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Abstract—The paper focuses on real-time facial expression
recognition (FER) systems as an important component in various
real-world applications such as social robotics. We investigate two
hardware options for the deployment of FER machine learning
(ML) models at the edge: neuromorphic hardware versus edge AI
accelerators. Our study includes exhaustive experiments provid-
ing comparative analyses between the Intel Loihi neuromorphic
processor and four distinct edge platforms: Raspberry Pi-4, Intel
Neural Compute Stick (NSC), Jetson Nano, and Coral TPU.
The results obtained show that Loihi can achieve approximately
two orders of magnitude reduction in power dissipation and
one order of magnitude energy savings compared to Coral
TPU which happens to be the least power-intensive and energy-
consuming edge AI accelerator. These reductions in power and
energy are achieved while the neuromorphic solution maintains
a comparable level of accuracy with the edge accelerators, all
within the real-time latency requirements.

Index Terms—Facial Expression Recognition, Neuromorphic
Computing, Spiking Neural Networks (SNNs), Convolutional
Neural Networks (CNNs), Edge Computing.

I. INTRODUCTION

Facial expression recognition is a popular and challenging
area of research in machine learning (ML) applications [1].
Facial expressions are critical to human communication and
allow us to convey complex thoughts and emotions beyond
spoken language. Using computer vision and ML systems
for facial expression classification can be beneficial to many
real-world applications. The complexity of facial expressions,
however, creates a difficult problem for computer vision sys-
tems. Moreover, the applications that require facial expression,
such as social robotics [2] and sign language translation [3],
typically demand real-time operation at the edge which can
cause important challenges due to the resource and energy
constraints of edge platforms [4].

The surge in demand for specialized hardware for artificial
intelligence (AI) applications has resulted in a rapidly expand-
ing industry for edge AI accelerators. Anticipating this trend,
several companies have developed their own specialized accel-
erators. The NVIDIA Jetson Nano is a low-cost development
board for ML applications that is equipped with both GPU
and CPU cores. The Intel Movidius Neural Compute Stick 2
(NCS2) is a small, low-power USB co-processor that enables
ML acceleration by the Myriad vision processing unit (VPU).
Google’s Coral Edge TPU is another device that leverages
tensor processing units (TPUs) to accelerate ML applications.
The coral TPU is used as a co-processor on Coral’s Dev Board,
as well as a USB accelerator that can be integrated with tiny

computers such as Raspberry Pi. Despite these advancements,
the development of efficient ML models tailored for resource
and energy-constrained edge devices remains a challenge that
is exacerbated by the increasing complexity and size of net-
work architectures [4]. To address these challenges, there has
been a specific focus on leveraging automated ML (AutoML)
[5], [6] techniques to develop ML models that are tailored
and optimized for deployment on edge devices. While recent
research in this field [7]–[9] has shown promising outcomes,
there is still room for further exploration and enhancement of
edge-centric ML models.

On the other hand, neuromorphic systems representing the
third generation of ML systems [10] have attracted con-
siderable attention in recent years and exhibited intriguing
outcomes for various edge computing applications [11]–[13].
Neuromorphic computing systems include properties such
as sparse and low-precision computation as well as event-
based and asynchronous operation that make them intrinsically
suitable for low-energy ML tasks [13], [14].

In this paper, we first employ AutoML techniques to de-
velop convolutional neural network (CNN) models that are
specifically optimized for being executed on four distinct edge
platforms: Raspberry Pi-4, Intel NCS2, NVIDIA Jetson Nano,
and Coral TPU. Subsequently, we convert these CNN models
to equivalent spiking neural networks (SNNs) for deployment
on an Intel Loihi neuromorphic processor [15]. Finally, we
provide comprehensive experimental results and comparative
analyses between the edge AI accelerators and neuromorphic
hardware in terms of accuracy, latency, power, and energy
consumption. The results unveil important trade-offs and nu-
ances that can be crucial for the practical deployment of facial
expression recognition systems for real-world applications.

II. DNN AND SNN MODEL DEVELOPMENT

A. Develop and Optimize CNN Models

Here, we employ an edge-centric methodology for con-
ducting network architecture search, which is specifically
designed to develop CNN models that are highly efficient
when deployed on edge AI accelerators. The primary objective
of this approach is to achieve a balance between accuracy,
latency, and power consumption. This is accomplished through
a systematic optimization process that progressively integrates
new metrics into the cost function. The optimization begins
with prioritizing accuracy, subsequently progressing to include
latency, and ultimately ending the exploration of the design
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TABLE I: Network configuration settings.

Parameters Description Range Step
Block # of blocks in the network 2-4 1

K1 # of kernels in the 1st block 6-16 2
K2 # of kernels in the 2nd block 24-32 4
K3 # # of kernels in the 3rd block 36-48 4
K4 # # of kernels in the 4th block 52-64 4

FC1 # of units in the 1st FC layer 100-120 5
FC2 # of units in the 2nd FC layer 80-100 5

space to identify the model with the optimal accuracy/PDP
ratio, where PDP represents power-delay-product. Here, we
use Hyperopt [16] library to perform automated hyperparam-
eter tuning based on the aforementioned cost functions using
Bayesian optimization techniques.

The structure of the CNN models used in this paper is based
on the VGG architecture [17]. Each model is composed of
multiple VGG blocks, each of which includes two convolution
layers with 3×3 kernel dimensions and a stride of 1. The pa-
rameters that can be adjusted to fine-tune the CNN architecture
are outlined in Table I, and described as below:

• The number of VGG blocks (Block) can range between
2 and 4, allowing for varying network depths.

• The number of kernels within each VGG block can be
altered.

• The number of nodes in each fully connected (FC) layer
is variable.

B. CNN to SNN Conversion

To deploy a pre-trained CNN model on neuromorphic hard-
ware, i.e., Loihi [15] in this paper, it must be first converted
to a spiking model. When evaluating a typical convolutional
network for image recognition tasks, data enters the network
as static frames. Static images must be converted to spike
trains before being processed by SNNs [18]. Therefore, we
defined an additional convolutional layer at the beginning of
the network model which has a kernel size of one and is
executed off-chip. By running this initial layer outside of the
Loihi chip, the static input images can be converted into spikes,
which are then fed into the main network architecture that is
on the Loihi chip. The off-chip input layer utilizes a rate-
based encoding method to convert the static input images into
output spiking signals. There is also an additional training step
required when preparing models for Loihi. Models trained
with standard ReLU activation functions cannot be directly
deployed on Loihi, so we must first replace all of the ReLU
activation functions with a software abstraction of Loihi’s spik-
ing activation function, which models a Leaky-Integrate-and-
Fire (LIF) neuron. Once the activation functions are replaced, a
second training step is conducted to allow the spiking neurons
to learn the characteristics of the dataset.

In addition, because max pooling cannot be directly imple-
mented in SNNs, alternative mechanisms must be considered
[19]. While it is possible to implement pooling off-chip, it
can lead to significant data transfer costs to move data to
and from the Loihi. Instead of max or average pooling, we
can remove pooling layers completely and replace it with

a strided convolution layers. By doing so, we can keep the
entire network on the Loihi chip. The strided convolution
can also offer some advantages; because pooling is a fixed
mathematical operation, there is no learning involved in a
pooling layer. By using strided convolution, we allow the
network to learn how to pool the data [20]. After refactoring
the convolutional portion of the network, dense layers can be
directly converted into spiking layers.

After converting CNNs to a spiking network, we must take
memory limitations into consideration. Every Loihi core has
the capability to accommodate up to 1,024 neurons, and a
single chip comprises 128 such cores [15]. Because of these
limitations, we must break apart the convolutional layers into
separate blocks that can operate in parallel across multiple
cores of the chip. Loihi is able to support partially filled
cores, so we do not need to have a perfect fit on each layer,
and making sure that there are not more than 1024 neurons
assigned to a single core is sufficient. The block size of
the layers can be set by a 3-element tuple, in the form of
rows×columns×channels. The product of the number of rows,
columns, and channels must not exceed 1024 for a single
block. Finally, prior to running the model on Loihi, we need
to insert hardware-level probes to measure latency, power, and
energy consumption during inference. Intel provides access
to these probes through its neuromorphic developer kit. The
probes should be activated before building the network on the
Loihi chip.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

A. Dataset

We use the Extended Cohn-Kanade (CK+) [21] dataset in-
cluding seven facial expressions: happiness, sadness, surprise,
anger, contempt, disgust, or fear. In this paper, we resized the
images to 48 × 48 pixels and converted them to grayscale
before training. By reducing the size and the number of color
channels in the images, we can lower the number of trainable
parameters needed in the CNN models with minimal or no
loss of accuracy.

B. Edge AI Accelerators

Herein, we provide a comprehensive comparison between
Loihi and various edge AI accelerators for the facial expression
recognition task in terms of accuracy, latency, power efficiency,
and energy consumption. In particular, we employ four devices
including Raspberry Pi, Google Coral TPU (comprising both
the Development Board and USB variants), Intel Movidius
Neural Compute Stick 2 (NCS2), and Nvidia Jetson Nano.
These setups are illustrated in Figure 1.

1) Nvidia Jetson Nano: The Jetson Nano is a development
board with a Tegra X1 System-on-Chip (SoC) that integrates
an ARM A57 quad-core CPU with four 32-CUDA core
processing units. It also includes 4 GB of memory. Jetson
Nano can operate in two modes: (1) low power mode (Jetson-
L), in which only two CPU cores of the ARM A57 are
powered on at the clock frequency of 0.9 GHz, and the GPU’s
clock frequency is limited to 0.64 GHz; (2) high power mode



Fig. 1: Experimental setup. (a) Pi + NCS2 (b) Pi + Coral TPU
(c) Coral Dev board (d) Jetson Nano.

(Jetson-H), in which all the four CPU cores are activated with a
clock frequency of 1.5 GHz, while the GPU’s clock frequency
is set to 0.92 GHz. To deploy CNN models on the Jetson Nano
platform, the workflow involves exporting these models from
TensorFlow to ONNX format, followed by importing them
into TensorRT using the OnnxParser tool.

2) Intel Neural Compute Stick 2 (NCS2): The NCS2 lever-
ages the Intel Movidius X Vision Processing Unit (VPU),
which includes 16 programmable cores along with a neural
compute engine. NCS2 is also equipped with 4GB of memory
with a maximum frequency of 1.6 GHz. To facilitate the
deployment of ML models on the NCS2, Intel provides a
library called OpenVINO that includes a model optimizer to
transform the models to a format supported by NCS2.

3) Google Coral TPU: Both the Coral Development Board
and USB accelerator leverage tensor processing unit (TPU) as
a co-processor within a system-on-module (SoM) architecture
to accelerate ML workloads. To deploy ML models on Coral
Edge TPU, all the models must be converted to the TensorFlow
Lite format and quantized to 8-bit integer values.

C. Neuromorphic Hardware: Loihi

Herein, we use the Intel Loihi chip [15] in our experiments
and compare its performance against the aforementioned
edge AI accelerators. Loihi is a neuromorphic chip that pro-
vides a variety of features including hierarchical connectivity,
dendritic compartments, synaptic delays, and programmable
synaptic learning rules. Each Loihi chip consists of a many-
core mesh, which is comprised of 128 neuromorphic cores
combined with three embedded processors. The chip also
includes hardware interfaces to allow communication with
other Loihi chips. Each of the 128 cores in the Loihi chip
contains 1,024 spiking neural units which are grouped into
trees that make up a neuron. The neurons found in the
Loihi chip imitate biological neurons, which are well-suited
for processing time-dependent input signals. The Loihi chip

also offers hardware abstractions in Intel’s neuromorphic API
which allows users to measure energy and power usage while
running inference on the chip.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In the first stage of our experiments, we used the opti-
mization approach discussed in Section II.A to find the best
CNN model architecture for each edge device that achieves
a balance between accuracy, latency, and power consumption.
Table II lists the hyperparameters for the best models selected
by the optimization algorithm. As it can be observed, none
of the models include the fourth VGG black, which can be
interpreted as the accuracy gain of making the model deeper
is not worth the increased latency and power dissipation. The
model selected for deployment on Loihi is the deepest model
with three VGG blocks compared to the two VGG blocks
for the models deployed on edge AI accelerators. The need
for using a deeper network for neuromorphic hardware can
be associated with the potential loss of accuracy that can
occur when pre-trained CNNs are converted to SNN as also
investigated in [19], [22]. The full architecture of the converted
spiking network can be observed in Figure 2. We can see that
the dimensionality of the input is gradually changed as the
input data moves through the network. We can also observe the
absence of the pooling layers in favor of strided convolutions.

A. Accuracy

In Figure 3, a visual representation of the SNN network
is shown as it processes five images from the CK+ dataset,
each of which is exposed to the network for 50 milliseconds.
The figure includes the traces that represent the probability
of each of the seven facial expression classification classes
in the CK+ dataset. We can observe a propagation delay
from the time an input is first presented to the network until
the time when the probability is returned. This is due to
the amount of time it takes for spikes to propagate through
the network. To explore the effect of input sparsity on the
network, which has been shown to increase performance in
SNNs [22], we performed edge detection on the input images
which can be seen in Fig 3 (b). There appears to be less
noise in the probability signals for the edge-detected images
as compared to the signals in the gray-scale images, which
can be seen by the smoother probability traces. This can
lead to a more accurate classification. For instance, as shown
in the figure, the first image of the grayscale is incorrectly
classified as fear, whereas with the edge-detected images, it is
correctly classified as happy, despite being closely tied with
fear. The entire test dataset was evaluated using the Loihi
Spiking Rectified Linear Unit activation function provided by
the NengoDL conversion tool [23]. The model was able to
achieve an accuracy of 94.79% and 97.40% for grayscale and
edge-detected images, respectively.

To investigate the reason for the accuracy gain in the edge-
detected images, we show the neural activities of different
layers of the SNN model for a representative gray-scale image
and its corresponding edge-detected version in Fig. 4 and 5,



Fig. 2: Spiking network architecture as deployed on Loihi chip.

(a)

(b)

Fig. 3: Inference results from five images tested on Loihi: (a) grayscale image, and (b) edge-detected images.



Fig. 4: (a) Sample grayscale image, (b) corresponding network
predictions, and (c) neural activity in different layers.

respectively. In NengoDL, spike probes were placed in each
layer of the SNN, and are shown with the first convolutional
layer at the top, and the last fully connected layer at the
bottom of Fig. 4 (c) and Fig. 5 (c). The probes were set to
monitor a sample size of 50 neurons in each layer. From the
figures, we can observe that due to the lack of sparsity in
the input data, the network has difficulty determining what
features are important and thus the overall activity level is
much higher, leading to noisier outputs shown in Fig. 4 (b).
When neurons fire more sparsely, it is easier for the network
to discern important features, which can lead to more robust
classification as shown in Fig. 5 (b).

B. latency

To measure the latency for edge AI accelerators, we perform
40 consecutive inferences on each device and obtain the
average inference latency. For the neuromorphic hardware,
we measure the propagation delay from the time input spike
trains are first applied to the network to the time when output
probability is returned. The latency results for all devices are
listed in Table II. With a 35 millisecond (ms) latency, Loihi is
12× and 89× slower than the slowest and fastest edge devices
which are Raspberry Pi and Corel Dev board, respectively.
Although this increased latency might raise initial concerns,
inspecting the achieved frames per second (FPS) rate provides
a more nuanced perspective. Notably, all examined devices,
including Loihi, fulfill the real-time requirement of 20-30 FPS,
underscoring that excessively optimizing latency might not be
necessary for many real-world applications such as the facial
expression recognition task which is the focus of this work.

Fig. 5: (a) Sample edge-detected image, (b) corresponding
network predictions, and (c) neural activity in different layers.

C. Power and Energy

To measure the power dissipation of edge devices, except
for the Jetson Nano, we employed a USB multi-meter, called
MakerHawk UM34C, as shown in Fig. 1. To attain the
dynamic power of the devices, we first measure the idle power
of the devices for three minutes without running any of the
models, then we run the models for three minutes and measure
the total power. By subtracting the idle power from the total
power, we can obtain the dynamic power dissipation of the
inference operation. For the Jetson Nano, we use its built-in
sensors that can measure the CPU and GPU powers separately.
The power measurements are provided in Table II.

In addition, we probed the power dissipation of the entire
network during the inference operation on the Loihi chip.
The total power consumption for each test run was 26.3 mW
for the grayscale images and 25.2 mW for the edge-detected
images. The dynamic power consumption of the Loihi cores,
however, was found to be 2.3 mW for the grayscale images
and 1.2 mW for the edge-detected images. The model was
able to fit on a single chip, and consumed 91 cores from
the Loihi. This shows that besides the accuracy benefits,
edge detection provides roughly 2× reduction in the dynamic
power dissipation. A comparison between Loihi and edge AI
accelerators exhibits that Loihi dissipates 1733× and 433×
less power compared to most power-intensive and least power-
intensive devices which are Pi+NCS2 and Coral Dev Board,
respectively. Also, from the energy consumption results listed
in Table II, we can observe that Loihi can achieve 116× and
4.8× energy reduction compared to Pi+NCS2 and Coral Dev
Board, respectively.



TABLE II: Performance results for different edge AI accelerators and Loihi neuromorphic processor.

Device Best Model Architecture Accuracy (%) Latency (ms) FPS Power (W) Energy (mJ)K1 K2 K3 K4 FC1 FC2
Pi 16 24 - - 100 80 96.95 2.88 347 1.56 4.49

Jetson-L 10 28 - - 120 85 97.46 1.62 617 0.91 1.47
Jetson-H 16 24 - - 100 80 95.95 1.60 625 1.34 2.14

Pi + NCS2 16 24 - - 100 80 97.46 2.35 425 2.08 4.89
Pi + TPU 16 32 - - 115 85 97.46 1.55 645 0.77 1.19
Coral Dev 18 24 - - 110 95 96.25 0.39 2564 0.52 0.203
Intel Loihi 12 22 48 - 100 85 97.40 35 28.5 0.0012 0.042

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we focused on the development and optimiza-
tion of ML models designed for performing facial expression
recognition at the edge. In the first phase of the research,
we leveraged hardware-aware neural architecture search to
optimize CNN models for deployment on four distinct edge
AI accelerators. Among these edge platforms, the coral Dev
Board emerged as the best option offering the lowest latency,
power dissipation, and energy consumption while maintaining
a high level of accuracy. In the second phase, we delved into
the conversion of the CNN models into SNNs for deployment
on the Loihi neuromorphic processor. To enhance the models’
performance within the neuromorphic system, we explored
the impact of increasing input image sparsity through an
additional pre-processing step involving edge detection. Our
findings revealed that edge detection not only reduced power
dissipation and energy consumption by decreasing the neural
activities within SNN layers but also led to improved accuracy
which can be attributed to less noisy inputs. Ultimately, we
compared Loihi against edge AI accelerators in terms of
accuracy, latency, power, and energy consumption. The com-
parison results underscored Loihi’s remarkable advantages,
with approximately two orders of magnitude reduction in
power dissipation and one order of magnitude in energy
savings compared to edge AI accelerators while maintaining a
comparable accuracy. In terms of latency, Loihi lagged behind
the edge accelerators. Nonetheless, it managed to fulfill the
real-time requirements with a processing speed of more than
28 frames per second.
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