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Abstract

Approximate computing emerges as a promising approach to en-
hance the efficiency of compute-in-memory (CiM) systems in deep
neural network processing. However, traditional approximate tech-
niques often significantly trade off accuracy for power efficiency,
and fail to reduce data transfer between main memory and CiM
banks, which dominates power consumption. This paper intro-
duces a novel probabilistic approximate computation (PAC) method
that leverages statistical techniques to approximate multiply-and-
accumulation (MAC) operations, reducing approximation error by
4x compared to existing approaches. PAC enables efficient sparsity-
based computation in CiM systems by simplifying complex MAC
vector computations into scalar calculations. Moreover, PAC enables
sparsity encoding and eliminates the LSB activations transmission,
significantly reducing data reads and writes. This sets PAC apart
from traditional approximate computing techniques, minimizing
not only computation power but also memory accesses by 50%,
thereby boosting system-level efficiency. We developed PACiM, a
sparsity-centric architecture that fully exploits sparsity to reduce
bit-serial cycles by 81% and achieves a peak 8b/8b efficiency of
14.63 TOPS/W in 65 nm CMOS while maintaining high accuracy of
93.85/72.36/66.02% on CIFAR-10/CIFAR-100/ImageNet benchmarks
using a ResNet-18 model, demonstrating the effectiveness of our
PAC methodology. Software simulation framework is available
at GitHub.
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1 Introduction

Deep learning has witnessed remarkable advancements in recent
years, extending from image recognition and natural language pro-
cessing to autonomous systems and predictive analytics[25]. To
address the computational demands of deep neural network (DNN)
models, Compute-in-Memory (CiM) architectures have emerged as
a promising alternative, marking a paradigm shift away from con-
ventional computing approaches[28]. By incorporating processing
capabilities directly within memory components, CiM architectures
minimize data movement through data reuse, overcoming a critical
limitation of traditional von Neumann architectures[13, 27]. How-
ever, the increasing complexity of DNN models, often requiring
wider operand bit-widths, results in a corresponding increase in
computational burden, leading to significant energy costs for DNN
applications[3]. This has driven interest in approximate computing
within the CiM domain due to its potential to deliver high energy ef-
ficiency while maintaining high precision in DNN inference[2]. The
most prevalent approximate computing architecture is the Hybrid
CiM (H-CiM), combining digital and analog computing: it processes
deterministic precision computation on the MSB part within the
digital domain, while the LSB part is transferred to the energy-
efficient analog domain, yielding a substantial energy efficiency
gain with minimal accuracy loss[9].

Despite the potential of approximate computation to transform
CiM architecture, it faces two critical constraints that hinder its
broader application. The first constraint involves the trade-off be-
tween approximation accuracy and resource overhead. Take hybrid
digital-analog computing for example, where the analog domain
computing is used to approximate LSB computations. Achieving
greater computational accuracy requires higher-precision ADCs,
which impacts energy efficiency and adds substantial area over-
head. This creates a contradiction where existing approximate meth-
ods cannot concurrently achieve high precision and high energy
efficiency, presenting a significant challenge for designing high-
performance approximate CiM systems.

The second major challenge concerns the substantial energy
overhead caused by data movement between memory and CiM
macros. Although CiM outperforms conventional digital accelera-
tors at the macro level, this merit is less evident at a system level[22].
The main reason for this discrepancy is frequent cache memory
accesses for transferring output or intermediate activations, high-
lighting the need to optimize the activation movement to unlock the


https://github.com/Keio-CSG/PACiM
https://doi.org/10.1145/3676536.3676704
https://doi.org/10.1145/3676536.3676704

ICCAD ’24, October 27-31, 2024, New York, NY, USA

xm bit
( A X
(CiM Banks I msB LSB
No LSB Transfer | Digital Domain Computing ojojo 1joj1
—— | * Binary Bit Representation of1]o]...lof1]0
[ofo[a[..[Thd
ojo|1 ol1]1
MSB bits N times Product-Sum: x2"
MAC = xoqwo + =+ + Xy_1Wy_1 ololo 1110
ojo|1 ojo|1
Cache N-dimensional Vector to a Single Scalar Operation allelle el
Memory /ﬁ 2
CnM Processing Unit - - Compress
« Sparsity Domain Computing ERarstiEncoding
: « Sparsity Representation
Sparsity bits + On-die Sparsity Encoding ofojof..fofofo
[of..]1] xn
One Single Multiply-Divide:
MAC = S, - S, /N of1]1 o112
\ N J

xm

Zhang et al.

8-bit DNN Task:

MSB LSB

Record total ‘1”’s count across each bit
X, W
1 1 s. s
1 1 MSB Sparsity 00011 X mw
""""""" LsB sfaarsity 10110
0 0/1 1IN1
1 10 A 4

Replace with compact

Discard deterministic LSB bits sparsity information

Weight: Offline compression

> No LSB weight updates
Activation: On-die encoding

> No LSB activation data transfer

« Computation Power: x5 Energy Efficiency Boost
« Inference Accuracy: x4 Approximate Error Reduction
« Data Transmission: Eliminates ~ 50% Data Transfer

Figure 1: General Concept of PACiM: This architecture utilizes a novel PAC method to transform traditional vector computations
into a single scalar operation. It features data compression into bit-level sparsity, while eliminating all LSB data transfers.

full potential of CiM. However, recent approximate methodologies
in CiM often focus solely on computation, neglecting the impact of
memory access. Extensive research has shown that the energy cost
of cache access is comparable to computation, and weight updates
requiring off-die DRAM access can be orders of magnitude more
expensive[12, 13, 33]. This suggests that approximate methodolo-
gies that address memory access are crucial for achieving high
system-level energy efficiency.

In this paper, we propose a novel probabilistic approximate com-
putation (PAC) methodology and a sparsity-centric architecture
to address the above two challenges. As Fig. 1 demonstrates, the
PAC method effectively reduces extensive m-bit, 2"-length weight
and activation data to a compact m X n bit-level sparsity, transition-
ing computations into the sparsity domain. Unlike the traditional
multiply-and-accumulation (MAC) operations, which execute N
times product-sum calculations, computations within the sparsity
domain approximate the MAC output through a singular multiply-
divide operation, markedly improving computational efficiency.
The proposed PACiM architecture combines CiM banks with a
Compute-near-Memory (CnM) processing unit into a hybrid sys-
tem. This design ensures that the MSB portion of the MAC computa-
tion remains accurate within the digital domain using conventional
binary bit data representation. Meanwhile, the CnM unit employs
the PAC methodology for approximate computing using bit-level
sparsity, surpassing existing approximate computing techniques
in both computational efficiency and accuracy. Through on-die
sparsity encoding and data translation into a bit-level sparsity, our
method eliminates the LSB activation transmission and facilitates a
low-cost sparsity bit communication. This leads to a substantial re-
duction in expensive DRAM and cache accesses. Our contributions
are outlined as follows:

e Moving beyond traditional techniques, we find that the PAC
method can accurately approximates the MAC output with a
root-mean-square error (RMSE) below 1%, which represents a
fourfold improvement over competing approximation methods
in the CiM paradigm.

e The design of PACIM, a sparsity-centric architecture that lever-
ages the full potential of PAC, reducing bit-serial computational
cycles by over 81% and achieving peak 8b/8b efficiency of 14.63
TOPS/W in a 65 nm CMOS, along with a 50% reduction in data

access power. To our best knowledge, this is the first approxi-
mate CiM design that tackles the system-level cache access issue
utilizing sparsity encoding.

o Extensive experimental validation shows that our PACiM archi-
tecture maintains high accuracy levels of 93.85% (-0.62%), 72.36%
(-0.62%), and 66.02% (-2.74%) on the CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and
ImageNet datasets, respectively, using the ResNet-18 model with
only minimal accuracy loss.

2 Preliminaries
2.1

In modern computing, a significant challenge is the high energy
consumption caused by frequent memory accesses[10], which is
particularly severe in deep learning due to extensive data and com-
putation requirements. Despite the benefits of CiM systems, sig-
nificant energy is still expended in transferring the intermediate
activation data between the CiM macro and cache memory. For
example, a 16-bit MAC operation requires only 0.075 pJ of energy,
whereas accessing a 512 KB SRAM cache incurs an energy cost of
30.375 pJ[33], resulting in a 400x disparity. In an 8-bit ImageNet
tasks using the ResNet-50 model, we estimate that SRAM cache read
and write operations of the activations alone can consume up to
394 uJ, which is comparable to the 405 pJ MAC energy expenditure.
Moreover, loading model parameters into the processor, necessitat-
ing DRAM accesses, can cost as much as 200 pJ per access, making
weight parameter loading the major energy-draining activity in
CiM accelerators[12, 13]. One approach to mitigate this issue is
through DNN model compression and sparse matrix representation
processing[8], which reduce storage requirements and enable DNN
parameters to fit entirely within on-die SRAM, eliminating mem-
ory access and enhancing efficiency[7]. However, these techniques
have received limited attention in CiM research, highlighting an
urgent need for developing a specialized computing approach to
tackle the memory access issues in CiMs.

Memory Access

2.2 Approximate Computation of DNN

DNN models exhibit a remarkable resilience to computational inac-
curacies, providing opportunities for resource optimization through
approximate computation[2]. This capability enables the energy
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reduction of digital accelerators through the application of approx-
imate multiplication, thereby improving inference efficiency[16].
Selecting the most suitable approximate multiplier can lead to
substantial energy savings with only minimal impact to model
performance[20]. With transformer models becoming increasingly
prevalent, novel approaches have been developed to boost efficiency
in processing attention layers, including the use of a big-exact-small-
approximate strategy to efficiently manage weakly-related tokens
and reduce unnecessary computation of near-zero values[31]. In the
domain of CiM systems, the adoption of approximate computation
methods is also gaining attention. Incorporating an approximate
adder tree into the Digital-CiM (D-CiM) array improves hardware
efficiency while maintaining an RMSE of only 4.03%[29]. Although
this level of RMSE allows for CIFAR-10 applications, it is still too
serious for tasks requiring higher noise tolerance, such as Ima-
geNet, indicating the need for novel methods that achieve both
high approximation accuracy and energy efficiency.

2.3 Hybrid Computation

CiM architectures can be classified into two types: D-CiM and
Analog-CiM (A-CiM)[24]. D-CiM systems utilize digital logic for dot
product (DP) operations within memory arrays and aggregate these
DPs using a digital adder tree[6, 14]. While digital logic ensures
error-free computation, it compromises energy and area efficiency.
On the contrary, A-CiM architectures achieve DP accumulation
in the charge or current domain, with an ADC for voltage level
translation[17, 23, 35]. A-CiM systems offer high energy efficiency
through low-power analog computations, but are more susceptible
to errors from device variability and noise. Recent developments in
CiM systems incorporate a hybrid architecture that combines the ad-
vantages of both D-CiM and A-CiM through hybrid computation[9].
This approach, grounded in approximate computing principles, as-
signs higher-order MSB cycles to the digital domain and lower-order
LSB cycles to the analog domain, thus enables both high inference
quality and low energy consumption.

Some processors integrate both digital and analog cores within
a single system, allocating different DNN layers to either core for
processing[26]. Other designs incorporate D-CiM and A-CiM within
a H-CiM macro to maximize computation efficiency[4, 32]. To miti-
gate the issues caused by ADC and LSB memory access, we explore
the feasibility of constructing a specialized approximate processing
core based on statistical inference, leading to a novel architecture
that surpasses existing H-CiM designs in both computation and
data communication efficiencies.

2.4 Exploiting Sparsity

Exploiting sparsity, characterized by the zero-valued elements within
DNN weights and activations, presents an opportunity for enhanc-
ing computational speed and reducing energy consumption. Digital

accelerators leverage this characteristic by detecting zero vales

and applying gating logic to bypass unnecessary computations

and data accesses[5]. In CiM systems, the focus has shifted to-
wards bit-level sparsity, where detecting sparse input activations

can significantly eliminate redundant circuit operations or ADC

conversion cycles[13, 15, 30, 34]. Efforts to enhance bit-level spar-
sity in DNN computations further reduce insignificant operations,
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improving the operational efficiency of CiM systems[18, 19]. While
sparsity has traditionally been regarded as merely an auxiliary tool
for improving computational efficiency, our PAC method takes a
novel approach by applying bit-level sparsity directly to approxi-
mate MAC computations, realizing an energy-efficient but precise
computing approach. Moreover, developing a system fully centered
around sparsity not only enhances computational efficiency but
also effectively addresses the challenges related to memory access,
which have been difficult to tackle within other low-power com-
puting techniques.
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Figure 2: Probabilistic Approximate Computation: Model
CiM operations using principles of statistical inference.

3 Probabilistic Approximate Computation

3.1 Concept Formulation

Computing Concept. We first review the fundamental principles
of CiM systems and then introduce our novel PAC method. CiM ac-
celerators primarily perform MAC operations and compute output
activations by the following equation:

xn[plwnlq] 1)

Here, x and w represent the N-dimensional input activation vec-
tor and weight vector, respectively, both in UINT format with bit
widths P and Q. In both D-CiM and A-CiM systems, the primary
computational activity is centered around generating DPs within lo-
cal memory cells, followed by summing instances where DP equals
‘1’ in a CiM column, as detailed in Eq. 1. Moving beyond traditional
techniques, we propose a new approach that leverages statistical in-
ference and exploits bit-level sparsity for approximation. Assuming
the occurrence of DP equaling ‘1’ follows a Bernoulli distribution
with probability p over length n, we consider the local DP gen-
eration a Bernoulli trial, depicted in Fig. 2, with the MAC output
following a binomial distribution MAC ~ B(n, p). By modeling the
DP generation to a probabilistic expression and knowing the proba-
bility of DP being ‘1, we can approximate the MAC output via point
estimation, calculating the expected value as E(MAC) = np. As n
increases, the expected MAC output progressively aligns with the
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Figure 3: Approximate Error Analysis: (a) Weight/activation sparsity dependence across each bit index. (b) Distribution of
actual MAC operations for typical weight/activation sparsity combinations. (c) RMSE variation across different DP lengths.

actual value, affirming the accuracy of this approximation method
in MAC computations. In common AND logic CiM scenarios, we
define p as follows:

P(DP=1)=P(w=1Nnx=1)=P(w=1)-P(x=1) (2)

In this context, P(DP = 1), which stands for P(wx = 1), indicates
the probability that the local DP equals ‘1’. This value is determined
by multiplying the probabilities of the weight and activation bits
being ‘1’, under the assumption that these bits are independent and
identically distributed. Utilizing the total count of ‘1’s for each bit,
we express these probabilities via bit-level sparsity S,,/n and Sy /n,
where S,, and Sy indicate the total ‘1’s for weights and activations
throughout the DP sequence. Thus, the expected MAC output for
AND logic CiM systems simplifies to:

E(MAC) = Sy - Sw/n 3)

Data Encoding. To derive S,, and Sy for PAC, bit-level sparsity
encoding is applied to weights and activations. Taking a CNN as an
example, for a multi-bit original activation x and weight w with a
bit X channel format, the sparsity for each bit index is determined
by the total number of ‘1’s across the channel. Illustrated in Fig.
1, this encoding compresses the channel dimension per bit index,
converting the data representation to bit X 1. For instance, an 8-bit
tensor for weight w or activation x, sized at 8 x 128 bits, undergoes
encoding to become 8x 7 bits. This method significantly compresses
the data: from 1024 bits originally to just 56 bits, achieving a 95%
compression ratio and markedly enhancing data transfer efficiency.

Table 1: Error of State-of-the-Art Approximate Methods

ISSCC ISSCC ASP-DAC This Work
is Wor
2022[29] 2022[26] 2024[4]
Method  Approximate Analog Analog Sparsity
RMSE (%) 4.0/6.8 3.5-4.8 8.5¢ 0.3-1.04

2 RMSE (%) on single/double-approximate hardware.

b Error (%) minimum at best operating point reported in Ref. [11].
¢ RMSE (%) calculated by Macro spec with quantization error.

4 RMSE (%) with DP length from 512 to 4096.

Efficient H-CiM System. According to Eq. 3, our PAC methodol-
ogy transforms computation into the sparsity domain, effectively
converting the traditional n-fold product-sum computation into a
single multiply-divide operation, significantly conserving the com-
putational energy. Moreover, unlike traditional methods that read
each bit from a vector individually for computation, PAC requires
just one read to obtain the sparsity information, substantially reduc-
ing memory access power. Given that the MSB part computation
is crucial and nearly noise-intolerant, we incorporate PAC within
deterministic digital computation and aim to reformulate Eq. 1,
crafting an H-CiM architecture:

O=x-w=x Z 2p+qNZ_lxn[P]Wn[Q]
=0

(p.Q) €D n (4)
+ Z 2P*9(Sx[p] - Swlql/N)
(p.q)eA

In this equation, (p, q) denotes a binary MAC cycle correlating
bit indices of activation and weight, with D and A representing
deterministic and approximate binary MAC cycle subsets, respec-
tively. The terms Sy [p] and S,,[g], representing the summation
of instances where the p-th activation and g-th weight bits are
‘1", transforms complex vector calculations into streamlined scalar
operations, thus introducing an unique approach to conserve com-
putational energy.

3.2 Approximate Error Analysis

Next, we evaluate the approximate errors associated with the PAC
methodology. We quantized both the ResNet-18 model and CIFAR-
100 input activations into UINT8 format to observe the sparsity at
each bit index. As depicted in Fig. 3(a), weight sparsity fluctuates be-
tween 0.25 and 0.7, whereas input activation sparsity varies from 0
to 0.3, highlighting the dynamic nature of sparsity across bit indices.
To quantify the RMSE of our PAC approach, we simulated a CiM
column with a DP length of 1024. By randomly generating binary
weight and activation bits with three specific sparsity levels, we
recorded the actual MAC outputs and compared them against the
expected values derived via the PAC methodology. This experiment
was conducted over 100K iterations, demonstrated that the actual
MAC outputs closely align with the expected values as shown in
Fig. 3(b), with a RMSE of around 6 LSB. This result implies that the
PAC method ensures a deviation of less than 0.6% in over 68% of
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computations for a DP length of 1024. Furthermore, as illustrated
in Table 1, the PAC methodology surpasses the accuracy of existing
approximate computing techniques by fourfold, utilizing merely
a simple multiply-divide operation while also achieving greater
power efficiency. According to the law of large numbers, we expect
the accuracy of the PAC method to improve with the extension of
DP lengths. Fig. 3(c) depicts an analysis of the RMSE (%) trend over
DP lengths ranging from 16 to 4096, where the accuracy of the PAC
method surpasses that of alternative approximation methods at a
DP length of 64, with the RMSE (%) consistently decreasing in pro-
portion to n~1/2 at greater DP lengths[1, 21]. Given that DP lengths
in typical CONV layers range from 3 X 3 X 64 to 3 X 3 X 512, and
LINEAR layers span from 512 to 4096, our PAC can approximate
MAC outputs with an RMSE below 1%. This positions our PAC tech-
nique as a superior alternative to existing approximation methods,
paving the way for both accurate and efficient CiM system.
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Figure 4: Computing map of the PACiM architecture.

4 Architecture
4.1 Computing Map

This section introduces the computing map that configures bit-serial
computing cycles to digital and sparsity domains in our PACiM ar-
chitecture, as described in Eq. 4. Unlike traditional H-CiM systems
that divide computing cycles based on bit-shift orders , our PACIM
architecture employs a distinct operand-based approximation, as
shown in Fig. 4. This approach allows for the removal of memory
columns that store LSB weights in CiM macros by leveraging bit-
level sparsity in the sparsity domain computing. Operand-based
approximation enables simultaneous maximization of computa-
tional efficiency and minimization of area overhead. Our PACiM
architecture specifically targets a 4-bit approximation for 8-bit DNN
tasks, and this eliminates four memory columns dedicated to the
LSB weights. Consequently, the D-CiM computing cycles are sig-
nificantly reduced from 64 to 16 as shown in Fig. 4, where the gray
squares represent the approximate computing cycles transferred to
the sparsity domain.

4.2 Architecture Overview

We present the PACiM architecture, illustrated in Fig. 5, which
integrates multiple critical components. This architecture includes
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multiple D-CiM banks for deterministic computing in the digital
domain, a CnM processing unit for handling approximate computa-
tions in the sparsity domain, and dedicated bank logic for managing
system operations. In our PACiM architecture, which targets a 4-bit
approximation in 8-bit DNN tasks, only the 4-bit MSB computation
of weights and activations are processed using deterministic D-CiM.
The remaining LSB computations are loaded as sparsity data and
handled entirely in the sparsity domain. Specifically, weights are
pre-processed offline and converted into a 4-bit MSB format, inte-
grated with bit-level sparsity. On the other hand, activation sparsity
is processed online during DNN inference, while the 4-bit LSB acti-
vation is completely discarded. This approach effectively eliminates
the need for weight updates and activation loading within the CiM
array, reducing DRAM access and cache read/write activities by
nearly 50%.

The computing process initiates with 4-bit MSB activations be-
ing sent from the cache to the D-CiM banks for bit-serial computa-
tion. These activations are processed across multiple columns, with
binary MAC outputs undergoing bit-shifting and accumulation
before being transferred in parallel to the buffer. Simultaneously,
the CnM processing unit manages sparsity computations, with the
PAC computation engine (PCE) for sparsity domain computation,
accumulating approximate binary MAC results and sequentially
transferring them to the buffer. Finally, the buffer integrates results
from both the D-CiM banks and the PCE, channeling them through
a pipeline of batch normalization (BN), activation function (AF),
and quantization. The architecture recycles the 4-bit MSB portion
of activations back to the cache for subsequent layer computations,
while the on-die sparsity encoder compresses each bit index into
a compact, low-dimensional sparsity representation before being
sent back to the cache, significantly enhancing data communication
efficiency.

4.3 D-CiM Array

Fig. 5 D details the structure of 256 X 256 cells D-CiM array similar
to Ref. [6], featuring 64 multi-bit weight columns (MWCs), wordline
(WL)/input drivers, column write drivers, and bit select (BS). Each
MWLC is designed to store 4-bit MSB weights that are indexed to
corresponding memory columns. A key feature is the integration
of a transmission gate, controlled by the BS, on the Q side of each
6T SRAM cell. This design allows for the selective introduction of
weight bits into one side of the NOR gate array during operation,
while input activations are simultaneously loaded on the other side,
ultimately aggregating the DPs in the adder tree for efficient bit-
serial MAC computations. Importantly, the adoption of the PAC
method allows for the elimination of memory columns for LSB
storage.

4.4 PAC Computation Engine

Fig. 5 @) shows the circuit design of the PCE, consisting of multiple
PAC computing units (PCUs). Each PCU includes a sparsity register
file to store sparsity data and arithmetic logic for conducting PAC
computations in accordance with Eq. 3. These units handle sparsity
domain computations, aggregating the results in an accumulator for
each MAC cycle. Although the PCE operates independently from
the CiM banks, it is crucial that the number of PCUs matches the
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Figure 5: PACiM Architecture: D-CiM banks for deterministic computing and CnM processing unit for PAC processing.

throughput of the CiM banks to ensure optimal system utilization.
Regarding circuit operations, weight sparsity data are loaded into
corresponding registers, and input sparsity registers is refreshed
dynamically from the cache. This configuration enables the PCUs
to function in a weight-stationary fashion during sparsity domain
computations, thus optimizing operational power. In our imple-
mentation with 65 nm CMOS, each PCU with its corresponding
accumulator, including all register files and arithmetic logic, occu-
pies only 8640 um? of area while achieving a 12-fold improvement
in energy efficiency compared to D-CiM, largely due to the simpli-
fication of MAC computations by the PAC method.

produces output activations within identical pixels across different
channels. Therefore, pixel-wise encoding across all channels offers
the most optimal approach for encoding output activations.
LINEAR Layers. In Linear layers, given that activations from input
layer are recomputed for every output neuron, layer-wise encoding
emerges as the most efficient strategy, encapsulating each neuron
within the layer.

Intermediate Encoding Buffer. In a single-bank system design,
when the extensive MAC operations of an output activation cannot
be entirely accommodated within the MWCs, encoding on a specific
pixel or layer may be disrupted during weight updates in the D-CiM
array. Consequently, an intermediate encoding buffer is employed
to temporarily store the current sparsity. The state of the sparsity

~
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©
S
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It enables the sparsity counter to resume encoding from its previous
state by loading the stored sparsity data from the buffer.

Tiling Multiple Banks. By tiling multiple banks through a care-
fully designed network of connections and control logic to form
a larger system, the need for these intermediate encoding buffers
can be eliminated. In a multi-bank system, the weight updates can
be scheduled in a way that avoids disrupting the encoding process
within a single bank. This allows for continuous encoding of acti-
vations without the need for temporary storage in the intermediate
encoding buffers.

4 5 6 7 8 0 11 12 13 14 15 16
Bit of Operand Average Cycle

(a) (b)
Figure 6: Evaluation of DNN Inference Accuracy: (a) PAC
versus QAT. (b) Dynamic workload configuration.

4.5 On-die Sparsity Encoder

Fig. 5 3 unveils the composition of on-die sparsity encoder, de-
signed to convert 8-bit activations from pipeline output into sparsity
format. It utilizes eight counters to track the occurrences of ‘1’s
within each bit of the activations. The encoding strategy is adapted
for both CONV and LINEAR layers.

CONYV Layers. For CONV layers, where convolution kernels are
arranged along MWCs, activation broadcasting across the array

5 Dynamic Workload Configuration

Unlike traditional CiM architectures, our PACiM architecture uniquely
identifies the sparsity of activations before broadcasting inputs
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Figure 7: System Analysis of PACiM: (a) Bit-serial cycle and (b) Memory access. (c) Area and power breakdown in our design.

across the CiM array. This distinctive feature motivates us to maxi-
mize the utilization of activation sparsity, thereby further improving
energy efficiency. According to Ref. [4], a saliency-aware dynamic
configuration can be implemented based on the significance of
each image pixel. In our PACIiM architecture, we can estimate the
saliency of each output activation by examining the sparsity of
corresponding input activations. Intuitively, a denser bit distribu-
tion in the input activations indicates that the computation is likely
more salient, suggesting a higher output activation. As a result, we
can speculate on the MAC output using the following equation:

P-1
SPEC= Y 2P .S.[p]
p=0

®)

Eq. 5 provides a weighted sum of bit-level activation sparsity, which
serves as an indicator of MAC output magnitude. By speculating
the magnitude of MAC outputs, we selectively reduce bit-serial cy-
cles for MACs that minimally impact DNN inference outcomes. For
speculations that fall below a certain value, we modulate the bound-
ary between digital and sparsity computing, shifting operations
more toward the sparsity domain. This approach is particularly
effective in tasks such as CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100, where DNN
models are more tolerant of computational noise. This speculation
mechanism is integrated into the bank logic, facilitating a dynamic
workload configuration that modulates system operation. Specif-
ically, we normalize Eq. 5 and apply a threshold set [THO, THI,
TH2] to dynamically adjust the digital-sparsity computing bound-
ary. Speculations exceeding TH2 are deemed crucial for inference,
necessitating the full computation of 16 bit-serial cycles in a 4-bit
approximation context. Moderate speculations trigger an incremen-
tal transfer of cycles to the sparsity domain, as shown in Fig. 4.
Upon speculations not surpassing THO, the impact on inference
is consistently marginal, which facilitates a reduction in bit-serial
cycles to the optimal minimum of 10.

Table 2: Inference Accuracy | Loss on 4-bit Approximation.

CIFAR-10 CIFAR-100 ImageNet
ResNet-18  93.85%|-0.62% 72.36% | -0.62% 66.02% | -2.74%
ResNet-50  93.21% | -1.02% 72.65% |-1.04% 75.98% | -3.38%

VGG16-BN 94.29% | -0.66% 75.39% | -0.69% 71.59% | -1.31%

Table 3: 1b/1b Energy Efficiency with Supply at 0.6/1.2 V

D-CiM
TOPS/W  235.01/58.72

PCU + Acc.
2945.92/736.48

PACiM
1170.28/292.57

6 Simulation Results
6.1 Software Simulation on DNN Accuracy

To assess the inference accuracy of our PACiM architecture, we
developed a PyTorch-based simulation framework that accurately
reflects bitwise operations of CiM. This framework decomposes
weights and input activations into binary tensors, closely align-
ing bit-serial MAC computations with the behavior expected in
actual circuits. Given that our PACIM system is fully digital and all
errors originate from the statistical noise in bit distribution, this
approach allows us to evaluate the inference performance accu-
rately. In our system configuration, the initial 3 X 3 X 3 CONV layer
uses standard D-CiM for accurate feature extraction[26], whereas
all subsequent CONV and LINEAR layers apply our 4-bit approxi-
mate PAC method. The DNN models are first pre-trained through
8-bit UINT quantization-aware training (QAT), followed by fine-
tuning under progressively augmented Gaussian noise. We found
that directly imposing a high level of Gaussian noise challenges
the convergence process and diminishes model accuracy. However,
beginning with a good intialization enables the models to demon-
strate superior noise tolerance relative to conventional noise-aware
training techniques.

We investigated the inference accuracy of our PACiM architec-
ture using various approximate operands on the ImageNet bench-
mark with the ResNet-18 model, as illustrated in Fig. 6(a). The
performance was also compared to that of models trained via QAT
at corresponding bit widths, which were directly adjusted to accom-
modate a lower bit precision. The PAC-based approximation of an
8-bit DNN model surpasses the performance of conventional QAT,
particularly in the 4-bit QAT, where insufficient expressiveness
leads to an accuracy drop to 59.71%. The PAC method compen-
sates for this by approximating the behavior of the 8-bit model,
raising accuracy to 66.02%. In contrast, the memory cell columns
that store LSB bits can be completely discarded in the 4-bit ap-
proximation of PAC, significantly reducing the bit cell area by half.
Table 2 summarizes the accuracy of 4-bit PAC approximation across
different models and tasks. In CIFAR-10 and CIFAR-100, the accu-
racy loss is negligible, remaining under 1% compared to the 8-bit
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Table 4: Performance Comparison with State-of-the-Art CiM Design.
ISSCC 2021[6] ISSCC 2022[29]  ISSCC 2022[26]  ASP-DAC 2024[4] ISSCC 2024[35] This Work

Type Digital Approximate Digital-Analog Digital-Analog Analog Digital-Sparsity
Node 22 nm 28 nm 22 nm 65 nm 65 nm 65 nm
Precision 4b/4b, 8b/8b 4b/1b A: 2b/2b, D: 8b/8b 8b/8b 4-8b 8b/8b
Supply (V) 0.72 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.6 0.6
Peak TOPS/W" 163.13 2219/992 74.88 245.12-370.56 4094/818 1170.28
CIFAR-10 Acc.” N/A 86.96%/90.41% 89% N/A 91.7%/95.8% 93.85%
CIFAR-100 Acc.” N/A N/A N/A 67.4%-72.1% N/A 72.36%
ImageNet Acc.” N/A N/A 64% 65.2%-70.8% N/A 66.02%
Mem. Access Red. NO NO NO NO NO 40%-50%

" TOPS/W normalized to 1b/1b MAC in 65 nm CMOS by the bit-serial cycles and node feature capacitance. Accuracy evaluated with ResNet-18/20 models.

QAT baseline. This minor drop is primarily from the procedure
of noise fine-tuning, indicating that the PAC method is effective
for real-world DNN tasks. However, in ImageNet, which demands
higher computational precision, the accuracy loss is slightly greater
but still remains nearly 3%. For applications where this level of
accuracy loss is unacceptable, switching to a 5-bit approximation
effectively eliminates the loss to <1%, while still maintaining high
energy efficiency. Fig. 6(b) demonstrates the potential for dynamic
workload configuration to reduce bit-serial cycles in the CIFAR-100
task. By setting the threshold values referring to Eq. 5, the average
bit-serial cycle can be lowered to 12, achieving an additional 25%
reduction on top of the minimum level in 4-bit approximation, with
only a 1% degradation in accuracy.

6.2 System Performance

To evaluate the system performance of our PACiM architecture,
we referenced the 4b/4b D-CiM bank specifications reported in Ref.
[6] and normalized both the area and power consumption to a 65
nm CMOS for our analysis. Additionally, we designed the CnM
processing unit to complement the corresponding D-CiM bank. We
developed the RTL for the entire CnM processing unit using Verilog,
synthesized it with the Synopsys Design Compiler for the 65 nm
CMOS, and completed the layout with the Synopsys IC Compiler.
This process allowed us to analyze both the area and power con-
sumption. To match the throughput with a 64-accumulator single
bank output, we integrated 6 PCUs into the PCE.

The implementation of a 4-bit approximation using PAC in our
study successfully reduces the bit-serial cycles for 8-bit DNN tasks
by 75%, shifting these computations into the sparsity domain, as
illustrated in Fig. 7(a). While the D-CiM bank exhibits a binary
MAC efficiency of 235.01 TOPS/W, the PCU in conjunction with the
accumulator achieves a substantially increased efficiency of 2945.92
TOPS/W, indicating an improvement by a factor of twelve as in-
dicated in Table 3. By integrating the entire CnM processing unit
into the D-CiM bank, we developed an 8b/8b hybrid computing sys-
tem that elevates the efficiency to 14.63 TOPS/W (1170.28 TOPS/W

when normalized to 1b/1b), approximately five times higher than
that of a fully digital system. Fig. 7(b) highlights that even at a
channel length of 64, the 4-bit approximation of PACiM reduces
cache memory access by 40%, with potential reductions up to 50%
in deeper CONV or LINEAR layers. Fig. 7(c) presents an area and
power breakdown for our single bank PACiM system, revealing
that the CnM processing unit occupies only 10% of the system size
and consumes 30% of the total power. Remarkably, the buffer within
the CnM processing unit accounts for over half of its area and 70%
of its power consumption. However, most of these buffer can be
removed in a multi-bank system. As shown in Table 4, our PACIiM
architecture achieves energy efficiency comparable to A-CiM and
demonstrates nearly a fourfold improvement over digital-analog
H-CiM approaches. While the macro designs in Refs. [29] and [35]
appear more efficient, PACiM supports complex tasks requiring
greater precision by approximating wider computation operands.
Additionally, PACiM is the first CIM design that replaces the LSB bit
transmission with sparsity, leading to a 50% reduction in memory
access and a substantial boost in system efficiency.

7 Conclusion

In this paper, we explore a novel PAC methodology for approximat-
ing MAC computations and propose a custom-designed sparsity-
centric architecture to maximize the benefits of the PAC method.
Our PACiM architecture can reduce traditional bit-serial CiM cycles
by 81%, achieving 8b/8b peak efficiency levels of 14.63 TOPS/W,
while also reducing memory access by 50%. Despite these energy
efficiency gains, our PACIM system maintains high inference accu-
racy with marginal loss, achieving accuracy of 93.85%, 72.36%, and
66.02% on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet tasks, respectively.
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