (as detailed
in section 3.3). SN and UN segments are generated using
a quadruple consisting of the seed, LSBs (Least Significant
Bits), counter, and bEdge. The seed and LSBs are determined
by the Pseudo-Fractal Compression (PFC) scheme, while the
counter and bEdge are based on the length of the segment. 3)
stream computing: Since UN aggregates all ’1’ at the start of
a sequence, the first generated UN segments can be directly
streamed and written to the nanowires without performing
the AND operation. The remaining SN segments, along with
their corresponding UN segments, undergo the AND operation
before being outputted to the nanowires. 4) TR: Once the data is
written into the nanowires, the TR process counts the number
of valid-bits. TR accesses the valid-bits from each part of the
nanowire and passes the binary results to the tree adder. 5)
write back: Once the tree adder completes its final operation,
all valid bits from the dot-product calculation are collected.
The result is then stored in the buffer as the final dot-product
outcome and is subsequently transferred back into memory
banks as a binary number.

In short, by leveraging the TR for valid-bits collection and
streamlining segment generation with PFC, the architecture
improves computational efficiency and reduces overhead. The
details of Pseudo-Fractal Compression (PFC) are further dis-
cussed in the next subsection. To support stream computing, we
introduce the ”asynchronous write-in with synchronous TR”
in section 3.4. Moreover, to fully utilize the memory bus, an
interleaving data placement strategy for TRs is implemented,
as described in section 3.5.
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Fig. 5: Pseudo-Fractal compression.

3.2 Pseudo-Fractal Compression

In this subsection, PFC, which combines the static repetitive
part of the segment with the binary part, is designed to generate
segments of the stochastic sequence on demand. Firstly, we
analyze that SN hard coding provides a new SN compression
scheme, PFC, and theoretically prove that this compression
scheme is correct. Then, PFC is introduced in detail. Finally, a
computation unit that can directly perform fast multiplication
using PFC while eliminating a large number of unnecessary
gate-level operations is introduced.

3.2.1 The repeatability of segments in SN

Fig. 5 shows the conversion of a 6-bit BN to a 64-bit SN. When
the 64-bit long SN is divided into 8 segments, as shown in
Fig. 5(a), each segment is 8 bits long. It can be observed that the
first 7 bits in each segment are exactly the same and the last-
segment-bits (LSBs) in each segment are different. Therefore,
the generation of the SN segment can be divided into two parts,
one is the static repetition part of the SN segment, and the other
is the last dynamic change bit, which provides an opportunity
for new segment-based generation. When generating SNs in
segments, the first 7 bits in each segment that are all the same
can be generated only once and then reused across all segments.
The LSBs in each segment, when arranged sequentially, repre-
sent the conversion result corresponding to the final 3 bits of
the 6-bit BN. However, this method relies on the assumption
that each bit in the SN can uniquely correspond to each bit in
the BN; otherwise, the static repetition part between segments
would not exist.
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In order to prove this, we summarize the mapping equation
from n bits BN to 2n SN in (2).

S2k+1i+2k−1 =⇒ Bk (2)

the k (k ≤ n) means the kth bit in the BN and the i (i ≤
2n/2k+1) represents the repeated times of the kth bit in the
stochastic number and i should be smaller than or equivalent
to 2n/2k+1. For example, as shown in Fig. 5, the fourth bit of
the BN, “d”, maps to the 7th, 23rd, 39th, and 55th positions in
the SN, i.e., k = 3. When it maps to the SN for the first time,
B3 =⇒ S23+1·0+23−1 = S7; when it maps to the SN for the
second time, B3 =⇒ S23+1·1+23−1 = S23; when it maps to the
SN for the third time, B3 =⇒ S23+1·2+23−1 = S39; and when
it maps to the SN for the fourth time, B3 =⇒ S23+1·3+23−1 =
S55. The current problem is that it is not clear if this formula
achieves the correct conversion from the BN to the SN for all
lengths of the SN and if each bit in SN can uniquely correspond
to each bit in BN. Therefore, We propose a theorem: expression
2k+1i+2k − 1 can represent all the non-negative integers less
than 2n − 1 and uniquely correspond to each bit in BN.
Integrity Proof:

We use I to represent all non-negative integers and I can
be divided into two parts which are even and odd, so I can
be represented by 2i and 2i + 1. The i can be still divided
into two parts and then continue dividing until im. At this
point, the non-negative integer I is divided into two parts,
those that can be represented by the formula 2k+1i+2k −1 and
those that can be represented by 2m+1im + 2m+1 − 1. Because
the representation 2m+1im + 2m+1 − 1 can only represents the
number larger than 2m+1 − 1, when the n in (2) is less than
m, all the numbers less than 2m+1 − 1 can only represent by
2k+1i+ 2k − 1.
Uniqueness Demonstration:

So far, we have demonstrated that the (2) can be imple-
mented in all SN&BN conversions, but there is another question
which is whether the valid-bit of SN can match a single valid bit
of BN. Assuming that a non-negative integer is N , and can be
represented by two forms as 2(m+1)i+2m−1 and 2(n+1)i+2n−1,
that is to say:

2(m+1)im + 2m − 1 = 2(n+1)in + 2n − 1 (3)

when m is not equal to n, the (3) never can be equal and The
same goes for im and in. The equation only holds if m and n
are equal and im and in are equal, even if equal to 0.

In short, this subsection proves that (2) can ensure that
all bits in the complete SN sequence can be mapped by the
corresponding binary bit Bk during the conversion process,
and also proves that any bit in the SN sequence can only be
uniquely mapped by its corresponding Bk, so our discovery
of SN segment coding rules is applicable to SN sequences
corresponding to any BN.

3.2.2 Procedure of PFC
Since each bit in BN can be uniquely and completely

mapped to each bit in SN, when BN is known, the value of
each bit in SN is uniquely determined and can be realized
by hard connection. At this time, when SN is divided into
multiple segments, these segments are composed of two parts,
one part is a static repetition of bits, and the other part is a
dynamic change of the last bit. PFC extracts the repetitive part
in SN segments and stores them only once and then stores the
remaining parts in the binary form. Firstly, the repetitive part
in each segment, referred to as the seed, is determined by the
length of the segment such that lengthseed = lengthsegment − 1
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and obtained directly from the SN through the hard connection.
Then, the maximum index of BN bits corresponding to the seed
is determined, and all bits whose index in BN is greater than
the maximum index are written into LSBs. At this time, the seed
and LSBs are spliced to form PFC. As shown in Fig. 5, the PFC
combines the repetitive 7 bits in each segment and the binary
3-bit segment LSBs into a new hybrid 10-bit coding.

The seed length can be adjusted shown in Fig. 5(b), when
the segments are 4 bits long means that the seed is 3 bits
long, which comes from the first 2 bits in the 6-bit BN. At
this time the LSBs become 4 bits, therefore, the PFC coding
is 7 bits long including a 3-bit seed and 4-bit LSBs and if
the seed is shorter, which means the segment is shorter, the
compression efficiency is higher. Fig. 6 shows the compression
efficiency of PFC with multiple seeds, compared to the full SN,
the compression efficiency of the PFC is at least twice as high,
and it rises as the length of the BN increases.

3.2.3 PFC-based Multiplication
But these SNs compressed by PFC need to ensure that they
can be used directly in LD-SC, otherwise re-expanding them
into complete SNs will still increase the computing pressure.
We design PFC SN Multiplication (PFC-SNM) and use two 5-
bit operands to analyze the process of LD-SC shown in Fig. 7.
In Fig. 7, the SN and UN are partitioned into 8 segments of 4
bits and it can be clearly seen that the UN has three different
kinds of segments, which are full ’1’ segment, mixed segment,
and full ’0’ segment. In LD-SC, SN segments AND with the full
’1’ segments output SN segments themselves, and AND with

Algorithm 1 PFC

Input: BN, Segment Length
Output: PFC

1: BN : The binary number.
2: Segment Length: The length of each segment.
3: Seed Length: The length of seed.
4: Seed: The repetitive part in all SN segments.
5: Max Index: Max index of BN bits corresponding to seed.
6: LSBs: All BN bits corresponding to the last dynamically

changing bit of each segment of SN.
7: Seed Length = Segment Length - 1
8: Seed = {S0, S1, ..., SSeed Length−1}
9: for each element in Seed do

10: Sj =⇒ BNk

11: if k > Max Index then
12: Max Index = k
13: end if
14: end for
15: LSBs = {BNMax Index+1, ..., BNlength(BN)−1}
16: PFC = {Seed, LSBs}
17: Return: PFC
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Fig. 7: PFC SN multiplication.

the full ’0’ segments output full ’0’ segments. Only the mixed
segment needs to be sent into the AND-gate logic unit with its
corresponding SN segment.

In this case, traditional LD-SC can be simplified by re-
moving the AND operation of full ’1’ segments and full ’0’
segments. The new LD-SC assisted with TR directly outputs SN
segments into RTM with the corresponding full ’1’ segments
in the UN and we name this computing process as output
computation. Segments of SN are generated by seed and the
LSB from the SN 1-bit generator. To support ET, we only output
segments that contain ’1’, so the number of generated SN
segments depends on the value of the counter in the UN which
controls the number of full ’1’ segments. In this example, the
length of each segment is 4 bits, so the value of the counter is the
former 3 bits of binary UN and there are 4 full ’1’ segments. We
use the smaller of the two operands as UN code to reduce the
number of output segments and speed up the whole calculation
process. The mixed UN segment can be converted by UNG
from the binary edge (bEdge) part which includes the last bits
in binary UN and then be sent into AND-gate logic units with
its corresponding SN segment to do the mixed computation,
which is the only AND operation in each LD-SC multiplication.
Since the last bit of a mixed segment is always ’0’, the UNG only
needs to generate the first three bits, while the SNG only needs
to generate the seed without generating the LSB to do the AND
operation. Finally, the AND result is streamed out into RTM.
If the bEdge is all ’0’, it means that the mixed segment is all
’0’ and the computing can be finished prematurely. Therefore,
in LD-SC MAC assisted with TR, the multiplication only needs
several segments of the SN and the mixed segment in the UN.
As shown in Fig. 7, the streamed-out segments are stored into 4
parts on the nanowire, while the number of parts is the same as
the length of the segment to ensure that in one store operation
delay, a whole segment is finished storage and each part owns
5 domains between two black constant 0 domains. After all the
segments are stored in the RTM, TR operations access the parts
to get the number of ’1’ and send these interim results into the
tree adder to get the final multiplication result.

To ensure that the on-demand generation of SN does not
affect the overall energy consumption and delay loss, we use a
simple circuit to implement a SN 1-bit generator. The frequency
of polling bit in LSB in the 1-bit generator of SN is actually
the same as that of ’1’ in each bit from right to left in the
accumulator. The accumulator accumulates ’1’ in each cycle,
and then the frequency of ’1’ in the last bit from right to left
is 1

2
, the frequency of ’1’ in the penultimate bit is 1
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, and the
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Fig. 9: Segments pipelined output to racetrack memory.

frequency of the highest bit in the accumulator is the lowest. So
in each cycle, the SN 1-bit generator outputs 1-bit LSB according
to ’1’ of each bit in the accumulator, which is then combined
with the seed to form the SN segment. The accumulator can
also be compared to the counter to determine if the output
computation can be terminated.

3.3 Asynchronous Write-in with Synchronous TR
The characteristic of LD-SC, as introduced in subsection 3.1,
is that the effective part of the result is the number of ’1’,
which remains the same whether the valid-bits are added after
all multiplications are completed or during the calculations.
Therefore, we can view dot product calculations not as separate
multiplications, but as a process of outputting all valid-bits in
the form of segments. Combined with the LD-SC multiplication
unit based on PFC, this subsection design the “asynchronous
write-in with synchronous TR” to optimize the multiplication
operation in the same vector. Unlike the traditional design,
which performs all multiplications before summing the results,
our approach does not require waiting for all dot product units
to complete. By utilizing multiple RTM stacks, it implements
a first-come, first-served data strategy to achieve vectorized
computation.

The ”asynchronous write-in with synchronous TR” mecha-
nism consists of two key components. The first component is
the asynchronous write-in, which works in conjunction with
the PFC-based multiplication unit. The parts on the nanowires
are organized into multiple groups, with each group containing
a number of parts corresponding to the segment length. This
setup enables parallel segment writing into the parts within a
single group. Each group is associated with a segment input
queue, where the computed segments from different MAC
outputs are distributed into available queues. For example,
as illustrated in Fig. 8, group m and group m+ 1 correspond
to queue m and queue m+ 1, respectively. In queue m, the
output from one MAC unit perfectly fills the queue, while in
queue m+ 1, the output from another MAC unit only partially
fills the queue. Instead of allowing a single MAC unit to
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exclusively occupy queue m+ 1, segments from other MAC
units continue writing into the remaining space. If one MAC’s
output exceeds the length of the queue, the excess segments can
be written into the input queues of other MAC units within the
same vector. If no other MAC outputs are available to fill the
incomplete queue m + 1, the remaining space in the queue is
padded with all-zero segments to ensure completion.

Once the parts are filled, the nanowire begins executing
synchronous TR, accessing bits on the nanowires to obtain all
intermediate results. These intermediate results are then sent to
the tree adders for temporary storage. After all segments in a
vector have been processed by TR and the binary intermediate
results have been accumulated in the tree adders, the adders
sum these results to produce the final dot-product output.

In our design, the entire process, which includes segment
generation segment writing, and nanowire shifting, is pipelined
to speed up computation until the last segment is outputted as
shown in Fig. 9. In Fig. 8, the LD-SC MAC assisted with TR
completes the dot-product in just 18 cycles, which is twice as
fast as traditional LD-SC methods, due to the enhanced speed
from TR operations and the asynchronous push design.

3.4 Interleaving Placement for Full Workload on Bus

The domain block cluster (DBC), as a storage matrix is com-
posed of multiple (usually 8,16,32,...) nanowires, and the seg-
ments outputted from one dot-product are stored in this matrix.
First, a segment is stored in multiple parts with each bit in one
part to ensure that one segment can be written to the domain in
a single cycle even if it is very long. The segments of the same
multiplication calculation or vector dot product calculation are
clustered in the same group part as much as possible. Now
we talk about the data placement for different vectors. In this
work, it is assumed that the parallelism of the calculation unit
is 2L, that is, the length of the segment is 2L, and the number of
calculation units of the group vector dot product is 2m. At this
time, the number of parts calculated by the group dot product
is 2m× 2L.

Because of the access pattern of TR that the neighbor parts
cannot be accessed in one cycle, we design a ping-pong TR
access mode shown in Fig. 10. In this placement scheme, the
parts of one vector calculation are arranged at intervals, so the
TR can access all valid-bits at the same time for half of the
vectors when accessing these parts, and then in the second
cycle, the other vectors are read out. At this time, the binary
number of the input tree adder is 2m×2L

TRD
for each vector.

Therefore, in the first cycle, the valid-bit of half of the vectors
are read out and sent to their corresponding tree adders to
compute the final results for these vectors, which are then
transmitted via the memory bus. In the next cycle, the other
half of the vectors follow the same process, ensuring that the
memory bus remains fully utilized.

The parts of one vector can also be continuously distributed
together, which causes that TR cannot access all valid-bits at
the same time for each vector and can only access half of
these data. So this placement increases the area and energy
consumption of intermediate result registers because there are
two TR operations to access all the parts of a vector to get the
final result. Meanwhile, the results from all the vectors can
only be transmitted during half of the cycles, leading to an
imbalanced load on the memory bus. So we interleave the RTM
parts among all the vectors.
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Fig. 11: The correlation of parallelism, output cycles, compression ratio, BN length
and precision.

4 RECONFIGURATION OF PARALLELISM AND BN
LENGTH

As Fig. 6 shows the seed and BN length control the compression
ratio and output computation scale. If a segment is 8 bits, the
5 bits computation example in Fig. 7 just needs two cycles
to finish the output computation and one cycle for mixed
computation, however, the nanowire needs 8 read ports to
parallel access and larger tree adders to execute addition. So,
this is a situation about how to trade between the overhead of
circuits and time.

In Fig. 11, we qualitatively analyze the relation among
Parallelism (P), Output Cycles (O), Compression Ratio (R), and
BN Length (Precision) (L). Parallelism (P) represents how many
bits can be parallelly outputted into RTM, that is the length
of a segment; Output Cycles (O) means how many cycles are
needed to finish the computation; Compression Ratio (R) refers
to the change of SN sequence length before and after coding;
BN Length (L) is the length of the BN sequence, representing
the precision of the data and the longer BN Length has more
bits to get higher precision of computation in decimal compu-
tation. As shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 7, for Output Cycles and
Compression Ratio, the more cycles are needed the higher the
compression ratio is, because shorter PFC SN has more LSBs
and shorter seed, which will need a lot of time to generate the
output computation. When P is fixed, the longer BN means the
compression ratio is higher, which needs more cycles to finish
computation and more output computation overhead. When L
is fixed, the higher parallelism means the longer seed, which
can accelerate output computation with less cycle output.

To vary the output computation overhead when P and L are
fixed, we optimize for these two cases separately, trying to get
the best configuration and the detailed experiment is shown in
section 5.5. We divide the overhead of the whole architecture
into three parts: energy overhead in Computation (EC ), energy
overhead in Racetrack (ER), and energy overhead in adders
(EA). EC is composed of operand converting energy, segment
LSB generating energy, the energy of selectors controlling the
output ways, and output energy. ER is caused by the oper-
ations on RTM which are segments writing energy, domain
walls shifting energy, and TR energy. The tree adders and the
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TABLE 1: Instruction set for TR-based LD-SC MAC.

Type IR[14:12] Instruction Operand Description

Control 000 TRS - TR-based valid-bits collection in memory starts
001 TRE - TR-based valid-bits collection in memory ends

Compute 010 TRVC rs2, offset(rs1) Execute TR-based valid-bits collection in memory

Data Transfer 011 TRW rs2, offset(rs1) Write the SN result to TR Bank
100 TRRW rs2, offset(rs1) Write the binary result calculated by TR and tree adder to a storage bank

accumulative adders’ energy overhead are the source of EA.
We utilize energy per operation (Ep) and energy-delay product
(EDP ) to evaluate the energy efficiency and speed of precision
reconfigurable and parallel reconfigurable architectures, respec-
tively.

Ep =
EC + ER + EA

lBN
(4)

EDP = (EC + ER + EA)× T (5)

where lBN is the bit length of binary numbers.

5 IMPLEMENTATION

5.1 Programming Interface
The data flow in the proposed LD-SC MAC architecture is
different from the traditional MAC architecture. The traditional
MAC architecture sends the calculated results into the Race-
track memory in binary form, while in our LD-SC MAC, the
calculated random number sequence is directly sent to the
Racetrack. The near-memory computing unit (TR-based valid-
bits collection), which includes TR Banks and accumulation
units, in the Racetrack continues to complete the subsequent
calculation of the MAC and then sends the final result to the
Bank, which stores the result through the bus inside the Race-
track. In order to ensure the correct execution of our proposed
LD-SC MAC, we extend RISC-V with the Five instructions
(Table 1) that provide the programming interfaces at the ISA
layer.

Control Instructions: The newly designed control instruc-
tions, TRS and TRE, are responsible for controlling the start and
end of the TR-based valid-bits collection on the memory side.
When the processor executes the TRS instruction, it sends a
command to the memory to initiate the TR operation, ensuring
that the correct banks and data segments are ready for TR. After
the TR-based valid-bits collection is completed, the processor
executes the TRE instruction to signal the end of the TR process,
ensuring that the memory is ready for the next TR-based valid-
bits collection.

Computational Instruction: When the TRVC instruction is
executed, the stochastic sequence is first read from the memory
buffer and sent to the TR Bank. After the sequence is written
into the TR Bank, the TR operation is performed. Finally, the
accumulated result of the TR operation is written back into the
register.

Data Transfer: The TRW instruction writes the stochastic
sequence resulting from MAC computations into the memory’s
buffer. This stochastic sequence is temporarily stored in the
buffer, awaiting the execution of the TRVC instruction for
further processing.

Also, we design a set of status registers (Table 2) in memory
to manage banks and control the execution of the TR-based
valid-bits collection. By setting the TRBA and numTRB, the
bank in memory can be initialized as a unit that performs TR
computing tasks or configured as a storage unit. This flexibility
allows the system to flexibly allocate resources according to
different workloads, improving overall computing and storage
efficiency. The distance of the TR operation is set by the TRD

register, while the parallelism of the TR is determined by the PS
register. Additionally, since the TRRW instruction requires data
to be transferred through the internal bus within the memory,
the sIMB register is designed to switch the state of the internal
bus. Finally, the memory system manages the available parts
in the TR Bank by using a bitmap, with the BPTRP register
pointing to the bitmap that tracks free parts within the TR Bank.

TABLE 2: The newly designed status registers for TR-based LD-SC MAC.

Register Description
TRBA TR Bank Address

numTRB The number of TR Bank
TRD TR Distance
PS The Parallel for one Segment to

sIMB The State of Internal Memory Bus: 0 for interaction
with the CPU, 1 for internal memory operations

BPTRP The Bitmap Pointer of TR Part

5.2 Matrix-matrix multiplication Scheduler
With the development of DNNs, the scale and complexity
of the models are increasing, and the computing power of
a single processor has been unable to meet the performance
requirements. In order to solve this problem, huge computing
tasks should be split and assigned to multiple processors for
parallel execution.

In this paper, we use SUMMA [35] to schedule matrix
operations among multiple processors, which gradually com-
pletes the matrix multiplication in the form of blocks through
broadcast and accumulation operations. To calculate C = A×B,
where matrix A is of size m × k, and matrix B is of size k × n,
we distribute the computation across a grid of r × c, Let Pij

represent the processor in the i − th row and j − th column
of the grid. Each processor Pij is responsible for computing a
submatrix of C. Note that the rows of matrix C are calculated
from the rows of matrix A, and the columns of matrix C are
derived from the columns of matrix B. Therefore, we constrain
the data decomposition such that the rows of A and C are
assigned to the same row of processors, while the columns of B
and C are assigned to the same column of processors. At each
step, a processor row broadcasts a block of rows from A to all
processors in its row, while a processor column broadcasts a
block of columns from B to all processors in its column. Once
a processor has received the corresponding row and column
blocks, it performs a partial matrix multiplication to compute
a portion of the submatrix of C. This process is repeated for
all blocks of A and B until the entire matrix multiplication is
complete.

6 EXPERIMENT RESULTS

In this section, we first compare the area overhead of generating
segments between SNG and PFC. Then we evaluate the energy
consumption and latency of our proposed LD-SC MAC assisted
with TR and compare these metrics with other computing units
based on RTM to quantify the advantages of our proposed
units. To ensure the fairness of the comparison, we calculate
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TABLE 3: Experimental setup & RTM parameter.

Racetrack properties
Racetrack width/length/thickness 32nm / 64nm / 2.2nm Number of bits per racetrack 256

Critical current density for TR 3.5× 107A/cm2 Number of used bits per racetrack 193
shift / write / TR latency (cycles) 2 / 2 / 5

shift / write / TR energy for once op (pJ) 0.3 / 0.1 / 0.175
Bank pool properties

Number of tracks per DBC (wordsize) 32 Number of DBCs per bank 256
Number of banks per bankpool 2048 Number of bankpools per channel 1
Number of channels per system 1 Number of access ports per track 33

Addressing Scheme Channel:Bankpool:Bank:DBC:Domain

the energy consumption and latency of multiplication and
addition operations for computational units which are from
CORUSCANT [25], SPIM [26], and DW-NN [27] in the same
energy consumption and latency of read, write, shift and TR
operations. Next, we show that our model has good compati-
bility with ET, and can effectively use ET to achieve low energy
consumption and high throughput systems. We compare the
total energy consumption and total latency of a single classifier
computation in VGG19, Alexnet, Lenet, and Resnet18 neural
networks, where we are outperforming the other computational
units in a single computation, and thus the total energy con-
sumption and latency will theoretically be outperforming the
other PIM architectures as well. What’s more, we evaluate the
energy consumption per bit, EDP, and latency for parallelism
and precision reconfiguration, which are discussed in section 4,
on VGG19. Finally, we evaluate the accuracy of LD-SC MAC
assisted with TR. In the next subsection, we will describe the
setup of the experiment.

6.1 Experimental Setup

To facilitate a fair comparison, we benchmark the read, shift,
and write latency and energy against those reported in DW-NN
[27]. To comprehensively assess the racetrack’s performance,
we employ RTSim, an open-source domain wall memory sim-
ulator, which calculates all relevant latency and energy con-
sumption using. All relevant RTM parameters are summarized
in Table 3. Utilizing operational data from CORUSCANT [25],
TRD is set to 7 domains. Specifically, each track is configured
with 256 domains, out of which the TRD spans 7 domains,
with 5 domains containing valid data and the remaining two
domains at both ends set to a constant value of ’0’. Given
the inherent constraint that adjacent segments cannot simul-
taneously execute TR operations, we divide each track into
32 partitions, effectively utilizing 193 domains. Consequently,
during any single TR operation, only 16 partitions within a
track are accessible for data manipulation.

The segment output unit and tree adders in this work are
synthesized in 45 nm technology using FreePDK45 [28] Design
Compile (DC). In our design, we use 8-bit multiplication, which
corresponds to a 256-bit SN. Due to the different segment
lengths, the output logic has 6 different versions, Table 4 shows
the output latency of each logic version. When the seed is com-
posed of the first 2 bits in the SN, the output logic is the slowest
version and the fastest version of the seed consisting of the first
63 bits outputs only 4 segments at worst. In the experimental
comparisons, we choose the fastest version as output logic. In
the implementation stage, considering there are both positive
and negative values in neural network multiplication, the track
is divided equally into two halves, storing positive and negative
LD-SC segments respectively. But in the output logic, we use
unsigned computation, all the TR results of the additions in
the final same-signed tree adder will have a sign bit added to

distinguish between positive and negative values. These will
then be fed into the last signed adder of the entire addition
module.

TABLE 4: 8-bits multiplication output logic & tree adder power (mW ).

Segment Parallelism Seed length Largest output times Power
4 3 64 0.1249
8 7 32 0.1108
16 15 16 0.0972
32 31 8 0.0848
64 63 4 0.0702

Cifar and ImageNet datasets for image classification tasks
are used to evaluate the latency and energy performance of our
proposed architecture with other PIM architectures. To fit the
scale of the datasets, Alexnet [29], VGG19 [30], Inception-V3
[31], Resnet-18 [32], Squeezenet-1.1 [33] and LeNet-5 [34] are
chosen to quantify the performance of each architecture.

6.2 Evaluation of Latency

In this subsection, we evaluate the latency of each kind of
operation in different PIM architectures based on RTM. We
apply 5 Network models on 4 PIM architectures under the same
frequency of 1000MHz to record and compare the consumed
cycles shown in Table 5. In Table 5, the latency changes with
the scale of the network, in Lenet-5 our proposed architecture
is 2.88× faster than CORUSCANT and in VGG-19 is 4.40×
faster than CORUSCANT and when the scale of the network
is larger, LD-SC MAC assisted with TR has higher efficiency in
computation.

One source of the acceleration is that the proposed LD-
SC MAC has good compatibility with ET which removes the
invalid-bit that are written to RTM. There are a large number of
data values that are very small in the classifier computation of
neural networks, so when performing stochastic computation,
there are many ’0’ in a complete stochastic sequence. LD-SC
MAC assisted with TR splits the complete sequence into several
segments to generate the SN segments on demand, reducing the
number of write, shift, and TR operations for invalid segments,
and thus speeding up the computation. In subsection 5.4, we
will provide a detailed description of the data distribution of
a single classifier computation in networks and explain why
our method has good compatibility with ET. Meanwhile, in
our LD-SC MAC, the number of valid-bit has no need to be
stored into RTM waiting until all dot product units finish, but
is inputted into tree adders to get the addition result of several
multiplications. However, the other three architectures finish
the multiplication operation by addition, then they need to
calculate the sum and carry bit by bit from LSB to MSB, this
is another reason why their overall latency is higher than our
proposed work.
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Fig. 12: Latency evaluation of different PIM architecture in several networks.
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Fig. 13: Energy evaluation of different PIM architecture in several networks.

TABLE 5: Latency evaluation in different architectures and comparison of
speedup.

Networks Architectures (cycles)
Ours CORUSCANT SPIM DW-NN

LeNet-5 2.62E + 02(↓) 7.54E + 02 3.17E + 03 3.42E + 03
AlexNet 3.17E + 03 1.36E + 03(↓) 6.60E + 04 7.16E + 04

SqueezeNet-1.1 3.48E + 03(↓) 1.26E + 04 5.22E + 04 5.66E + 04
ResNet-18 5.64E + 03(↓) 2.22E + 04 1.15E + 05 1.24E + 05
VGG-19 1.06E + 06 4.66E + 05(↓) 2.27E + 06 2.46E + 06

6.3 Evaluation of Energy

The energy consumption in the computation of each PIM archi-
tecture comes from logic and RTM, that the logic in our pro-
posed work consists mostly of the segments output logic and
tree adders logic, and the RTM energy consumption is mainly
composed of write, shift, read and TR which is the proprietary
operation of LD-SC MAC assisted with TR and CORUSCANT.
The total energy consumption in the computation part is shown
as Fig. 13(a), where five different scale networks are deployed
on each PIM architecture. In small networks, e.g., our proposed
work is 1.26×, 6.37× and 10.3× less energy than the other
three architectures, and in large networks, e.g., VGG-19, our
proposed work is 1.42×, 7.4× and 11.5× less energy than the
other three architectures.

The low energy consumption in our proposed work is
because LD-SC MAC assisted with TR has fewer write, read,

and shift operations, and the main energy consumption is from
the logic of outputting segments and adding TR results. By
combining multiplication and additions, which saves steps in
the complete addition operations within one convolution, we
ultimately reduce the total energy consumption. The design
of tree adders adding multiple multiplications results and less
write operations is benefit from that the multiplications of our
proposed work are more data-oriented and support the ET of
sequences in the generation stage.

6.4 Compatibility with Early-Termination
Our work utilizes ET, which uses PFC to generate SN segments
based on the size of the UN as needed. By combining ET
with the “asynchronous write-in with synchronous TR”, we
achieve performance improvements and overcome the waste
of latency for waiting. With ET, the UN determines the latency
and energy consumption. In the worst-case scenario, when the
UN is very large, under 64-segment-parallelism, there needs 4
cycles to generate all segments. RTM needs 2 cycles for shifting
and 2 cycles for writing, that is, in 16 cycles RTM can finish
the segment writing because one part owns 5 domains, and
the worst-case multiplication outputs 4 64-bit long segments
which leaves the fifth domain in the 64 parts needs to be ”0”
to keep the number of ’1’ in this worst-case multiplication
unchanged. When the parts are filled with valid data, 64 TR
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(b)AlexNet
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(b)SqueezeNet-1.1
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(d)ResNet-18
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(e)VGG-19
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Fig. 14: Distribution of UN in the five DNNs. The top right corners are the
percentage of the cases that only one cycle is enough for a multiplication.

operations need 5 cycles to get the results of this multiplication
and send them to the tree adders waiting for 3 cycles to get the
LD-SC multiplication result, which yields a total of 32 cycles
and the energy consumption of one worst-case multiplication
is 167.1pJ . The multiplications can be parallel, the data in each
part can be TR at the same time and just need another 2 cycles
for the combinational logic tree adder to add two or more
multiplication results together.

However, in network computation, in quite a few situa-
tions the worst case multiplication, that is, the multiplication
operands are larger than 191 which causes the output logic
to output 4 64-bit segments. The main situation is that the
output time is only once and the writing, shifting time is
reduced significantly. In order to obtain the value distribution
of multiplications smaller one operand, we sampled 5 mil-
lion multiplications with non-zero results in each of Alexnet,
VGG19, Resnet-18, Squeezenet-1.1, and Lenet-5 and counted
the number of each value appearing in multiplications. Fig. 14
shows the distribution from ”0” to ”255” of multiplication
smaller operands value, and all the networks distribution
shows that the value of 99% operands is between ”0” to ”63”
which means that 64 parts with 5 domains in each part could
hold the results of 5 multiplications. The latency and energy
consumption used in the worst-case multiplication now can
finish 5 real multiplications. TR in our proposed work could
read 5 multiplications results using less parallelism, cycles, and
energy as same as in the worst case. In CNN computation,
there are quite a few additions in average pooling layers, our
proposed architecture could decrease the addition latency by
parallel computers and tree adders.

Table 6 reports the actual speed and energy of LD-SC MAC
assisted with TR, CORUSCANT, SPIM, and DW-NN for 2-
operand multiplication, 2-multiplication results addition and 5-
multiplication results addition in network computations. From
the data reported in Table 6, our proposed LD-SC MAC assisted
with TR is faster and with less energy than CORUSCANT,
SPIM, and DW-NN at every aspect in actual computation be-
cause the LD-SC multiplication executes in a parallel way. Our
architecture is 2×, 2.6×, and 2.6× faster than CORUSCANT
in 2-operand multiplication, 2-multiplication results addition
and 5-multiplication results addition. In just one multiplica-
tion, LD-SC MAC assisted with TR could put one segment
on one nanowire which means that the part could fill four
domains in one part like the distribution way in Fig. 7. The
energy consumption is 2.4pJ less than CORUSCANT and in
2-multiplication results, the addition is 17.2pJ less than COR-
USCANT. In 5-multiplication results addition, five 64-bit long

(a) Varying BN length on fixed parallelism (b) Varying parallelism on fixed BN length

Fig. 15: Evaluation of reconfiguration in parallelism and BN length.

segments are written vertically into 64 nanowires and fill one
part in every nanowire. In this case, LD-SC MAC assisted with
TR owns high parallelism in 5-multiplication results addition
leading to the lower energy consumption which is 1.56× less
than CORUSCANT and faster speed.

6.5 Evaluation of Parallelism and Precision Reconfigura-
tion
In Section 4, we have discussed the reconfiguration of LD-
SC MAC assisted with TR in parallelism and precision. The
following content will give the energy consumption per bit,
OPJ, and latency for two different reconfigurable cases on VGG-
19.

6.5.1 Evaluation of Parallelism Reconfiguration
In Fig. 15(a), we take VGG-19 as an example of a setup with
a parallelism of 4 at different binary data lengths. Then the
computational energy consumption per unit bit is calculated
based on the (4) with fixed parallelism. Fig. 15(a) shows that
the energy consumption per bit decreases with the increase of
BN length. This is because, in the calculation process, the main
source of energy consumption is the logical output of segments
and the memory writing process. In the case of parallelism of
4, as the binary operand increases, there will be a larger binary
UN value that needs to output more segments to be written
to the racetrack memory, which also increases TR operations.
However, the increase in energy consumption of these parts is
limited, and the energy consumption of a single operation is
very small, so the actual increase in energy consumption is not
much. When the length of the binary operand is 8 bits, it is only
26 % and 11% higher than the total energy consumption of 6
bits and 7 bits, but in terms of latency, the number of cycles
corresponding to 6 bits, 7 bits, and 8 bits is 7.3E + 03,2.5E +
05 and 9.3E + 05 cycles, respectively. Therefore, in the case of
fixed parallelism, the main rise is not energy consumption but
latency. So in the reconstruction evaluation of data precise, the
data precise should be selected according to the calculation,
but in the parallelism selection should try to select a larger
parallelism to speed up the calculation process.

6.5.2 Evaluation of Precision Reconfiguration
In this experiment, the data precise is fixed to 8-bit binary
operands, while the parallelism is variable at five levels of
4,8,16,32 and 64. The experiment uses the EDP, as shown in (5)
to evaluate the energy efficiency and latency of the calculation.
The latency under different parallelisms is shown in Table
7. The results show that the latency increases significantly
with the decrease of parallelism. This is because in the SN of
the same length, although the lower parallelism improves the
compression ratio, it also increases the number of calculations
required to output segments, increasing processing time. On the
contrary, higher parallelism can output results faster. In terms of
energy consumption, higher parallelism will contain more ’0’ in
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TABLE 6: Operation comprasion.

Computing Unit Ours CORUSCANT SPIM DW-NN
2 Mults 5 Mults 2 Mults 5 Mults 2 Mults 5 Mults 2 Mults 5 Mults

Operation Mult & & Mult & & Mult & & Mult & &
Add Add Add Add Add Add Add Add

Speed (cycles) 32 32 34 64 90 90 149 198 328 163 217 357
Energy (pJ) 44.3 90.2 167.1 46.7 107.4 261.5 196 420 1101.6 308 656 1709.6

Fig. 16: Evaluation of accuracy between binary multiplication, traditional SC and
LD-SC.

the UN edge sequence, resulting in an increase in ’0’ in the edge
sequence, thereby increasing energy consumption. Fig. 15(b)
shows the EDP under different parallelism. The results show
that higher parallelism corresponds to lower EDP, showing
better energy efficiency and latency. At the parallelism of 32 and
64, the EDP is close, but the parallelism of 64 is slightly better.
Therefore, in the case of 8-bit binary operands, the parallelism
of 64 shows the best energy efficiency and delay performance.

TABLE 7: 8-Bit Case VGG-19 Computation Latency.

Parallelism 64-P 32-P 16-P 8-P 4-P
Latency (Cycles) 105835 160799 270727 490583 930295

Speedup ∅ 1.52× 2.56× 4.64× 8.79×

6.6 Discussion of Model Accuracy
Currently, the APC is a significant issue affecting SC. There-
fore, our research focuses primarily on addressing the APC
problem, improving both parallelism and energy consumption.
Compared to previous studies on LD-SC MAC accelerators,
our model maintains consistent accuracy. Therefore, we only
need to compare the accuracy of different calculation methods,
including traditional SC, LD-SC, and binary multiplication.
As shown in Fig. 16, the LD-SC is slightly lower than exact
multiplication but much higher than conventional SC in terms
of accuracy, which means that our proposed work ensures high
accuracy while significantly increasing parallelism compared to
other LD-SC computations, thereby achieving low latency and
low power consumption.

7 CONCLUSION

In this paper, we proposed using TR instead of APC to
overcome the high energy consumption and latency issues
associated with APCs. Based on TR’s access wider view of
data, a low-power, low-latency neuron-architecture is designed.
By adopting the hybrid coding PFC and ET, SN is gener-
ated by segments on demand. Additionally, by abandoning
the traditional computing way that divides one dot-product
computing into multiplication and addition steps, we designed
“asynchronous write-in with synchronous TR” that supports
computing a dot-product by executing multiplication and ad-
ditions at the same time, and used a pipeline to speed up. To

solve the problem of inaccessible neighbor parts with TR, an
interleaving data placement was proposed, which only requires
one TR operation to access all parts of a vector to fully utilize
memory bus. The evaluation shows that our design achieves
lower latency and lower energy consumption compared to
other PIM architectures.
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