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Abstract—Smart sensors are an emerging technology that
allows combining the data acquisition with the elaboration
directly on the Edge device, very close to the sensors. To
push this concept to the extreme, technology companies are
proposing a new generation of sensors allowing to move the
intelligence from the edge host device, typically a microcontroller,
directly to the ultra-low-power sensor itself, in order to further
reduce the miniaturization, cost and energy efficiency. This paper
evaluates the capabilities of a novel and promising solution from
STMicroelectronics. The presence of a floating point unit and an
accelerator for binary neural networks provide capabilities for
in-sensor feature extraction and machine learning. We propose
a comparison of full-precision and binary neural networks for
activity recognition with accelerometer data generated by the
sensor itself. Experimental results have demonstrated that the
sensor can achieve an inference performance of 10.7 cycles/MAC,
comparable to a Cortex-M4-based microcontroller, with full-
precision networks, and up to 1.5 cycles/MAC with large binary
models for low latency inference, with an average energy con-
sumption of only 90 µJ/inference with the core running at 5 MHz.

Index Terms—Smart Sensors, IoT, Low Power, Edge Comput-
ing, Machine Learning

I. INTRODUCTION

Artificial Intelligence and Machine Learning paradigms are
increasing their presence in the area of the Internet of Things
(IoT) and Smart Sensors to face the challenging task of
automatically extracting information from the data generated
by ”traditional” sensors spread in the physical world [1]. An
emerging trend is to bring machine learning on low-power
IoT devices, in contrast with the Cloud Computing paradigm,
where the data processing is performed in the cloud. This
trend is motivated by the huge amount of data produced
by a growing number of IoT devices. Transferring all the
data to the cloud would have several drawbacks including
high energy requirements for data transmission, and, more
generally, reliability, latency, and privacy concerns [2] [3].

Major challenges arise when processing data at the Edge,
mostly due to the highly constrained resources available on
smart IoT devices [4], [5]. Thus, bringing intelligence to the
edge creates fascinating challenges for industrial and academic
researchers [7]. In fact, most of today’s low-power IoT smart
sensors are composed of a low-power microcontroller (MCU),
a set of sensors, and an optional but common wireless interface

to transmit the findings of the device to a remote gateway or
backend [6].

Many academic and sensor technology companies, includ-
ing Bosch, TDK, STMicroelectronics and many others, are
proposing a new generation of smart sensors that embed ultra-
low power digital signal processors in the same integrated
circuit. In particular, there is interest in combining the sensing
part with a small neural network core to process the sensor
data on the fly, increasing the overall efficiency and reducing
the system latency.

This novel approach is based on the intuition that waking
up external processors periodically might have an impact
on the power consumption, which is avoidable by moving
the intelligence from the host processor to the sensor itself.
This paper presents the evaluation of a novel sensor with
an Intelligent Sensor Processing Unit (ISPU) designed and
produced by STMicroelectronics . The ISPU includes both full
precision and binary neural network accelerators as well as the
capability of DSP for feature extraction of the raw data. The
main contribution of this paper is the design of benchmark
neural networks (both full precision and binary) to evaluate
the new ISM330AILP sensor from STMicroelectronics under
different loads to characterize the performance, including the
features extraction on the ISPU, and the usability of this
solution. We compare different neural network architectures
using both full-precision and binary implementations, with the
aim to evaluate the power efficiency of the core in different
conditions. Experimental evaluation in terms of Multiply-
Accumulate (MAC) operations per cycle and power in differ-
ent conditions has been performed to have a fair comparison
with a popular microcontroller for smart sensors based on
ARM Cortex-M4F.

II. STRED INTELLIGENT SENSOR PROCESSING UNIT

The ISM330AILP inertial module is composed of a low-
power, always-on, 6-axis Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU)
and the novel Intelligent Sensor Processing Unit (ISPU), as
represented in Figure 1. The main novelty of this sensor
is the presence of a fully programmable 32 bit core inside
the sensor itself. The processing core (ISPU) is optimized
for power consumption and machine learning, and features
40KiB of RAM memory (for both program and data), a
Floating Point Unit (FPU) for full-precision operations, and an
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Fig. 1. High-level block diagram of the ISM330AILP

additional Binary Neural Network accelerator with support for
convolutions, to enable efficient BNN execution in the sensor.
The sensor offers a high-performance mode and a low-power
one, with different sampling frequency ranges, while the ISPU
can run at 5MHz or at 10MHz.

While the processing core allows the implementation of any
algorithm, compatibly with the computational resources, the
ISPU is designed with a focus on Binary Neural Networks,
which are a competitive alternative to full-precision models
[8], especially when coupled with ad-hoc accelerators [9] [10].

The core has been designed with a wake-up time of only 4
cycles, to allow efficient event-based processing with minimal
latency. It wakes up when new sensor data are available, but
it is also possible to trigger the execution of algorithms from
the external host MCU if needed.

The core can be programmed in C with user-defined
algorithms, or with the support of the tools provided by
STMicroelectronics , which allow to deploy Keras [11] models
and take advantage of the BNN accelerator.

III. EVALUATION SCENARIO AND PROPOSED NEURAL
NETWORK

To evaluate the potential of in-sensor intelligence with
the ISPU under a realistic real-world setting, we chose an
activity recognition task. Specifically, we opted for an activity
classification of different actions on an office chair, as this
allows us to use directly the data from the accelerometer
hosted in the same die of the ISPU. The set of activities we
wanted to recognize is the following:

• Idle: no motion is detected on the chair.
• Stand up: a person stands up leaving the chair empty.
• Sit down: a person sits on an empty chair.
• Rotate: the chair spins around the shaft.
• Move: the chair is moved around.

For our demonstration, we consider a prediction pipeline
composed of a Feature Extractor followed by a Neural Net-
work, as shown in Figure 2. This well-known combination
[12] allows us to evaluate the performance of the ISPU for
both traditional feature extraction/signal processing tasks and
machine learning loads.

Fig. 2. Graphical representation of our classification pipeline. The network
architecture is not representative.

A. Feature Extraction

We adopted a feature extraction algorithm based on standard
time-domain statistical features, which are suitable for real-
time systems [13] and are invariant to the sampling rate of
the sensor. Since the ISPU is triggered at every acquisition,
we consider 1 acquisition as our time unit to simplify the
explanation below. Every acquisition yields three 16 bit ADC
samples, one per axis. The samples are stored in three dedi-
cated circular buffers of length N = 32.

With a periodicity of T = 32 (when the buffers are full),
we evaluate for each axis the following set of features: Mean,
Median, Variance, Maximum, Minimum. The set of features
St is stored in a shift buffer which contains the last L = 2
sets, from St to St−(L−1). Together they compose the input
of the neural networks described later.

The configuration we used in our application generates a
total of 30 features, which compose the input for the neural
networks described below.

B. Neural Networks

We compare different neural network architectures using
both full-precision and binary implementations, with the aim
to evaluate the power efficiency of the ISPU in different
conditions. We generated networks with growing complexity
by adding hidden layers with 32 or 64 units. The full-precision
networks have an input size of 30 and the hidden layers have
ReLU activation. The input of the binary network is padded
with two zeros to comply with hardware limitations of the
BNN core, which requires the input size of the layers to
be multiple of 32. Binary activation is used in the hidden
layers. All the models begin with a Batch Normalization layer
and terminate with a fully connected layer with SoftMax
activation. The model variations are described in Table I,
along with the network complexity measured in Multiply-
Accumulate operations.



Model Hid. Layers Hidden Units MACs
Float 0 290
Float1,32 1 32 1324
Float1,64 1 64 2508
Float2,32 2 32 2412
Float2,64 2 64 6732
Float3,32 3 32 3500
Binary 0 304
Binary1,32 1 32 1328
Binary1,64 1 64 2640
Binary2,32 2 32 2416
Binary2,64 2 64 6864
Binary3,32 3 32 3504
Binary4,256 4 256 208272

TABLE I
NETWORK ARCHITECTURES.

To train the networks, we acquired a dataset with three
different chair types. For each chair, we asked 25 different
people to perform the required 5 activities. The models were
trained for 100 epochs. We evaluated the models with stan-
dard train/validation/test split, and achieved for all models an
accuracy between 96% and 98% for the full-precision ones,
and between 93% to 97% for the binary versions, confirming
the expectations to experience a drop in accuracy due to
the extreme quantization. The models were deployed on the
sensor with the tools provided by STMicroelectronics, while
the feature extraction was implemented directly in C.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. Execution Time and Power Consumption

Since the toolchain does not include an accurate perfor-
mance profiler, we evaluate the execution time by measuring
the average duration of the ISPU phase in the power profile
on about 100 samples per configuration.

The feature extraction has an average duration of 6.57ms,
and is common to all the models.

As visible in Figure 3, the overhead of the feature extraction
is considerable and dominates in the simplest network archi-
tectures. We believe a consistent part of the overhead might
be caused by the integer-to-floating-point conversions, which
to our knowledge are not optimized.

In Table II we compare the cycles/MAC operation for each
network architecture on both the ISPU and an STM32L4R9,
an MCU based on the Cortex-M4 core. On the latter, we only
evaluate the full-precision models, since the architecture does
not have native support for binary networks.
The data show that small networks, in general, perform worst
than large ones, as the additional overhead of operations such
as Batch Normalization/Softmax has a greater impact. This is
even more relevant in the case of binary networks, because
of the aforementioned overhead of data conversion needed at
the input and the output of the network. For the same reason
the binary models struggle to provide any speedup for small
to medium models, granting only about 25% speedup for the
largest model we could compare (Float(2,64)) on the sensor,
as visible in Figure 3.

To test this thesis, we also evaluated a single binary model
with 4 hidden layers and 256 hidden units per layer to

maximise the BNN accelerator utilization. While it was not
possible to test the full-precision version of this model on the
sensor for memory limitations, the binary one achieved 1.48
cycles/MAC operation, a promising speedup of about 7x on
the previously measured full-precision performance.

Fig. 3. Execution time of different models on the ISM330AILP

Model MACs Cyc/MAC(M4) Cyc/MAC(STRed)
Float 290 18.20 32.32
Float1,32 1324 13.28 15.86
Float1,64 2508 12.03 12.76
Float2,32 2412 12.45 13.26
Float2,64 6732 10.91 10.67
Float3,32 3500 12.13 11.98
Binary 304 32.09
Binary1,32 1328 19.78
Binary1,64 2640 16.32
Binary2,32 2416 13.02
Binary2,64 6864 7.88
Binary3,32 3504 10.46
Binary4,256 208272 1.48

TABLE II
EXECUTION TIME METRICS

V. CONCLUSION

We proposed an evaluation of on-sensor activity classifi-
cation with the novel ISM330AILP sensor with integrated
ISPU and analyzed the performance of the core under different
conditions, proposing neural networks for realistic application
scenarios, and exploiting both the sensing and the on-board
processor. Our evaluation shows that the ISPU is suitable for
running small full-precision networks, and is mainly limited
by the available memory for what concerns this task. The
cycles/MAC metric also shows that the performance of the
core is comparable with the performance of a Cortex-M4 core
with intensive full-precision loads with an inference energy of
only 90 µJ. Our experiments also show that it is possible to
run large binary models with a speedup of around 7x when
using the dedicated BNN accelerator.
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[5] Jeličić, Vana, Michele Magno, Davide Brunelli, Vedran Bilas, and
Luca Benini. ”An energy efficient multimodal wireless video sensor
network with eZ430–RF2500 modules.” In 5th International Conference
on Pervasive Computing and Applications, pp. 161-166. IEEE, 2010.

[6] Conti, F., Palossi, D., Andri, R., Magno, M., & Benini, L. (2016).
Accelerated visual context classification on a low-power smartwatch.
IEEE Transactions on Human-Machine Systems, 47(1), 19-30.

[7] W. Shi, J. Cao, Q. Zhang, Y. Li, and L. Xu, “Edge Computing: Vision
and Challenges,” IEEE Internet of Things Journal, vol. 3, pp. 637–646,
Oct. 2016. Conference Name: IEEE Internet of Things Journal.

[8] G. Cerutti, R. Andri, L. Cavigelli, M. Magno, E. Farella, L. Benini,
”Sound Event Detection with Binary Neural Networks on Tightly Power-
Constrained IoT Devices”, 2021.

[9] R. Andri, L. Cavigelli, D. Rossi and L. Benini, ”YodaNN: An Ultra-
Low Power Convolutional Neural Network Accelerator Based on Binary
Weights,” 2016 IEEE Computer Society Annual Symposium on VLSI
(ISVLSI), 2016, pp. 236-241, doi: 10.1109/ISVLSI.2016.111.

[10] F. Conti, P. D. Schiavone and L. Benini, ”XNOR Neural Engine: A
Hardware Accelerator IP for 21.6-fJ/op Binary Neural Network Infer-
ence,” in IEEE Transactions on Computer-Aided Design of Integrated
Circuits and Systems, vol. 37, no. 11, pp. 2940-2951, Nov. 2018, doi:
10.1109/TCAD.2018.2857019.

[11] Keras. The Python Deep Learning API. https://keras.io/. [Online; ac-
cessed 1/2/2022]

[12] Y. Chen and Y. Xue, ”A Deep Learning Approach to Human Activity
Recognition Based on Single Accelerometer,” 2015 IEEE International
Conference on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, 2015, pp. 1488-1492,
doi: 10.1109/SMC.2015.263.

[13] J. M. H. Priyadharshini, S. Kavitha and B. Bharathi, ”Classification
and analysis of human activities,” 2017 International Conference on
Communication and Signal Processing (ICCSP), 2017, pp. 1207-1211,
doi: 10.1109/ICCSP.2017.8286571.

[14] STM32L4F5/7/9 Datasheet:
www.st.com/resource/en/datasheet/stm32l4r5vi.pdf [Online; accessed
1/2/2022]


	Introduction
	STRed Intelligent Sensor Processing Unit
	Evaluation Scenario and proposed neural network
	Feature Extraction
	Neural Networks

	Experimental Results
	Execution Time and Power Consumption

	Conclusion
	References

