arXiv:2310.16757v1 [cs.AR] 25 Oct 2023

All-rounder: A flexible DNN accelerator with diverse data format support

Seock-Hwan Noh*, Seungpyo Lee*, Banseok Shin*, Sehun Park*, Yongjoo Jang^†, Jaeha Kung^{†‡} *DGIST,^†Korea University, Republic of Korea ‡ Corresponding author

Abstract—Recognizing the explosive increase in the use of DNN-based applications, several industrial companies developed a custom ASIC (e.g., Google TPU, IBM RaPiD, Intel NNP-I/NNP- T) and constructed a hyperscale cloud infrastructure with it. The ASIC performs operations of the inference or training process of DNN models which are requested by users. Since the DNN models have different data formats and types of operations, the ASIC needs to support diverse data formats and generality for the operations. However, the conventional ASICs do not fulfill these requirements. To overcome the limitations of it, we propose a flexible DNN accelerator called All-rounder. The accelerator is designed with an area-efficient multiplier supporting multiple precisions of integer and floating point datatypes. In addition, it constitutes a flexibly fusible and fissionable MAC array to support various types of DNN operations efficiently. We implemented the register transfer level (RTL) design using Verilog and synthesized it in 28nm CMOS technology. To examine practical effectiveness of our proposed designs, we designed two multiply units and three state-of-the-art DNN accelerators. We compare our multiplier with the multiply units and perform architectural evaluation on performance and energy efficiency with eight real-world DNN models. Furthermore, we compare benefits of the All-rounder accelerator to a high-end GPU card, i.e., NVIDIA GeForce RTX30390. The proposed All-rounder accelerator universally has speedup and high energy efficiency in various DNN benchmarks than the baselines.

I. INTRODUCTION Nowadays, DNN-based applications are utilized in many fields of our daily lives. In order to use such application services, it is necessary to perform training or inference of DNN models. However, performing the works with a single precision, which is generally used in CPUs and GPUs, causes expensive computational cost and runtime, since the processes are performed on enormous dataset with a great number of repetitive operations. To reduce such burden, various algorithmic techniques of data quantization have been studied [11], [15], [23], [30], [40], [42], [50], [63], [65], [66], [73], [97], [106], and many hardware designs that support quantized data have been proposed in both the academy and industry from mobile to edge devices [5], [19], [20], [35], [43], [44], [62], [83], [93], [95], [101], [110].

In the case of a datacenter that computes operations of DNN workloads, it receives many requests for various applications from users, and each application may have different data length and types of operations (the precision and operations of DNN models are determined by the application developer [29]). To fulfill this requirement, some companies (e.g., IBM, Google, and Intel) developed custom ASICs to support various data formats and deployed them to their datacenters. However, they have large area or consume high computing power, since the chips have dedicated multipliers as many as supported precisions in their compute unit (e.g., IBM RaPiD [104]), or cannot support low bit-precision (e.g., Google TPU [47], [48], [72]). In addition, they have high hardware resource utilization for specific operations due to optimized design for the operations. For instance, Intel NNP-I [109] or NNP-T [37] has high resource utilization for compute-centric DNN operations, and Google TPU [47], [48], [72] has high utilization for memory-centric operations such as channel-wise accumulable convolution [77].

In addition, a single ASIC chip in the datacenter can receive a request for applications that are performed with multiple DNN models simultaneously. For example, a single chip can get a request for online inference of augmented or virtual reality (AR/VR). To offer a successful service of the workload to users, DNN models of multiple tasks such as object detection, classification, and depth estimation must be processed at the same time [54]. Moreover, a single chip can be shared by multiple DNN inference queries. Therefore, to provide online service for applications that require the simultaneity of various tasks and to support multi-tenant execution, a single ASIC node needs to handle multiple DNN instances simultaneously. However, ASICs deployed in datacenters are not optimized for them, since industrial companies have focused on performance improvement across computing nodes (e.g., [17], [18], [89], [107]) or running a single tenant DNN model on an ASIC node as fast as possible (e.g., [31], [47], [48], [72]).

Considering these challenges, we propose a flexible DNN accelerator, named All-rounder, which is all-powerful hardware to meet the requirements. The accelerator supports multiple datatypes and precisions with an area-efficient novel multiplier and enables diverse DNN operations with high utilization of multiply-and-accumulation (MAC) units through a flexibly fusible and fissionable MAC array. The specific contributions of our work are as follows.

1) Area-efficient all-in-on multiplier: We developed an area-efficient multiplier that supports exponents from 1b to 8b and 3b and 7b of mantissa for floating point datatype. The multiplier can also support a signed and unsigned multiplication with 4b and 8b combinations for integer.

2) Fusible and fissionable MAC array: We explore challenges of the TPU-like systolic array (SA) and devise

Fig. 1: Synthesized results of multipliers for various datatypes and precisions. We used DesignWare IPs supported by Synopsys [100], and synthesized the IPs in a 28nm CMOS technology using Synopsys Design Compiler (ver. N-2017.09-SP5 [98]). (a), (b) and (c) represent area, power and maximum frequency of multipliers normalized by INT32 values, respectively.

Fig. 2: Data mappings on 4×4 TPU-like SA of (a) a convolution operation where results of MAC operations are accumulated across the input channel direction and (b) a convolution operation where results of MAC operations are not accumulated across the input channel direction.

a flexible MAC array to improve it. The MAC array is composed of four array blocks, and they can be fused or divided according to operation types or multi-tenant scenario. The flexibility ensures high MAC utilization regardless of the number of multi-tenant DNN models and types of DNN operations.

3) Microarchitecture design: We designed a microarchitecture as an instance of the proposed multiplier and flexible MAC array. All building blocks including peripheral modules were implemented at the register transfer level (RTL).

II. MOTIVATION A. Requirement of Area-efficient Precision-scalable Multiplier Cloud servers receive requests from users for training as well as inference of DNN models. Since DNN algorithms have a large number of weight parameters and are processed based on large datasets, training or inference of DNNs necessitates plenty of MAC operations and huge memory footprints [12], [26], [71]. To lighten the loads, the parameters and intermediate features are quantized to low bit-precision. In general, the data used in inference are quantized to low bit-precision of integer datatype, and the data used in training are quantized to low bit-precision of floating point datatype [2].

Users may request the DNN service with various datatypes and bit-precisions, so ASICs that support both inference and training need to support both INT and FP datatypes, and multiple bit-precisions. However, commercial ASICs support a small number of precisions or have dedicated multipliers for each supported data formats in their compute unit. For example, Google TPU v4 supports bfloat16 and INT8. If the TPU needs to deal with a DNN algorithm which is

TABLE I: Types of DNN operations and their examples.

quantized with lower precision than it supports (e.g., FP8 or INT4), the TPU performs operations of the DNN algorithm with a high computing power of bfloat16 or INT8 compute units. Specifically, Fig. 1 shows the synthesized results of FP and INT multipliers for various precisions. When TPU v4 get requests for an application of DNN algorithm which is quantized into INT4, the algorithm is processed with a computing power of INT8 multiplier which has 3.5× higher value than the power of INT4 multiplier. Moreover, IBM RaPiD supports various data formats by placing dedicated multipliers for each data format, e.g., FP16, FP8, INT4, and INT2 [104]. However, having dedicated hardware for various datatypes and precisions increases area overhead and makes some part of MAC units idle, since one precision is normally used in DNN operations^1.

1Mixed precision can be used in the training process such as [58], [65], [76], but one precision is used in each step of the training. For instance, when FP16 and FP32 are exploited to train a DNN model, FP16 is utilized in the forward and backward steps, and FP32 is used in the weight gradient step of the training process to cover the wide dynamic range of weight gradients.

Fig. 3: Example of data mapping of multi-tenant DNN models (i.e., two GEMMs from two DNN models) on 4×4 TPU-like SA.

B. Under-utilization of MAC Units in the Systolic Array The operations of DNN workloads can be divided into two types: operations in which results of MAC operations are accumulated in the direction of the input channel and operations in which they are not. Table I shows examples of these two categories. Fig. 2 shows how data are mapped to 4×4 TPU-like SA for convolution operations used in vision tasks^2. When convolution operations are performed in the SA, input channel data are mapped to the column of the SA, and output channel data are mapped to the row of the SA. It is noteworthy that the output bus size of the SA, which is used to deliver computational results to the partial sum buffer is determined by the number of columns of the SA. As shown in Fig. 2-(a), partial sums are generated with the same output bus size in the convolution which is accumulated in the direction of the input channel, even if all data are mapped to all MAC units. However, as shown in Fig. 2-(b), mapping data to all MAC units produce wider bandwidth than the size of the output bus in the convolution which is not accumulated across the input channel direction – In other words, a bottleneck occurs. To prevent this, data needs to be mapped so that partial sums are generated within the size of the output bus. For this reason, the convolution which is not accumulated in the input channel direction, e.g., depthwise convolution, results in low MAC utilization.

On the other hand, today’s natural language processing (NLP) models have attention-based structures [14], [27], [81], [103]. The computation of attention is based on GEMM operations of key, query, and value matrices. ASICs in the datacenter need to support GEMM operations of various sizes because dimensions of the key, query, and value matrices are determined by hyperparameters such as the dimension of embedding vectors, length of input sequence, and the number of attention heads. In addition, ASICs need to support multi-tenant execution for a single chip to efficiently respond to requests for multiple DNN models. However, as the SA structure has a rigid structure, it has high MAC utilization only for GEMM operations of specific sizes and has low MAC utilization in multi-tenant execution. Fig. 3 depicts that two GEMM operations cannot be performed simultaneously in the original TPU-like SA structure due to the bottleneck.

2If the convolution is remapped into a GEMM using the Im2Col operation, convolution operations can be mapped to SA structures in the form of GEMMs like a GPU [80].

Fig. 4: (a) Structure of a floating point multiplier. (b) Area breakdown of FP8 multiplier. (c) Area breakdown of bfloat16 multiplier.

III. AREA-EFFICIENT MULTIPLIER SUPPORTING MULTIPLE DATATYPES AND PRECISIONS In order for a single DNN accelerator to support inference and training processes, various datatypes and precisions need to be supported. To meet the demand, accelerators deployed in datacenters of cloud vendors already support various data formats [22], [28], [104]. However, having dedicated multipliers as many as supported precisions in compute unit increases area while making some part of MAC units become inactive. To prevent this, we develop an area-efficient multiplier that can efficiently support multiple precisions for both floating point and integer datatypes. This section describes the proposed multiplier used in our All-rounder accelerator.

(Background) floating point multiplication: Multiplication of two floating point numbers x_A = (−1)^{SA} × (1.M_A) × 2^{EA+Bias} and x_B = (−1)^{SB} × (1.M_B) × 2^{EB +Bias}, where S is the sign, M is the mantissa and E is the exponent of the number x, is performed as follows [4]:

1) Calculate the sign (i.e., S_A ⊕ S_B ) 2) Add Exponents (i.e., E_A + E_B − Bias) 3) Multiply significands (i.e., 1.M_A × 1.M_B) 4) Normalize the result 5) Round off the normalized result Fig. 4-(a) shows the structure of a floating point multiplier. Each sub-logic in Fig. 4-(a) is numbered with the corresponding multiplication step from 1 to 5.

Key ideas: Fig. 4-(b) and (c) show area breakdowns of FP8 {s:1, e:4, m:3} and bfloat16 {s:1, e:8, m:7} multipliers^3. Obviously, carry save multipliers (CSMs) occupy the largest

3The data format is represented by {sign bit, exponent bits, mantissa bits} throughout this paper.

Fig. 5: Examples on how the restructured CSM works for some data format combinations: (a) INT8 × INT8, (b) INT4 × INT4, (c) bfloat16 × bfloat16, (d) FP8 × FP8.

Fig. 6: Structure of a programmable exponent adder.

area among sub-logics of the floating point multipliers. If multipliers are prepared for each precision to support multiple precisions, the CSM, which has the largest area, exists as many as the number of multipliers. Instead of having multipliers for each supported precision, we propose an area-efficient allin-one multiplier that can support various precisions for the mantissa i) by reconstructing the CSM, and bit-scalability for the exponent ii) by receiving a bias programmable which is added to the exponent. Furthermore, the multiplier supports bit-level flexibility for INT datatype iii) by gating the rest of the sub-logics except for the CSM. The proposed multiplier can support various bit-precisions and datatypes with minimal area overhead since it has a single CSM.

Restructured carry save multiplier: The CSM is an unsigned multiplier that multiplies two significands (i.e., 1.M_A ×1.M_B). We replace the CSM with a precision-scalable multiplier so that multiple precisions can be supported for the mantissa. For example, if a CSM performs an unsigned multiplication of 8b×8b, it is replaced by four 4b×4b unsigned sub-multipliers. The restructured CSM can perform multiplications of 4b×4b, 4b×8b, 8b×4b, and 8b×8b by allowing the results of sub-multipliers to be selectively shifted and added similar to [91]. Furthermore, the sub-multipliers of the precision-scalable multiplier are replaced with sub-multipliers that can support both signed and unsigned operations. That is, sub-multipliers performing unsigned 4b×4b multiplication are replaced with 5b×5b multipliers including a sign bit. Fig. 5 shows the structure of the reconstructed CSM and its operation for some precision modes. The reconstructed CSM can produce one multiplication result in a 8b×8b mode, two results in 4b×8b and 8b×4b modes, and four results in a 4b×4b mode. Multiplication results are not added through the selective adder in the floating point datatype mode. However, the results are added in the integer datatype mode, so one final

Fig. 7: (a) Overall structure of proposed multiplier and (b)-(d) activation of sub-logics within the multiplier at different operation modes (bfloat16, FP8 and INT8, respectively.) The sub-logics marked by red color are active logics, and the logics marked by gray color are inactive logics.

output is generated.

Programmable exponent adder: An exponent adder of a floating point multiplier consists of two levels of unsigned adders. The first level performs an addition of exponents (i.e., E_{add} = E_A + E_B ), and the second level performs a subtraction of a bias from the output of the first level (i.e., E_{sub} = E_{add} − Bias). The conventional floating point multiplier supports a pre-defined bias value. For instance, the exponent adder in a FP32 multiplier supports only the bias value of 127 [1]. In order to support the scalable bit-width of the exponent, different bias values must be supported. That is proper values of 2^{(E.L−1)} − 1, where E.L is a bit-length of exponent, have to be supported corresponding to the exponent bit-width. Fig. 6-(d) shows the structure of the proposed exponent adder. The multiplier can support exponent bit-width from 1b to Nb (where N = 8 in the figure), allowing the second level of the unsigned adder to receive a programmable bias value in accordance with the precision mode of floating point datatype.

Overall structure of proposed multiplier: Fig. 7-(a) shows the overall structure of our proposed multiplier. If the restructured CSM supports multiplication of 4b and 8b combinations, as shown in Fig. 5, the maximum number of outputs of the CSM in the floating point mode is 4. Accordingly, the multiplier has a XOR bundle which is composed of four XOR logics, and an exponent adder bundle which has four programmable exponent adders. The results of the restructured CSM must be normalized by combining the results of the exponent adder bundle. Since bit-widths of outputs generated by the CSM are different according to the precision mode, normalizers must exist as many as the outputs of all supported floating point modes. For example, the CSM shown in Fig. 5 generates one output in an 8b×8b mode and produces four outputs in a 4b×4b mode, so a total of five normalizers are required. This is referred to as a normalizer bundle. Finally, the normalized results must be rounded off to the supported precision. Since the rounded bit-widths vary in accordance with precision modes, rounder logics also exist as many as the number of normalizers. The group of these rounding logics is dubbed as a rounder bundle.

Examples of operating modes: The proposed multiplier can fully support exponents from 1b to 8b for floating point operations and mantissas with multiple precisions of 3b and 7b (i.e., 4b and 8b for significands). Moreover, for the integer datatype, the multiplier supports signed and unsigned multiplication with 4b and 8b combinations. Fig. 7-(b-d) depicts how sub-logics of the proposed multiplier are activated in bfloat16, FP8, and INT8 mode, respectively. In the bfloat16 mode, except for the CSM, only one sub-logic in the bundles operates. In the FP8 mode, four sub-logics in the bundle work in parallel to perform four FP8 multiplications. In the case of INT8, all sub-logics except for the CSM are gated, and the result of the CSM immediately becomes an output of the multiplier.

Advantage of the proposed multiplier: When the proposed multiplier is used in deep learning applications, DNN models with various precisions can be supported with low hardware costs. For example, the latest deep learning training process exploits bfloat16 [37], [50], [72] or FP8 [15], [66], [97]. Moreover, INT4 and INT8 are commonly utilized in the stateof-the-art post training quantization (PTQ) [11], [30], [40] and inference process [23], [42], [63]. All these DNN models at various data formats can be efficiently computed by using our all-in-one multiplier.

Another notable point is that a separate multiplier is not required in the hardware design to handle scaling factors. Many recent studies on the training of a low-bit quantized models employ exponential scaling factors to cover the insufficient dynamic range of quantized data [15], [33], [66], [73], [76], [97]. As the proposed multiplier can receive programmable bias values, there is no need to do separate calculations to incorporate scaling factors.

IV. FLEXIBLY FUSIBLE AND FISSIONABLE MAC ARRAY The TPU-like SA structure provides high data reusability with a regular structure and simple control. Therefore, several industrial and academic DNN accelerators hire the structure [8], [9], [34], [41], [46]–[48], [53], [59], [72], [80],

Fig. 8: (a) Overall structure of fusible and fissionable MAC array. (b) Structure of array blocks. (c) Structure of subarrays and bridge logics. (d) Schematic diagram of MAC unit. (e-h) Examples of fused array blocks: (e) four 64×64 MAC arrays, (f) two 64×128 MAC arrays, (g) two 64×64 MAC arrays and one 128×64, and (h) one 128×128 MAC array.

[87], [91]. However, the SA structure has high MAC utilization for specific DNN operations, dimension of data, and execution of a single DNN model. To solve the problem of the conventional structure, we propose mapping schemes depending on the DNN operations, and a MAC array structure that can support them. The structure of our proposed MAC array has universally high MAC utilization and is capable of supporting multi-tenant execution of multiple sizes of GEMMs.

A. Overall Structure of MAC Array

Fig. 8-(a-d) represents a design hierarchy of our proposed MAC array. The MAC array consists of four array blocks, and each array block consists of seven subarrays and one last row MAC unit (LRMU). Each subarray consists of 9×64 MAC units, and the LRMU is composed of 1×64 MAC units. Multiplexers exist between subarrays and array blocks as shown in Fig. 8-(c). They serve as data transfer by connecting subarrays and a LRMU in an array block or fusing subarrays and LRMUs between array blocks. The multiplexer logic of the formal is called a local bridge logic, and the latter is called a global bridge logic. Fig. 8-(d) represents a schematic diagram of a MAC unit designed with our proposed multiplier.

B. Data Mapping with Structural Change

As shown in Table I, DNN operations can be largely classified into two types: operations in which results of MAC operations are accumulated in the direction of the input channel and operations in which they are not. Since the proposed MAC array has different mapping schemes depending on the operation types, we examine how data are mapped to one array block of the proposed MAC array for each type of operations, and how modules of the array block are reconfigured to support the different data mapping schemes.

Accumulable opeartion: In the operations in which MAC results are accumulated in the direction of the input channel, local bridge logics connect subarrays and LRMU in an array block, and the array block works like a 64×64 TPUlike SA structure. In other words, in the input channel-wise accumulable convolution operation, filter data of the ’C_{in}’ dimension and ’C_{out}’ dimension are loaded in the column of an array block and the row of an array block before streaming input data (Fig. 2-(a)). In the case of GEMM operations, a 64×64 weight matrix is fetched to the array block. After the prefetching is done, data of corresponding input feature map or input matrix are streamed diagonally to the array block, and computation is started.

Unaccumulable operation: In the operations in which MAC results are not accumulated in the direction of the input channel, local bridge logics do not connect subarrays and LRMU in an array block. That is, partial sums generated in each array block is not delivered to other subarrays or LRMUs. Fig. 9-(a) shows how data are mapped to each subarray of one array block in the operation. Elements of filters are mapped to the column of each subarray, and elements of ’C_{out}’ dimension are mapped to the row of each subarray. In the case of LRMU, 9 MAC units make one group, and elements of one filter are mapped to the one group as shown in Fig. 9-(b). Since there are 64 MAC units in LRMU, 7 groups are created. Therefore, out of 64 MAC units of LRMU, 7 (the number of groups) × 9 (the number of MAC units within a group) = 63 MAC units are active in the unaccumulable operation.

C. Fusible and Fissionable MAC Array

The proposed MAC array can be reconfigured with MAC arrays of various sizes through the global bridge logics between array blocks. For example, the MAC array can have four 64×64 MAC arrays by not connecting all global bridge logics (Fig. 8-(e)), and can have two 64×128 sizes by connecting bridge logics between array block0 and array block1 and bridge logics between array block2 and array block3 (Fig. 8- (f)). In addition, the MAC array can support one 128×64 structure and two 64×64 structures (Fig. 8-(g)), and one 128×128 MAC array structure can be obtained by connecting all global bridge logics between array blocks as shown in Fig. 8-(h). Such reconfigurability enables GEMM operations of various sizes, and is particularly efficient in processing multi-tenant execution of multiple DNN models within a single MAC array. For instance, four DNN models can be processed in parallel when the MAC array forms four 64×64 MAC array

Fig. 9: Data mapping on (a) one subarray and (b) one last row MAC unit (LRMU) in the DNN operation in which MAC results are not accumulated in the direction of the input channel.

Fig. 10: Comparison of MAC utilization between 64×64 TPU-like SA and one array block of proposed MAC array (‘Ours’) on training processes of one inverted residual block of MobileNet V2. ‘PW’ and ‘DW’ represent pointwise convolution and depthwise convolution, respectively.

structures as depicted in Fig. 8-(e), and two DNN models can be processed in two 64×128 structures by organizing the MAC array like Fig. 8-(f).

D. MAC Utilization

As mentioned in Section II-B, the TPU-like SA structure has low MAC utilization in the operation in which MAC results are not accumulated in the direction of the input channel. This is because data can be mapped to only few MAC units owing to a limited size of output bus. Unlike the structure, the proposed MAC array has high MAC utilization regardless of operation types. Specifically, when the MAC array performs DNN operations in which MAC results are accumulated across the input channels, the MAC array supports up to 100% MAC utilization. In the operation in which MAC results are not accumulated across the input channels, all MAC units except for one MAC unit of LRMU can compute MAC operations, so each array block can achieve^{(64×64)−1}_{64×64} = 99.98% MAC utilization. Fig. 10 represents comparison of MAC utilization between 64×64 TPU-like SA and one array block of our proposed MAC array on training steps on one inverted residual block of MobileNet V2 [88] using our simulator. The TPUlike SA structure has low MAC utilization in the operations that eliminate accumulation across input channels such as depthwise convolution and weight gradient process. However, the array block of our proposed MAC array has nearly 100% utilization for all operations.

Fig. 11: Overall microarchitecture of All-rounder accelerator.

V. ALL-ROUNDER ARCHITECTURE AND CUSTOMIZED ISA A. Overall Architecture of All-rounder Accelerator Fig. 11 illustrates the overall microarchitecture of Allrounder accelerator. The accelerator consists of a flexible

MAC array, vector unit, scratchpad memory (SPM), DMA engine, high bandwidth memory (HBM) and RISC-V CPU. The MAC array is composed of 128×128 MAC units, and the units are designed with the proposed all-in-one multiplier. The MAC array guarantees high MAC utilization by fusing or splitting its structure according to DNN operation types or multi-tenant scenario. The vector unit is made up of 128 ALUs, and it processes operations of non-DNN layers, e.g., ReLU, a batch (or layer) normalization and a softmax function, including data quantization. Such MAC array and vector unit fetches/stores data from/to SPM of 16MB^4. Since SPM is double buffered in our system, 8MB of SPM is involved in data prefetching from the external host memory through the DMA engine, and the rest of the capacity is used to feed data to the MAC array and vector unit or to store partial sums generated from the array or unit. Meanwhile, the Allrounder accelerator can load directly program as well as data from the host memory via the DMA engine. Since the accelerator has a 5-stage pipelined CPU, the program can be decoded in the accelerator. The CPU can support a 32b RISC-V base instruction set and extended instruction sets of M type (instructions for multiplication and division) and F type (instructions for operations of single-precision floatingpoint) [108]. In addition, the CPU supports instructions of interrupt, halt, synchronization, and no operation (NOP).

Fig. 12: Instructions used in the execution of the flexible MAC array.

B. Customized Instructions for Flexible MAC Array The All-rounder accelerator takes advantage of customized instruction sets to perform DNN operations in the MAC array instead of using vector instructions of RISC-V ISA repeatedly. Opcodes of the instructions are defined with values of ‘7’b1011011’ and ‘7’b1111011’ which are guided values for the custom field by [108], and a new instruction format is defined to support the customized instructions. Fig. 12 illustrates the instructions exploited in our proposed MAC array. As depicted, instructions are defined with ‘R type’ of RISC-V ISA and new type format that we have defined, and following instructions are executed in order: i) Read weights, ii) Start compute, iii) Maxtix multiply,

4We adopted a SPM instead of a hardware-managed SRAM cache. That is because SPM does not have tags and associative sets, so it is areaefficient [51], [78]. In addition, the compiler of SPM easily predicts memory access patterns owing to deterministic dataflow of DNN operations [41].

iv) End compute. Read weights is an instruction which is executed first. This instruction loads weight data with the size of ‘64 × variable block size (B)’ from the base address of SPM to the array block corresponding to the ID. When the prefetching is completed, Start compute sets control signals of the array block. The control signals are determined by fields of ’func3’ and ’func7’ of the instruction. ’func3’ generates global control signals which determine whether to fuse or to split the array blocks, and ’func7’ produces the local control signals for the inside of the array block based on the information of operation mode, precision, and datatype. Maxtix multiply is decoded and transferred to the array block after the control signals are set. When the instruction is executed, the input data is fetched with the size of ‘64 × variable block size (B)’ from the base address of SPM to the corresponding array block, and the MAC array starts computation. Finally, End compute writes outputs of the array block to the SPM and refresh the array block as it can fetch new weight data.

VI. EVALUATION We designed our proposed multiplier and all building blocks of All-rounder accelerator using verilog. We also designed two multiply units and the prior works of [59], [87] including the traditional TPU (i.e., Google TPU) [47], [48], [72] to examine practical effectiveness of the proposed structures. We compare our multiplier with the multiply units and the benefits of the All-rounder accelerator to the prior works. Furthermore, we compare performance and energy efficiency of the All-rounder accelerator with a high-end GPU device, i.e., NVIDIA GeForce RTX3090 [75]. This section describes the experimental setup and results of experiments.

A. Area and Energy Analysis of Proposed Multiplier Baselines and methodology: State-of-the-art quantization techniques exploit bfloat16 [37], [50], [72], FP8 formats (i.e., FP8-A{s:1, e:4, m:3} and/or FP8-B{s:1, e:5, m:2}) [3], [15], [66], [73], [97], [106], INT8 [30], [42], [63] and INT4 [11], [23], [24]. Thus, we designed baselines that support the data formats. There are two baselines which have same throughput as our proposed multiplier. They support the various data formats by placing dedicated multipliers for each data format like commercial accelerators [22], [28], [47], [61], [96], [104]. One of the baselines consists of a bfloat16 multiplier, four

FP9 multipliers which can support the FP8 and hybrid FP8 formats, and a multiply unit which is similar to Bit Fusion [91] supporting data formats of INT4 and INT8. The other is designed with the same structure as IBM RaPiD [104], but designed with different precisions. That is, the basline is made up of one bfloat16 multiplier, four FP9 multipliers, one INT8 multiplier, and four INT4 multipliers. To evaluate area and energy efficiency, we synthesized our proposed multiplier and the baselines at 400MHz (i.e., T_{clk} = 2.5ns) with a scenario of fast/fast and slow/slow corners through Synopsys Design Compiler (ver. N-2017.09-SP5 [98]) using a 28nm CMOS library. For the power analysis, we invoked a netlist and synopsys design constraint (SDC) file to Synopsys PrimePower (ver. P-2019.03-SP5 [99]) and extracted power information via the EDA tool.

Analysis with experimental results: Table II summarizes design configurations and supported numeric formats, and shows area and energy consumption. The energy consumption is reported with values divided by throughputs (i.e., energy per one operation). The proposed multiplier can support exponents from 1b to 8b and support mantissa with multiple precisions of 3b and 7b, thus the multiplier supports more diverse precisions than the baslines in the floating point operation mode. In addition, the proposed multiplier takes up 1132.33um^2, which is 1.37× and 1.61× smaller values than the baselines. That is because the proposed multiplier has only one CSM which occupies the largest area among sub-logics of the floating point multiplier. In the case of energy consumption, the proposed multiplier saves the energy by 0.37∼9.31% for bfloat16, INT8, and INT4 modes compared to the baselines. However, the multiplier consumes higher energy by 6.11% on average in FP8 modes, thanks to the activated isolation logic, which is inserted to gate the sub-logics (e.g., normalizers and rounders depicted in Fig. 7-(a)) when they are not working, between CSM and normalizer.

B. Architectural Evaluation with single tenant DNN models Baselines and methodology: To look at benefits of the All-rounder accelerator, we designed a rigid SA (i.e., Google TPU [47], [48], [72]) shown in Fig. 2. Additionally, we designed MAC arrays of [87] and [59], which are reconstructed from the rigid SA to support flexibility inside the SA structure. Fig. 13 describes structures of the flexible MAC arrays. The MAC array structure of [87], depicted in Fig. 13-

TABLE II: Comparison between the proposed multiplier and baselines.

Fig. 13: MAC array structures of baselines. (a) and (b) represent structures of [87] and [59], respectively.

(a), divides the TPU-like SA structure into 4×4 systolic cells and augments bypass links (i.e., multiplexers) at the edges of the cells. The MAC array can support various dimensions of GEMMs by connecting or separating the cells through the bypass links. The MAC array of [59], shown in Fig. 13-(b), replaces an omni-directional communication network among MAC units of TPU-like SA to a bi-directional communication network. Furthermore, the MAC array has additional hardware components to realize data mirroring of data feeding from the left to right for the input data and data collecting from the top to bottom. To perform an architectural comparison, we synthesized these MAC array structures, i.e., TPU-like SA and MAC arrays of [87] and [59] with the MAC units depicted in 8-(d), under the same conditions and environments as Section VI-A. We also considered SRAM and DRAM accesses in order to analyze the All-rounder accelerator and baselines in a system-level when estimating performance and energy consumption. We assumed that the baselines have same memory configuration as depicted in Fig. 11. The energy of SPM was modeled using CACTI-P [60], and the power and timing specifications of DRAM were assumed based on [45]. Finally, we estimated MAC utilization and clock cycles by modifying an open-source cycle-level simulator, i.e., SCALEsim [86], to reflect our SRAM and DRAM configurations.

DNN benchmarks: The hardware evaluation was performed on six real-world CNN models, i.e., AlexNet [52], VGG16 [94], ResNet-18 [36], MobileNet V2 [88], EfficientNet-B0 [102], ConvNeXt-S [64], and two representative NLP models, i.e., Transformer [103] and BERT [27]. For the CNN models, we exploited ImageNetscale images [25], and as for the NLP models, we analyzed

Fig. 14: (a) Area breakdown and (b) power breakdown of the Allrounder accelerator.

Transformer and BERT on WMT14 [13] and SQuADs [82], respectively. We select prior studies of [50] and [97] which exploit the bfloat16 and hybrid FP8 format (i.e., FP8-A and FP8-B), respectively, to analyze the benchmarks on the training process. We conducted the evaluation on one training iteration with the batch size of 128 for the CNN models and 256 for the NLP models. We also report the evaluation result of the inference process for the integer formats (i.e., INT8 and INT4) based on the previous works of [23], [42], [63].

Area and power of All-rounder: Fig. 14 shows the area breakdown of the all-rounder accelerator. The overall area of the accelerator is 113.29mm^2, and the proposed MAC array occupies 108.03mm^2. The bridge logics, which connect or split the subarrays or array blocks, occupy 3.71% (i.e., 4.01mm^2) of the total area of the MAC array. Fig. 14-(b) illustrates the power breakdown. For the MAC array, it shows power values consumed in each data format. The values are obtained by adjusting the toggle rate of control signals. The proposed MAC array consumes 1.70 ∼ 10.14W of power, and the bridge logics account for 10.73% of the total power on average across the data formats.

Analysis with design specification: Table III summarizes design specifications of our MAC array and baseline accelerators. Since critical paths of the designs occur in the proposed multiplier, all the accelerators have an operating frequency of 400MHz. All the accelerators are composed of 128×128 MAC units, but have different numbers of multipliers depending on the data formats. For example, the designs have 128×128 multipliers in bfloat16 and INT8, and consist of 512×512 multipliers in FP8 formats and INT4. That is because, as shown

TABLE III: Specifications of the All-rounder accelerator and baseline accelerators.

Hardware Proposed MAC array TPU-like SA [87]-based accelerator [59]-based accelerator Technology [nm] 28 28 28 28 Operating frequency [MHz] 400 400 400 400 Array size 128×128 128×128 128×128 128×128

# of Multipliers 128×128 (bfloat16 or INT8) 512×512 (FP8 or INT4)

128×128 (bfloat16 or INT8) 512×512 (FP8 or INT4)

128×128 (bfloat16 or INT8) 512×512 (FP8 or INT4)

128×128 (bfloat16 or INT8) 512×512 (FP8 or INT4) Area [mm^2] 108.03 103.55 118.45 105.84

Power [W]

5.31 (bfloat16) 10.14 (FP8-A) 9.19 (FP8-B) 1.73 (INT8) 1.70 (INT4)

4.73 (bfloat16) 9.57 (FP8-A) 8.62 (FP8-B) 1.16 (INT8) 1.14 (INT4)

6.32 (bfloat16) 11.16 (FP8-A) 10.21 (FP8-B) 2.75 (INT8) 2.73 (INT4)

4.92 (bfloat16) 9.74 (FP8-A) 8.77 (FP8-B) 1.30 (INT8) 1.28 (INT4)

Fig. 15: MAC utilization in (a) bfloat16 and (b) hybrid FP8. Performance improvements of the proposed accelerator and baselines (i.e., [87]- based accelerator and [59]-based accelerator) over TPU-like SA in (c) bfloat16 and (d) hybrid FP8. Energy improvements of the proposed accelerator and baselines (i.e., [87]-based accelerator and [59]-based accelerator) over TPU-like SA in (e) bfloat16 and (f) hybrid FP8. ‘FW’, ‘BW’, ‘WG’ represent the forward step, backward step and weight gradient step of the training process, respectively. Red, orange, yellow, and green colors represent data of the All-rounder accelerator, TPU-like SA, [87]-based accelerator, and [59]-based accelerator, respectively.

in Fig 7, the proposed multiplier produces one multiplication result in bfloat16 and INT8, and four multiplication results in FP8 and INT4. Table III also reports the area and power consumption. The proposed array structure requires larger area than the TPU-like SA by 4.33% and the accelerator of [59] by 2.07%, but occupies smaller area than the accelerator of [87] by 8.80%. In addition, the proposed MAC array consumes 1.25× and 1.15× more power on average than the TPU-like SA and the accelerator of [59], respectively, but consumes 1.32× less power on average than the accelerator of [87]. This difference of area and power consumption comes from the different structures of logics designed for supporting flexibility.

Comparison of MAC utilization: Fig. 15-(a) shows MAC utilization of the All-rounder accelerator and baselines when DNN benchmarks are trained with the data format of bfloat16. For DNN models that do not have a depthwise convolution, such as AlexNet, VGG16, and ResNet-18, the [59]-based accelerator (i.e., baseline 2) and TPU-like SA have low MAC utilization in the weight gradient (WG) step of the training process. This is due to the bottleneck caused by the narrow output buses of MAC arrays connected to accumulators. Both the [87]-based accelerator (i.e., baseline 1) and the proposed accelerator have improved utilization, but our accelerator achieves 3.25× higher utilization on average in the WG step of the DNN models than the [87]-based accelerator. In addition, in the case of models with DW convolution such as MobileNet V2, EfficientNet-B0 and ConvNeXt-S, the All-rounder accelerator has improved utilization for all training steps compared to other accelerators. This is because the All-rounder accelerator employs different data mapping schemes according to the operation types and has a configurable structure to support them. As for NLP models, we used an input sequence length of 256 and the hyperparameters of the original papers, i.e., [103] and [27], that propose the models. Since the dimensions of key, query, and value matrices generated by encoders or decoders of the models are multiples of 128, the NLP model’s resource utilization achieves nearly 100%. Meanwhile, Fig. 15-(b) describes MAC utilization when training is conducted with the hybrid FP8 format. There are cases where the dimensions of the data are smaller than the number of multipliers, so it has lower MAC utilization than the bfloat16 data format. However, the proposed accelerator still has universally higher MAC utilization than other baseline accelerators. Although not illustrated in the figure, the proposed accelerator has improved MAC utilization for the TPU-like SA, [87]-based accelerator, and [59]-based accelerator by 3.59×, 1.25× and 1.95×, respectively, in the inference process of INT8 and by 1.64×, 1.08× and 1.56×, respectively, when the inference process is performed with INT4.

Performance and energy improvements: Fig. 15-(c) and (d) show the performance benefits of the proposed accelerator and baselines in comparison with TPU-like SA. The Allrounder accelerator provides 22.87× speedup in bfloat16 and 21.80× improvement in the hybrid FP8 format on average. This is 1.74× and 13.78× higher than [87] and [59] accelerators in bfloat16, and 1.68× and 13.18× higher than [87] and [59] accelerators in the FP8 format. Fig. 15-(e) and (f) depict the energy improvement using TPU-like SA as a baseline. The all-rounder accelerator achieves 20.39× and 20.53× improvements on average in bfloat16 and the hybrid FP8. This performance and energy gain result from the high MAC utilization of the proposed accelerator, regardless of the types of DNN operations. For INT8 and INT4 modes, the proposed multiplier saves 72.46% and 89.57% energy consumption compared to TPU-like SA and has 1.78× and 2.40× higher gains of energy efficiency on average than [87]- based accelerator and [59]-based accelerator in INT8 and 2.15× and 5.70× better energy efficiency on average in INT4.

C. Architectural Evaluation with a multi-tenant scenario Baselines and methodology: For a more realistic analysis, we evaluated the runtime of a multi-tenant scenario. We selected DNN models from two online applications, which are image captioning and image classification. The models for image captioning consist of a CNN model that extracts features of the image and an NLP model that maps the extracted features into words [92], [105]. The NLP model is connected to the end of the CNN model, and we assumed that all models are quantized to INT8 based on the previous studies [42], [63]. To analyze the multi-tenant scenario, we evaluate the proposed accelerator with MobileNet V2 and Transformer for image captioning and ResNet-18 for image classification. We consider the same baselines and evaluate them with the same methods and experimental conditions as in Section VI-B.

Comparison of execution time: We found that the proposed accelerator and baseline accelerators have the shortest execution time when MobileNet V2 and ResNet-18 models are processed on two 64×128 subarrays in parallel. Therefore, we report the execution time extracted in accordance with the configuration. Our proposed accelerator requires 30.3ms, while [87]-based accelerator and [59] consume 33.3ms and 93.6ms, respectively. Since baselines have low MAC utilization in the depthwise convolution, they need 6.01% and 60.6% longer time than ours. TPU-like SA takes 1.05s owing to the bottleneck caused by the narrow output buses of MAC arrays.

D. Comparison to GPU

Baselines and methodology: Since GPUs are widely used for DNN applications, we compare the performance and energy efficiency of the training process with a high-end GPU device, i.e., NVIDIA RTX 3090 [75]. We trained representative five CNN models, which are AlexNet [52], VGG16 [94],

TABLE IV: Comparisons of the performance and energy efficiency between GPU (NVIDIA RTX 3090) and All-rounder

DNN Benchmark AlexNet VGG16 ResNet MobileNet DenseNet GPU (FP16 +FP32)

Runtime [ms] 46.0 296.4 71.4 65.9 214.0 Power [W] 207.7 326.7 321.4 322.7 336.2 GFLOPS/W 41.1 61.0 36.3 9.8 15.5

All-rounder (bfloat16)

Runtime [ms] 71.3 463.7 229.4 256.7 275.9 Power [W] 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 5.3 GFLOPS/W 2848.3 6591.5 1880.4 419.0 2089.4

ResNet-18 [36], MobileNet V1 [38], and DenseNet-121 [39], with a batch size of 128 for the ImageNet dataset [25]. The models are trained with mixed precision presented in [65]. To extract the power consumption of each DNN benchmark, we constructed our experimental environment using the NVIDIA Apex extension’s Automatic Mixed Precision (AMP) tool [74]. In addition, the execution time for a single training iteration is measured by a built-in function in Python. Since the GPU device is designed with 8nm technology, we scale the Allrounder accelerator to the technology node.

Comparisons of performance and energy efficiency: We compare the high-end GPU card with the All-rounder accelerator trained with bfloat16. Table IV summarizes the experimental results. Since the GPU card has 20,992 FP16 multipliers and a high operating speed (i.e., 1.8GHz), the allrounder accelerator has 2.30× lower performance on average than the GPU card. However, due to the huge power consumption of the GPU, our accelerator has 81.4× improved energy efficiency on average.

VII. RELATED WORK A. Designs for precision flexibility

As the importance of variable precisions for processing DNN instances is rising, many research efforts have been focused on supporting bit-scalability. Studies with respect to supporting multiple precisions can be classified into two types: (i) temporal design and (ii) spatial design. The temporal design supports bit-level flexibility with bit-serial multiply units (or MAC units). Prior works such as [49], [56], [57], [90] utilized the bit-serial approach. The spatial design has a multiply unit which is built out of multiple sub-multipliers and fusion capabilities to merge the results of sub-multipliers in different forms depending on supported precision modes (e.g., [68], [69], [84], [91], [92]). Following in the traces of the research efforts, ASICs have also been released in the industrial field. ARM, CEVA, Halio and SAMSUNG released neural processing units which can support INT8 and INT16 [5]–[7], [16], [67], [85], [95], and Intel introduced a self-developed ASIC that can support FP16 and INT8/4/2 formats to support inference-as-a-service to cloud users [109]. However, all of these works support various precisions only for integer and provide services of inference for DNN queries.

Other works aim to support multiple precisions of the training process or both training and inference instances together. [58], [70], and [79] enable variable precisions of floating point or block floating point arithmetic in the training process. IBM, NVIDIA, Google, and Huawei offer precision scalability in cloud-backed devices (i.e., ASICs or GPUs) for floating point numbers as well as integer formats by placing multipliers in as many as supported data formats [22], [28], [47], [61], [72], [96], [104]. As discussed in Section II-A, the former works response DNN queries of low bit-precision models with high computing power, and the latter works occupy a large area. Note that our proposed multiplier supports a wide range of precisions for integer and floating point datatypes, and the multiplier is area-efficient by utilizing its internal structure without placing dedicated multipliers for each supported precision.

B. Flexible DNN Accelerators

Several studies have explored flexible on-chip networks. [19] proposes a mesh-based flexible network which supports various dataflows (e.g., unicast, multicast, and broadcast) depending on data reusuability. [55] and [80] propose a reconfigurable distribution and reduction networks that properly distribute data and accumulate MAC results to/from the MAC array in various dataflow and sparsity scenarios. There are additional studies that focus on structural flexibility in order to satisfy requirements for various DNN operation characteristics. For example, [34] and [87] propose flexible architectures that are capable of applying fusion and fission approaches between systolic subarrays. [59] includes additional hardware components at the edge of TPU-like SA to support data mirroring of data feeding and data collecting. These works, which employ structural flexibility, have improved hardware resource utilization and performance in scenarios of multi-tenant execution and various sizes of data. Despite their efforts, they still have low resource utilization in the operations in which MAC results are not accumulated in the direction of the input channel (Table I summarizes examples of the operations). It is because the works utilize the same mapping scheme as the conventional TPU-like SA. [70] applies a different mapping scheme in the operations that lead to underutilization, but the work proposes an architecture optimized for the single tenant CNN model.

VIII. CONCLUSION Due to the limited computational capacity of edge and mobile devices, DNN applications are offloaded to the datacenter. ASICs deployed in the datacenter can get requests for various applications from users, and each request may have different requirements for service types (i.e., inference and training), data formats, dimensions of data, and multitenant scenarios. To serve responses to users quickly with low hardware costs, efforts to satisfy each requirement have been made. For example, Intel and Microsoft constructed training and inference infrastructures separately [32], [37], [109], [111]. IMB, NVIDA, Google and Huawei deployed ASICs in the datacenter that support various precisions of floating point and integer datatypes [22], [28], [47], [61], [72], [96], [104]. In addition, [59], [87] proposed a flexible DNN accelerator in order to process various data sizes efficiently, and studies of [10], [21], [34] and [77] introduced scheduling methods or architectures to handle multi-tenant execution. However, they have only been enhanced for specific requirements; their efforts might not yet be improved for other requirements. This work considers all of the requirements and offers an architecture named All-rounder, to satisfy the needs. To achieve this goal, All-rounder supports two main advantages: i) flexibility for data formats; ii) high MAC utilization regardless of DNN operation types. To support bitflexibility, we proposed an area-efficient all-in-one multiplier that can support diverse data formats. We also devised a flexibly fusible and fissionable MAC array which guarantees high resource utilization regardless of the dimension of the data and multi-tenant execution. To verify the effectiveness of our design, we compared our multiplier with two multiply units and the accelerator with three state-of-the-art DNN accelerators and a high-end GPU device. We expect our work to provide an integrated solution that simultaneously considers the requirements on one accelerator node.

REFERENCES

[1] Ieee standard for floating-point arithmetic. IEEE Std 754-2008, pages 1–70, 2008.

[2] Riduan Khaddam-Aljamesh Abu Sebastian, Manuel Le Gallo and Evangelos Eleftheriou. Memory devices and applications for inmemory computing. Nature Nanotechnology, 15(7):529–544, 2020.

[3] Ankur Agrawal, Sae Kyu Lee, Joel Silberman, Matthew Ziegler, Mingu Kang, Swagath Venkataramani, Nianzheng Cao, Bruce Fleischer, Michael Guillorn, Matthew Cohen, Silvia Mueller, Jinwook Oh, Martin Lutz, Jinwook Jung, Siyu Koswatta, Ching Zhou, Vidhi Zalani, James Bonanno, Robert Casatuta, Chia-Yu Chen, Jungwook Choi, Howard Haynie, Alyssa Herbert, Radhika Jain, Monodeep Kar, Kyu- Hyoun Kim, Yulong Li, Zhibin Ren, Scot Rider, Marcel Schaal, Kerstin Schelm, Michael Scheuermann, Xiao Sun, Hung Tran, Naigang Wang, Wei Wang, Xin Zhang, Vinay Shah, Brian Curran, Vijayalakshmi Srinivasan, Pong-Fei Lu, Sunil Shukla, Leland Chang, and Kailash Gopalakrishnan. 9.1 a 7nm 4-core ai chip with 25.6tflops hybrid fp8 training, 102.4tops int4 inference and workload-aware throttling. In IEEE International Solid- State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 144–146, 2021.

[4] Mohamed Al-Ashrafy, Ashraf Salem, and Wagdy Anis. An efficient implementation of floating point multiplier. In Saudi International Electronics, Communications and Photonics Conference (SIECPC), pages 1–5, 2011.

[5] ARM. ARM Ethos-N78. https://developer.arm.com/Processors/Ethos-N78.

[Online; accessed 12-April-2023].

[6] ARM. ARM Ethos-u55. https://www.arm.com/products/silicon-ip-cpu/ethos/ethos-u55.

[Online; accessed 14-September-2023].

[7] ARM. ARM Ethos-u65. https://developer.arm.com/Processors/Ethos-U65.

[Online; accessed 14-September-2023].

[8] Bahar Asgari, Ramyad Hadidi, and Hyesoon Kim. Meissa: Multiplying matrices efficiently in a scalable systolic architecture. In IEEE International Conference on Computer Design (ICCD), pages 130– 137, 2020.

[9] Eunjin Baek, Dongup Kwon, and Jangwoo Kim. A multi-neural network acceleration architecture. In 2020 ACM/IEEE 47th Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 940– 953, 2020.

[10] Eunjin Baek, Dongup Kwon, and Jangwoo Kim. A multi-neural network acceleration architecture. In ACM/IEEE 47th Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 940–953, 2020.

[11] Ron Banner, Yury Nahshan, Elad Hoffer, and Daniel Soudry. Post training 4-bit quantization of convolutional networks for rapid-deployment. In International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), page 7950–7958, 2019.

[12] Akin Berkin, Chishti Zeshan A., and Alameldeen Alaa R. Zcomp:

Reducing dnn cross-layer memory footprint using vector extensions. In IEEE/ACM International Symposium on Microarchitecture (MICRO), page 126–138, 2019.

[13] Ondřej Bojar, Christian Buck, Christian Federmann, Barry Haddow, Philipp Koehn, Johannes Leveling, Christof Monz, Pavel Pecina, Matt Post, Herve Saint-Amand, Radu Soricut, Lucia Specia, and Aleš Tamchyna. Proceedings of the ninth workshop on statistical machine translation. In Proceedings of the Ninth Workshop on Statistical Machine Translation (WMT), pages 12–58, 2014.

[14] Tom Brown, Benjamin Mann, Nick Ryder, Melanie Subbiah, Jared D Kaplan, Prafulla Dhariwal, Arvind Neelakantan, Pranav Shyam, Girish Sastry, Amanda Askell, Sandhini Agarwal, Ariel Herbert-Voss, Gretchen Krueger, Tom Henighan, Rewon Child, Aditya Ramesh, Daniel Ziegler, Jeffrey Wu, Clemens Winter, Chris Hesse, Mark Chen, Eric Sigler, Mateusz Litwin, Scott Gray, Benjamin Chess, Jack Clark, Christopher Berner, Sam McCandlish, Alec Radford, Ilya Sutskever, and Dario Amodei. Language models are few-shot learners. In International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), pages 1877–1901, 2020.

[15] Leopold Cambier, Anahita Bhiwandiwalla, Ting Gong, Oguz H. Elibol, Mehran Nekuii, and Hanlin Tang. Shifted and squeezed 8-bit floating point format for low-precision training of deep neural networks. In International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), 2020.

[16] CEVA. CEVA NeuPro-S, Edge AI Processor Architecture for Imaging & Computer Vision. https://www.ceva-dsp.com/product/ceva-neupro/. [Online; accessed 17-September-2023].

[17] Quan Chen, Hailong Yang, Minyi Guo, Ram Srivatsa Kannan, Jason Mars, and Lingjia Tang. Prophet: Precise qos prediction on non-preemptive accelerators to improve utilization in warehouse-scale computers. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), page 17–32, 2017.

[18] Quan Chen, Hailong Yang, Jason Mars, and Lingjia Tang. Baymax:

Qos awareness and increased utilization for non-preemptive accelerators in warehouse scale computers. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), page 681–696, 2016.

[19] Yu-Hsin Chen, Tien-Ju Yang, Joel Emer, and Vivienne Sze. Eyeriss v2: A flexible accelerator for emerging deep neural networks on mobile devices. IEEE Journal on Emerging and Selected Topics in Circuits and Systems (JETCAS), pages 292–308, 2019.

[20] Seungkyu Choi, Jaekang Shin, Yeongjae Choi, and Lee-Sup Kim.

An optimized design technique of low-bit neural network training for personalization on iot devices. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 1–6, 2019.

[21] Yujeong Choi and Minsoo Rhu. Prema: A predictive multi-task scheduling algorithm for preemptible neural processing units. In IEEE International Symposium on High Performance Computer Architecture (HPCA), pages 220–233, 2020.

[22] Jack Choquette, Wishwesh Gandhi, Olivier Giroux, Nick Stam, and Ronny Krashinsky. Nvidia a100 tensor core gpu: Performance and innovation. IEEE Micro, pages 29–35, 2021.

[23] Yoni Choukroun, Eli Kravchik, Fan Yang, and Pavel Kisilev. Low-bit quantization of neural networks for efficient inference. In IEEE/CVF International Conference on Computer Vision (ICCV) Workshop, pages 3009–3018, 2019.

[24] Dave Salvator, Hao Wu, Milind Kulkarni and Niall Emmart. nt4 Precision for AI Inference. https://developer.nvidia.com/blog/int4-for-ai-inference/, 2019.

[25] Jia Deng, Wei Dong, Richard Socher, Li-Jia Li, Kai Li, and Li Fei- Fei. Imagenet: A large-scale hierarchical image database. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 248–255, 2009.

[26] Radosvet Desislavov, Fernando Martínez-Plumed, and José Hernández- Orallo. Compute and energy consumption trends in deep learning inference. CoRR, abs/2109.05472, 2021.

[27] Jacob Devlin, Ming-Wei Chang, Kenton Lee, and Kristina Toutanova.

BERT: pre-training of deep bidirectional transformers for language understanding. In Conference of the North American Chapter of the Association for Computational Linguistics: Human Language Technologies,NAACL-HLT, 2019.

[28] Anne C Elster and Tor A Haugdahl. Nvidia hopper gpu and grace cpu highlights. Computing in Science & Engineering, pages 95–100, 2022.

[29] Biyi Fang, Xiao Zeng, and Mi Zhang. Nestdnn: Resource-aware multi-tenant on-device deep learning for continuous mobile vision. In International Conference on Mobile Computing and Networking (MobiSys), pages 115–127, 2018.

[30] Jun Fang, Ali Shafiee, Hamzah Abdel-Aziz, David Thorsley, Georgios Georgiadis, and Joseph H. Hassoun. Post-training piecewise linear quantization for deep neural networks. In European Conference on Computer Vision (ECCV), pages 69–86, 2020.

[31] Jeremy Fowers, Kalin Ovtcharov, Michael Papamichael, Todd Massengill, Ming Liu, Daniel Lo, Shlomi Alkalay, Michael Haselman, Logan Adams, Mahdi Ghandi, Stephen Heil, Prerak Patel, Adam Sapek, Gabriel Weisz, Lisa Woods, Sitaram Lanka, Steven K. Reinhardt, Adrian M. Caulfield, Eric S. Chung, and Doug Burger. A configurable cloud-scale dnn processor for real-time ai. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 1– 14, 2018.

[32] Jeremy Fowers, Kalin Ovtcharov, Michael Papamichael, Todd Massengill, Ming Liu, Daniel Lo, Shlomi Alkalay, Michael Haselman, Logan Adams, Mahdi Ghandi, Stephen Heil, Prerak Patel, Adam Sapek, Gabriel Weisz, Lisa Woods, Sitaram Lanka, Steven K. Reinhardt, Adrian M. Caulfield, Eric S. Chung, and Doug Burger. A configurable cloud-scale dnn processor for real-time ai. In ACM/IEEE 45th Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 1– 14, 2018.

[33] Sean Fox, Seyedramin Rasoulinezhad, Julian Faraone, david boland, and Philip Leong. A block minifloat representation for training deep neural networks. In International Conference on Learning Representations (ICLR), 2021.

[34] Soroush Ghodrati, Byung Hoon Ahn, Joon Kyung Kim, Sean Kinzer, Brahmendra Reddy Yatham, Navateja Alla, Hardik Sharma, Mohammad Alian, Eiman Ebrahimi, Nam Sung Kim, Cliff Young, and Hadi Esmaeilzadeh. Planaria: Dynamic architecture fission for spatial multitenant acceleration of deep neural networks. In IEEE/ACM International Symposium on Microarchitecture (MICRO), pages 681–697, 2020.

[35] Google. Edge TPU. https://cloud.google.com/edge-tpu. [Online;

accessed 18-April-2023].

[36] Kaiming He, Xiangyu Zhang, Shaoqing Ren, and Jian Sun. Deep residual learning for image recognition. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 770–778, 2015.

[37] Brian Hickmann, Jieasheng Chen, Michael Rotzin, Andrew Yang, Maciej Urbanski, and Sasikanth Avancha. Intel nervana neural network processor-t (nnp-t) fused floating point many-term dot product. In IEEE Symposium on Computer Arithmetic (ARITH), pages 133–136, 2020.

[38] Andrew G. Howard, Menglong Zhu, Bo Chen, Dmitry Kalenichenko, Weijun Wang, Tobias Weyand, Marco Andreetto, and Hartwig Adam. Mobilenets: Efficient convolutional neural networks for mobile vision applications. CoRR, 2017.

[39] Gao Huang, Zhuang Liu, Geoff Pleiss, Laurens van der Maaten, and Kilian Q. Weinberger. Convolutional networks with dense connectivity. IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence (TPAMI), pages 8704–8716, 2022.

[40] Itay Hubara, Yury Nahshan, Yair Hanani, Ron Banner, and Daniel Soudry. Accurate post training quantization with small calibration sets. In Proceedings of the International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML), volume 139 of Proceedings of Machine Learning Research, pages 4466–4475. PMLR, 2021.

[41] Bongjoon Hyun, Youngeun Kwon, Yujeong Choi, John Kim, and Minsoo Rhu. Neummu: Architectural support for efficient address translations in neural processing units. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), pages 1109–1124, 2020.

[42] Benoit Jacob, Skirmantas Kligys, Bo Chen, Menglong Zhu, Matthew Tang, Andrew Howard, Hartwig Adam, and Dmitry Kalenichenko. Quantization and training of neural networks for efficient integerarithmetic-only inference. In IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 2704–2713, 2018.

[43] Shubham Jain, Swagath Venkataramani, Vijayalakshmi Srinivasan, Jungwook Choi, Kailash Gopalakrishnan, and Leland Chang. Biscaleddnn: Quantizing long-tailed datastructures with two scale factors for deep neural networks. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 1–6, 2019.

[44] Jun-Woo Jang, Sehwan Lee, Dongyoung Kim, Hyunsun Park, Ali Shafiee Ardestani, Yeongjae Choi, Channoh Kim, Yoojin Kim, Hyeongseok Yu, Hamzah Abdel-Aziz, Jun-Seok Park, Heonsoo Lee, Dongwoo Lee, Myeong Woo Kim, Hanwoong Jung, Heewoo Nam, Dongguen Lim, Seungwon Lee, Joon-Ho Song, Suknam Kwon, Joseph

Hassoun, SukHwan Lim, and Changkyu Choi. Sparsity-aware and reconfigurable npu architecture for samsung flagship mobile soc. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 15–28, 2021.

[45] JEDEC. Standard High Bandwidth Memory (HBM) DRAM, 2015. [46] Geonhwa Jeong, Eric Qin, Ananda Samajdar, Christopher J. Hughes, Sreenivas Subramoney, Hyesoon Kim, and Tushar Krishna. Rasa: Efficient register-aware systolic array matrix engine for cpu. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 253–258, 2021.

[47] Norman P. Jouppi, Doe Hyun Yoon, Matthew Ashcraft, Mark Gottscho, Thomas B. Jablin, George Kurian, James Laudon, Sheng Li, Peter Ma, Xiaoyu Ma, Thomas Norrie, Nishant Patil, Sushma Prasad, Cliff Young, Zongwei Zhou, and David Patterson. Ten lessons from three generations shaped google’s tpuv4i : Industrial product. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 1–14, 2021.

[48] Norman P. Jouppi, Cliff Young, Nishant Patil, David Patterson, Gaurav Agrawal, Raminder Bajwa, Sarah Bates, Suresh Bhatia, Nan Boden, Al Borchers, Rick Boyle, Pierre luc Cantin, Clifford Chao, Chris Clark, Jeremy Coriell, Mike Daley, Matt Dau, Jeffrey Dean, Ben Gelb, Tara Vazir Ghaemmaghami, Rajendra Gottipati, William Gulland, Robert Hagmann, C. Richard Ho, Doug Hogberg, John Hu, Robert Hundt, Dan Hurt, Julian Ibarz, Aaron Jaffey, Alek Jaworski, Alexander Kaplan, Harshit Khaitan, Andy Koch, Naveen Kumar, Steve Lacy, James Laudon, James Law, Diemthu Le, Chris Leary, Zhuyuan Liu, Kyle Lucke, Alan Lundin, Gordon MacKean, Adriana Maggiore, Maire Mahony, Kieran Miller, Rahul Nagarajan, Ravi Narayanaswami, Ray Ni, Kathy Nix, Thomas Norrie, Mark Omernick, Narayana Penukonda, Andy Phelps, Jonathan Ross, Matt Ross, Amir Salek, Emad Samadiani, Chris Severn, Gregory Sizikov, Matthew Snelham, Jed Souter, Dan Steinberg, Andy Swing, Mercedes Tan, Gregory Thorson, Bo Tian, Horia Toma, Erick Tuttle, Vijay Vasudevan, Richard Walter, Walter Wang, Eric Wilcox, and Doe Hyun Yoon. In-datacenter performance analysis of a tensor processing unit, 2017.

[49] Patrick Judd, Jorge Albericio, Tayler Hetherington, Tor M. Aamodt, and Andreas Moshovos. Stripes: Bit-serial deep neural network computing. In IEEE/ACM International Symposium on Microarchitecture (MICRO), pages 1–12, 2016.

[50] Dhiraj Kalamkar, Dheevatsa Mudigere, Naveen Mellempudi, Dipankar Das, Kunal Banerjee, Sasikanth Avancha, Dharma Teja Vooturi, Nataraj Jammalamadaka, Jianyu Huang, Hector Yuen, Jiyan Yang, Jongsoo Park, Alexander Heinecke, Evangelos Georganas, Sudarshan Srinivasan, Abhisek Kundu, Misha Smelyanskiy, Bharat Kaul, and Pradeep Dubey. A study of BFLOAT16 for deep learning training, 2019.

[51] Rakesh Komuravelli, Matthew D. Sinclair, Johnathan Alsop, Muhammad Huzaifa, Maria Kotsifakou, Prakalp Srivastava, Sarita V. Adve, and Vikram S. Adve. Stash: Have your scratchpad and cache it too. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 707–719, 2015.

[52] Alex Krizhevsky, Ilya Sutskever, and Geoffrey E. Hinton. Imagenet classification with deep convolutional neural networks. In International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), page 1097–1105, 2012.

[53] H.T. Kung, Bradley McDanel, and Sai Qian Zhang. Packing sparse convolutional neural networks for efficient systolic array implementations: Column combining under joint optimization. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), page 821–834, 2019.

[54] Hyoukjun Kwon, Liangzhen Lai, Michael Pellauer, Tushar Krishna, Yu- Hsin Chen, and Vikas Chandra. Heterogeneous dataflow accelerators for multi-dnn workloads. In IEEE International Symposium on High- Performance Computer Architecture (HPCA), pages 71–83, 2021.

[55] Hyoukjun Kwon, Ananda Samajdar, and Tushar Krishna. Maeri:

Enabling flexible dataflow mapping over dnn accelerators via reconfigurable interconnects. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASP- LOS), page 461–475, 2018.

[56] Jinmook Lee, Changhyeon Kim, Sanghoon Kang, Dongjoo Shin, Sangyeob Kim, and Hoi-Jun Yoo. UNPU: A 50.6TOPS/W unified deep neural network accelerator with 1b-to-16b fully-variable weight bit-precision. In IEEE International Solid-State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 218–220, 2018.

[57] Jinmook Lee, Changhyeon Kim, Sanghoon Kang, Dongjoo Shin, Sangyeob Kim, and Hoi-Jun Yoo. Unpu: An energy-efficient deep neural network accelerator with fully variable weight bit precision. IEEE Journal of Solid-State Circuits (JSSC), 54(1):173–185, 2019.

[58] Jinsu Lee, Juhyoung Lee, Donghyeon Han, Jinmook Lee, Gwangtae Park, and Hoi-Jun Yoo. Lnpu: A 25.3tflops/w sparse deep-neural-network learning processor with fine-grained mixed precision of fp8- fp16. In IEEE International Solid- State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 142–144, 2019.

[59] Jounghoo Lee, Jinwoo Choi, Jaeyeon Kim, Jinho Lee, and Youngsok Kim. Dataflow mirroring: Architectural support for highly efficient fine-grained spatial multitasking on systolic-array npus. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 247–252, 2021.

[60] Sheng Li, Ke Chen, Jung Ho Ahn, Jay B Brockman, and Norman P Jouppi. Cacti-p: Architecture-level modeling for sram-based structures with advanced leakage reduction techniques. In IEEE/ACM International Conference on Computer-Aided Design (ICCAD), pages 694– 701, 2011.

[61] Heng Liao, Jiajin Tu, Jing Xia, and Xiping Zhou. Davinci: A scalable architecture for neural network computing. In IEEE Hot Chips Symposium (HCS), pages 1–44, 2019.

[62] Robert LiKamWa, Yunhui Hou, Yuan Gao, Mia Polansky, and Lin Zhong. Redeye: Analog convnet image sensor architecture for continuous mobile vision. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 255–266, 2016.

[63] Ye Lin, Yanyang Li, Tengbo Liu, Tong Xiao, Tongran Liu, and Jingbo Zhu. Towards fully 8-bit integer inference for the transformer model. In International Joint Conference on Artificial Intelligence (IJCAI), 2021.

[64] Zhuang Liu, Hanzi Mao, Chao-Yuan Wu, Christoph Feichtenhofer, Trevor Darrell, and Saining Xie. A convnet for the 2020s. In IEEE/CVF Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 11976–11986, 2022.

[65] Paulius Micikevicius, Sharan Narang, Jonah Alben, Gregory F. Diamos, Erich Elsen, David García, Boris Ginsburg, Michael Houston, Oleksii Kuchaiev, Ganesh Venkatesh, and Hao Wu. Mixed precision training. arXiv preprint arXiv:1710.03740, 2017.

[66] Paulius Micikevicius, Dusan Stosic, Neil Burgess, Marius Cornea, Pradeep Dubey, Richard Grisenthwaite, Sangwon Ha, Alexander Heinecke, Patrick Judd, John Kamalu, Naveen Mellempudi, Stuart Oberman, Mohammad Shoeybi, Michael Siu, and Hao Wu. Fp8 formats for deep learning. arXiv preprint arXiv:2209.05433, 2022.

[67] Mike Demler. Blaize Ignites Edge-AI Performance.

https://www.blaize.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Blaize-Ignites-Edge-AI-Performance.pdf. [Online; accessed 17-September-2023].

[68] Bert Moons, Roel Uytterhoeven, Wim Dehaene, and Marian Verhelst. Envision: A 0.26-to-10tops/w subword-parallel dynamic-voltage-accuracy-frequency-scalable convolutional neural network processor in 28nm FDSOI. In IEEE International Solid-State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 246–247, 2017.

[69] Bert Moons and Marian Verhelst. An energy-efficient precisionscalable convnet processor in 40-nm cmos. IEEE Journal of Solid-State Circuits, 52(4):903–914, 2017.

[70] Seock-Hwan Noh, Jahyun Koo, Seunghyun Lee, Jongse Park, and Jaeha Kung. Flexblock: A flexible dnn training accelerator with multi-mode block floating point support. IEEE Transactions on Computers (TC), 72(9):2522–2535, 2023.

[71] Seock-Hwan Noh, Junsang Park, Dahoon Park, Jahyun Koo, Jeik Choi, and Jaeha Kung. Lightnorm: Area and energy-efficient batch normalization hardware for on-device dnn training. In IEEE International Conference on Computer Design (ICCD), pages 443–450, 2022.

[72] Thomas Norrie, Nishant Patil, Doe Hyun Yoon, George Kurian, Sheng Li, James Laudon, Cliff Young, Norman Jouppi, and David Patterson. The design process for google’s training chips: Tpuv2 and tpuv3. IEEE Micro, pages 56–63, 2021.

[73] Badreddine Noune, Philip Jones, Daniel Justus, Dominic Masters, and Carlo Luschi. 8-bit numerical formats for deep neural networks. arXiv preprint arXiv:2206.02915, 2022.

[74] NVIDIA. Automatic Mixed Precision for Deep Learning.

https://developer.nvidia.com/automatic-mixed-precision, 2023. [75] NVIDIA. GeForce RTX 3090 User Guide.

https://www.nvidia.com/content/geforce-gtx/GEFORCE RTX 3090 USER GUIDE v02.pdf, 2023.

[76] NVIDIA. Train with Mixed Precision.

https://docs.nvidia.com/deeplearning/performance/pdf/Training-Mixed-Precision-User-Guide.pdf, 2023.

[77] Young H. Oh, Seonghak Kim, Yunho Jin, Sam Son, Jonghyun Bae, Jongsung Lee, Yeonhong Park, Dong Uk Kim, Tae Jun Ham, and Jae W. Lee. Layerweaver: Maximizing resource utilization of neural processing units via layer-wise scheduling. In IEEE International Symposium on High-Performance Computer Architecture (HPCA), pages 584–597, 2021.

[78] Michael Pellauer, Yakun Sophia Shao, Jason Clemons, Neal Crago, Kartik Hegde, Rangharajan Venkatesan, Stephen W Keckler, Christopher W Fletcher, and Joel Emer. Buffets: An efficient and composable storage idiom for explicit decoupled data orchestration. In International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), pages 137–151, 2019.

[79] Sai Qian Zhang, Bradley McDanel, and H. T. Kung. Fast: Dnn training under variable precision block floating point with stochastic rounding. In IEEE International Symposium on High-Performance Computer Architecture (HPCA), pages 846–860, 2022.

[80] Eric Qin, Ananda Samajdar, Hyoukjun Kwon, Vineet Nadella, Sudarshan Srinivasan, Dipankar Das, Bharat Kaul, and Tushar Krishna. Sigma: A sparse and irregular gemm accelerator with flexible interconnects for dnn training. In IEEE International Symposium on High Performance Computer Architecture (HPCA), pages 58–70, 2020.

[81] Alec Radford, Karthik Narasimhan, Tim Salimans, and Ilya Sutskever.

Improving language understanding by generative pre-training.

https://cdn.openai.com/research-covers/language-unsupervised/language understanding paper.pdf, 2018.

[82] Pranav Rajpurkar, Jian Zhang, Konstantin Lopyrev, and Percy Liang.

SQuAD: 100,000+ questions for machine comprehension of text. In Conference on Empirical Methods in Natural Language Processing (EMNLP), pages 2383–2392, 2016.

[83] Enrico Reggiani, Cristóbal Ramírez Lazo, Roger Figueras Bagué, Adrián Cristal, Mauro Olivieri, and Osman Sabri Unsal. Bison-e: A lightweight and high-performance accelerator for narrow integer linear algebra computing on the edge. In ACM International Conference on Architectural Support for Programming Languages and Operating Systems (ASPLOS), page 56–69, 2022.

[84] Sungju Ryu, Hyungjun Kim, Wooseok Yi, and Jae-Joon Kim. BitBlade:

Area and energy-efficient precision-scalable neural network accelerator with bitwise summation. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 1–6, 2019.

[85] Sally Ward-Foxton. Details of Hailo AI Edge Accelerator Emerge.

https://www.eetimes.com/details-of-hailo-ai-edge-accelerator-emerge/. [Online; accessed 17-September-2023].

[86] Ananda Samajdar, Jan Moritz Joseph, Yuhao Zhu, Paul Whatmough, Matthew Mattina, and Tushar Krishna. A systematic methodology for characterizing scalability of dnn accelerators using scale-sim. In IEEE International Symposium on Performance Analysis of Systems and Software (ISPASS), pages 58–68, 2020.

[87] Ananda Samajdar, Eric Qin, Michael Pellauer, and Tushar Krishna.

Self adaptive reconfigurable arrays (sara): Learning flexible gemm accelerator configuration and mapping-space using ml. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), page 583–588, 2022.

[88] Mark Sandler, Andrew Howard, Menglong Zhu, Andrey Zhmoginov, and Liang-Chieh Chen. Mobilenetv2: Inverted residuals and linear bottlenecks. In IEEE conference on computer vision and pattern recognition (CVPR), pages 4510–4520, 2018.

[89] Dipanjan Sengupta, Anshuman Goswami, Karsten Schwan, and Krishna Pallavi. Scheduling multi-tenant cloud workloads on acceleratorbased systems. In International Conference for High Performance Computing, Networking, Storage and Analysis (SC), page 513–524, 2014.

[90] Sayeh Sharify, Alberto Delmas Lascorz, Kevin Siu, Patrick Judd, and Andreas Moshovos. Loom: Exploiting weight and activation precisions to accelerate convolutional neural networks. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 1–6, 2018.

[91] Hardik Sharma, Jongse Park, Naveen Suda, Liangzhen Lai, Benson Chau, Vikas Chandra, and Hadi Esmaeilzadeh. Bit Fusion: Bitlevel dynamically composable architecture for accelerating deep neural network. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 764–775, 2018.

[92] Dongjoo Shin, Jinmook Lee, Jinsu Lee, and Hoi-Jun Yoo. 14.2 dnpu:

An 8.1tops/w reconfigurable cnn-rnn processor for general-purpose deep neural networks. In IEEE International Solid-State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 240–241, 2017.

[93] William Andrew Simon, Yasir Mahmood Qureshi, Marco Rios, Alexandre Levisse, Marina Zapater, and David Atienza. Blade: An incache computing architecture for edge devices. IEEE Transactions on Computers (TC), 69(9):1349–1363, 2020.

[94] Karen Simonyan and Andrew Zisserman. Very deep convolutional networks for large-scale image recognition. arXiv preprint arXiv:1409.1556, 2014.

[95] Jinook Song, Yunkyo Cho, Jun-Seok Park, Jun-Woo Jang, Sehwan Lee, Joon-Ho Song, Jae-Gon Lee, and Inyup Kang. 7.1 an 11.5tops/w 1024- mac butterfly structure dual-core sparsity-aware neural processing unit in 8nm flagship mobile soc. In IEEE International Solid- State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 130–132, 2019.

[96] Zhuoran Song, Jianfei Wang, Tianjian Li, Li Jiang, Jing Ke, Xiaoyao Liang, and Naifeng Jing. Gpnpu: Enabling efficient hardware-based direct convolution with multi-precision support in gpu tensor cores. In ACM/IEEE Design Automation Conference (DAC), pages 1–6, 2020.

[97] Xiao Sun, Jungwook Choi, Chia-Yu Chen, Naigang Wang, Swagath Venkataramani, Vijayalakshmi (Viji) Srinivasan, Xiaodong Cui, Wei Zhang, and Kailash Gopalakrishnan. Hybrid 8-bit floating point (hfp8) training and inference for deep neural networks. In Advances in Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), 2019.

[98] Synopsys. Design Compiler User Guide: Version N-2017.09, 2017. [99] Synopsys. Power Compiler User Guide: version P-2019.03, 2019. [100] Synopsys. DesignWare IP. https://www.synopsys.com/designware-ip.html, 2023.

[101] Cheng Tan, Manupa Karunaratne, Tulika Mitra, and Li-Shiuan Peh.

Stitch: Fusible heterogeneous accelerators enmeshed with many-core architecture for wearables. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 575–587, 2018.

[102] Mingxing Tan and Quoc Le. EfficientNet: Rethinking model scaling for convolutional neural networks. In International Conference on Machine Learning (ICML), pages 6105–6114, 2019.

[103] Ashish Vaswani, Noam Shazeer, Niki Parmar, Jakob Uszkoreit, Llion Jones, Aidan N Gomez, Łukasz Kaiser, and Illia Polosukhin. Attention is all you need. Advances in neural information processing systems (NeurIPS), 2017.

[104] Swagath Venkataramani, Vijayalakshmi Srinivasan, Wei Wang, Sanchari Sen, Jintao Zhang, Ankur Agrawal, Monodeep Kar, Shubham Jain, Alberto Mannari, Hoang Tran, Yulong Li, Eri Ogawa, Kazuaki Ishizaki, Hiroshi Inoue, Marcel Schaal, Mauricio Serrano, Jungwook Choi, Xiao Sun, Naigang Wang, Chia-Yu Chen, Allison Allain, James Bonano, Nianzheng Cao, Robert Casatuta, Matthew Cohen, Bruce Fleischer, Michael Guillorn, Howard Haynie, Jinwook Jung, Mingu Kang, Kyu-hyoun Kim, Siyu Koswatta, Saekyu Lee, Martin Lutz, Silvia Mueller, Jinwook Oh, Ashish Ranjan, Zhibin Ren, Scot Rider, Kerstin Schelm, Michael Scheuermann, Joel Silberman, Jie Yang, Vidhi Zalani, Xin Zhang, Ching Zhou, Matt Ziegler, Vinay Shah, Moriyoshi Ohara, Pong-Fei Lu, Brian Curran, Sunil Shukla, Leland Chang, and Kailash Gopalakrishnan. Rapid: Ai accelerator for ultra-low precision training and inference. In ACM/IEEE Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 153–166, 2021.

[105] Oriol Vinyals, Alexander Toshev, Samy Bengio, and D. Erhan. Show and tell: A neural image caption generator. IEEE Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition (CVPR), pages 3156–3164, 2014.

[106] Naigang Wang, Jungwook Choi, Daniel Brand, Chia-Yu Chen, and Kailash Gopalakrishnan. Training deep neural networks with 8- bit floating point numbers. In International Conference on Neural Information Processing Systems (NeurIPS), page 7686–7695, 2018.

[107] Yuzhao Wang, Lele Li, You Wu, Junqing Yu, Zhibin Yu, and Xuehai Qian. Tpshare: A time-space sharing scheduling abstraction for shared cloud via vertical labels. In ACM/IEEE 46th Annual International Symposium on Computer Architecture (ISCA), pages 499–512, 2019.

[108] Andrew Waterman and Krste Asanovi´c. The risc-v instruction set manual. In RISC-V Foundation, 2017.

[109] Ofri Wechsler, Michael Behar, and Bharat Daga. Spring hill (nnpi 1000) intel’s data center inference chip. In IEEE Hot Chips 31 Symposium (HCS), pages 1–12, 2019.

[110] Cheng-Xin Xue, Wei-Hao Chen, Je-Syu Liu, Jia-Fang Li, Wei-Yu Lin, Wei-En Lin, Jing-Hong Wang, Wei-Chen Wei, Ting-Wei Chang, Tung-Cheng Chang, Tsung-Yuan Huang, Hui-Yao Kao, Shih-Ying Wei, Yen-Cheng Chiu, Chun-Ying Lee, Chung-Chuan Lo, Ya-Chin King,

Chorng-Jung Lin, Ren-Shuo Liu, Chih-Cheng Hsieh, Kea-Tiong Tang, and Meng-Fan Chang. 24.1 a 1mb multibit reram computing-in-memory macro with 14.6ns parallel mac computing time for cnn based ai edge processors. In IEEE International Solid- State Circuits Conference (ISSCC), pages 388–390, 2019.

[111] Andrew Yang. Deep learning training at scale spring crest deep learning accelerator (intel® nervana™ nnp-t). In IEEE Hot Chips 31 Symposium (HCS), pages 1–20, 2019.