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Abstract
Designing domain specific neural networks is
a time-consuming, error-prone, and expensive
task. Neural Architecture Search (NAS) exists
to simplify domain-specific model development
but there is a gap in the literature for time se-
ries classification on microcontrollers. Therefore,
we adapt the concept of differentiable neural ar-
chitecture search (DNAS) to solve the time-series
classification problem on resource-constrained mi-
crocontrollers (MCUs). We introduce MicroNAS,
a domain-specific HW-NAS system integration
of DNAS, Latency Lookup Tables, dynamic con-
volutions and a novel search space specifically
designed for time-series classification on MCUs.
The resulting system is hardware-aware and can
generate neural network architectures that satisfy
user-defined limits on the execution latency and
peak memory consumption. Our extensive stud-
ies on different MCUs and standard benchmark
datasets demonstrate that MicroNAS finds MCU-
tailored architectures that achieve performance
(F1-score) near to state-of-the-art desktop mod-
els. We also show that our approach is superior
in adhering to memory and latency constraints
compared to domain-independent NAS baselines
such as DARTS.

1. Introduction
MCUs are small, low-power computing systems that can
be found in a wide range of devices, including medical
equipment, consumer electronics, wearables and many more.
Deploying machine learning models directly on microcon-
trollers enables applications such as predictive maintenance
(Cao et al., 2020), human activity recognition (Rashid et al.,
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2022) or health monitoring (Abbas et al., 2018) to be al-
ways available without network connectivity while ensuring
privacy (Chen and Ran, 2019). Many of these devices uti-
lize sensors, such as, accelerometers, gyroscopes and more
which generate time series data (Sehrawat and Gill, 2019).

The combination of sensors and microprocessors embed-
ded in smart sensors creates the opportunity for offline,
on-device data analysis which allows these devices to oper-
ate in privacy-critical, real-time and autonomous systems
(Zhang et al., 2023). Due to the limited hardware of typi-
cal MCUs (e.g. 64 kB SRAM, 64MHz CPU clock), it is
not possible to run state-of-the-art time series classification
architectures such as InceptionTime (Ismail Fawaz et al.,
2020) or DeepConvLSTM (Ordóñez and Roggen, 2016) on
these devices.

A common solution to deal with the limited resources of
microcontrollers is to send the raw data to a server in the
cloud, where state-of-the-art models can be executed and
then transmit the result back to the microcontroller. For
many reasons, this approach is not sustainable: network
communication introduces uncertain latencies to the sys-
tem preventing its use in real-time applications or scenarios
where networking is not available, processing data on ex-
ternal servers creates a privacy risk. In addition, network
communication is expensive for microcontrollers in terms of
energy consumption. Another option is to manually design
specific neural networks for individual use-cases. This is
often done by domain experts with knowledge in the field of
machine learning and is an error-prone and time-consuming
process (Mendoza et al., 2016). To automate this design
process, neural architecture search (NAS) can be applied
to find suitable neural network architectures for specific
use-cases. Existing state-of-the-art NAS-systems focus on
generating neural network architectures for image classifi-
cation (Liu et al., 2019b; Wu et al., 2019; Wan et al., 2020).
Hardware-aware NAS systems (HW-NAS) which optimize
classification accuracy and hardware utilization have also
been implemented for image classification (Zhang and Zhou,
2021; Liberis et al., 2021; Cai et al., 2019). However, ex-
isting HW-NAS systems are not adapted to the time series
classification task and utilize latency estimation methods
that are not precise enough for highly constrained microcon-
trollers (Zhang and Zhou, 2021; Liberis et al., 2021; Wan
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et al., 2020).

To apply HW-NAS to time series classification, two main
challenges need to be overcome. First, the shape of time
series data differs fundamentally from image data which
requires an adaptation of the search space. We solve this
problem by introducing a novel, two stage search space,
in which first Time-Reduce cells extract temporal context
and in a second step, Sensor-Fusion cells allow for cross-
channel interaction (Zhou et al., 2022). Depending on the
window-size and the number of sensor-channels, we vary
the number of cells in the search space to cover a wide
range of time series datasets. Second, to be able to adhere
to the resource constraints of MCUs and select the best
architecture, a fine granular search space in combination
with precise execution latency predictions is required. If
the search space is to coarse, it may not be possible to find
optimal architectures for the given task that still satisfy user
imposed limits on the execution latency and peak mem-
ory consumption. Similarly, imprecise execution latency
estimations make it impossible to determine when the max-
imum allowed execution latency is exceeded. We utilize
a masking convolution approach adapted from (Wan et al.,
2020) to create a fine granular search space by varying the
number of filters in convolutional layers. To precisely es-
timate the execution latency of architectures in the search
space, we employ a latency lookup table based approach
(Wu et al., 2019). Wan et al. (2020) employ a technique
called effective-shape-propagation in order to estimate the
execution latency of architectures. This approach is not
compatible with the lookup-table based approach but we
overcome this limitation by linking these two techniques
with an interpolation schema. In summary, this paper makes
the following contributions:

1. MicroNAS; the first hardware-aware neural architec-
ture search (HW-NAS) system for time series classifi-
cation tasks on embedded microcontrollers.

2. Introduction of a time series classification specific
search space suitable for datasets with varying window
sizes and number of sensors. The search space contains
two searchable cells that extract temporal information
and allow for cross-channel interaction respectively.

3. An automatic characterization method to calculate
neural architecture execution latencies for microcon-
trollers based on a lookup table with an average error of
≈ ±1.59ms, showing that this approach outperforms
proxy latency metrics (≈ ±15.57ms).

2. Background and Related Work
We first summarize time-series classification using deep
learning approaches and then introduce existing state-of-the-

art neural architecture search systems.

2.1. Time Series Classification

In the recent past, deep learning based approaches have
been used successfully for time series classification. Sys-
tems such as InceptionTime (Ismail Fawaz et al., 2020) and
the system by Cui et al. (2016) feature CNN based archi-
tectures to aggregate temporal context on multiple scales.
Other options include the use of RNNs or hybrid models
consisting of both CNN and RNN layers (Mahmud et al.,
2020; Ordóñez and Roggen, 2016). Due to computational
complexity, using such systems on MCUs is not feasible.
Therefore, neural networks specifically designed for the
time-series classification task on microcontrollers must be
developed (Dennis et al., 2019; Yang and Zhang, 2017).
Inspired by the existing CNN system architectures, we de-
velop our NAS search space. This space features searchable
cells that are tailored for MCUs and, at the same time, can
represent typical structures found in CNN time series classi-
fication systems.

2.2. Neural Architecture Search

Early neural architecture search systems (NAS) (Zoph and
Le, 2017) formulate the search as a reinforcement learn-
ing problem. While this approach produces novel, well-
performing architectures, the search takes long as each it-
eration of the REINFORCE-algorithm requires training a
neural network until convergence with no weight sharing be-
tween architectures. To overcome this issue, super-networks
have been introduced as search spaces, where each architec-
ture exists as a subgraph, allowing for shared weights among
them (Liu et al., 2019b; Pham et al., 2018). Brock et al.
(2017) and Pham et al. (2018) show, that training the super-
network is enough to emulate any architecture in the search
space. Liu et al. (2019b) extend this idea by introducing
Differentiable Neural Architecture Search (DNAS). DNAS
utilizes a relaxation schema to make the search continuous,
differentiable and, therefore, more resource efficient. In
DNAS, the search space is also defined by a super-network,
in which a layer has not one but multiple operations. The
layer output l is then computed as a convex combination
of the output of the operations o scaled by the architectural
weights α: l =

∑
i oi ∗ αi. During architecture search, the

regular neural network weights and the architectural weights
are jointly optimized using gradient descent. This allows
for a structured and more efficient search. After training is
complete, the architectural weights are used to identify the
selected architecture. Due to its efficiency, we use DNAS as
the basis for the search algorithm of MicroNAS.

Recently, NAS has been extended to be hardware aware
(HW-NAS). Systems in this category not only optimize for
classical performance metrics such as accuracy or precision
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Figure 1. MicroNAS requires the dataset to be split into three different sets which are used at different stages in the pipeline. The user
specifies the dataset to be used, the target MCU (MCUt) and the maximum allowed hardware utilization in terms of execution latency
(Latt) and peak memory consumption (Memt). Output of the system is a corresponding neural network in the tf-lite format.

but also for hardware specific metrics such as execution la-
tency, peak memory and energy consumption (Benmeziane
et al., 2021). Optimizing the hardware utilization is espe-
cially important when targeting microcontrollers as these
devices are typically severely resource constraint. There-
fore, during architecture search time, the search algorithm
needs to be able to estimate relevant hardware metrics for
arbitrary architectures. For the peak memory consumption,
analytical estimation can be used for precise calculation. In
contrast, for the execution latency, many approaches exist
(Benmeziane et al., 2021). Real-time latency measurements
on the target hardware during architecture search provide
precise measurements but prolong the search drastically
(Benmeziane et al., 2021). Another common and much
faster approach is to use the number of flops or similar met-
rics as a proxy for the execution latency (Wu et al., 2019;
Liberis et al., 2021; Zhang and Zhou, 2021). While the
authors of MicroNets (Zhang and Zhou, 2021) and µNas
(Liberis et al., 2021) claim the number of operations in a
model to be a good proxy for the execution latency when
targeting MCUs, Lai et al. (2018b) argue that this is not
the case. A middle ground between the slow but precise
on-device measurements during search and the fast but im-
precise latency estimations using the number of operations,
are lookup tables (Benmeziane et al., 2021). With the lookup
table approach, operations in the search space are executed
on the MCU once and can then be efficiently used during
search time.

Existing NAS approaches that target time series data are
concerned with classification (Rakhshani et al., 2020) and
forecasting (Chen et al., 2021) but do not target MCUs and
are not hardware aware. In contrast, HW-NAS systems
which target MCUs are not concerned with time-series clas-
sification (Zhang and Zhou, 2021; Liberis et al., 2021). This
underlines the need for a HW-NAS time series classification
system that combines the techniques of differentiable neu-

ral architecture search and the lookup table based latency
estimation approach.

3. System Overview
The system overview of MicroNAS can be seen in Figure 1.
The input to the system consists of a time series dataset, an
MCU to use (MCUt) and user-defined limits on the execu-
tion latency (Latt) and peak memory consumption (Memt).
In a first step, the hardware utilization of each operator in the
search space is obtained in an operation called characteriza-
tion, shown in section 4. After characterization, HW-NAS
is executed where a DNAS approach (section 6) is utilized
to select a suitable architecture from our search space (sec-
tion 5) for the dataset and MUCt combination. The found
architecture is then extracted from the search space and re-
trained from scratch using quantization aware training to
maximize classification performance (Appendix B). Finally,
the trained, int 8 quantized neural network is converted to
the tf-lite format and can now be deployed on MCUt.

4. Latency & Peak Memory Estimation
For MicroNAS to find architectures which obey user-defined
limits on the execution latency and peak-memory consump-
tion, it is necessary to estimate the actual execution latency
and peak-memory consumption of individual architectures
in the search space. To improve on flops-based proxy met-
rics for the execution latency, we introduce a lookup-table
based approach. In Appendix A we then outline how to ana-
lytically estimate the peak-memory consumption as previ-
ously done by (Zhang and Zhou, 2021; Liberis et al., 2021).

4.1. Latency Characterization

When calculating the execution latency of neural network
architectures, the literature proposes to use the number of
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Figure 2. Execution latency of whole architectures from our search
space. Left: Our lookup-table latency approach. MAE: 1.59ms,
R2: 99.97%. Right: Flops based estimate: MAE: 15.57ms, R2:
96.78%.

operations in an architecture as a proxy metric (Liberis et al.,
2021; Zhang and Zhou, 2021; Liberis and Lane, 2023). We
argue for a lookup table based approach, in which we obtain
the execution latency of each operator in our search space
by executing it on the actual MCU. From this information,
we can calculate the execution latency for arbitrary archi-
tectures in the search space. To determine the viability of
this approach, we conduct our own experiment in which
we compare our latency lookup table approach with a flops-
based proxy metric as seen in Figure 2. We executed the
experiment using int 8 quantized networks on the Nucleo-
L552ZE-Q where we measure the actual execution latency
by using the internal CPU-cycle counter on ARM-Cortex
processors. Results can be seen in figure 2. Our lookup table
approach achieves an R2-score of 99.97 with a mean abso-
lute error of 1.59 ms. The flops based latency estimation
achieves an R2-score of 96.78 and a mean absolute error
of 15.57 ms. Therefore, we can conclude, that the lookup
table approach is able to outperform the flops-based latency
estimation approach.

5. Search Space
To accommodate the time-series classification task, we intro-
duce a novel, MCU-tailored search space consisting of two
types of architecture-searchable cells. This search-space
is defined by a super-network, build from a linear stack
of architecture-searchable cells. To support the time se-
ries classification task, two types of searchable cells are
designed. First, Time-Reduce cells are utilized to extract
temporal context from the incoming time series. In a second
step, Sensor-Fusion cells allow for cross-channel interac-
tions where information from multiple sensors can be fused.
This two-step process is a common approach in the domain
of time series classification (Cui et al., 2016; Ordóñez and
Roggen, 2016; Liu et al., 2019a; Abedin et al., 2021; Zhou
et al., 2022). Each of the searchable cells is hardware aware
and therefore output their hardware metrics, the execution
latency Lat(α,MCUt) and the peak memory consump-
tion Mem(α,MCUt) which depend on the architectural
weights α and MUCt. To adapt the search space dynami-

cally to datasets with varying window sizes (tsl) and number
of sensor-channels (tss), the number of cells is adapted au-
tomatically. The number of Time-Reduce cells is calculated
according to:

NTR =

⌊
log2(

tsl
tsml

)

⌋
and the number of Sensor-Fusion cells is calculated accord-
ing to:

NSF =

⌊
log2

(
tss
tsms

)⌋
(1 + sfs)

tsml is the minimum window size after the Time-Reduce
cells while tsms is the minimum size of the sensor-
dimension after the Sensor-Fusion cells. The parameter
sfs is user settable to increase the number of Sensor-Fusion
cells which allows for deeper networks. The Sensor-Fusion
cells can be configured with stride 1 or 2 while the number
of cells with stride 2 is independent of the parameter sfs.
An overview of this search-space can be seen in Figure 3.
To improve stability during training, dropout layers with
dropout factor 0.3 are placed between all cells (not shown
in figure).

5.1. Decision Groups

In DNAS, each searchable cell contains two sets of weights:
The regular neural network weights w as well as the architec-
tural weights α indicating the architecture. These architec-
tural weights are organized in decision groups. A decision
group αi is a collection of architectural weights αi,j , used
to make one-out-of-many decisions. αi,j denotes the j-th
architectural weight in the i-th decision group. Each weight
αi,j in a decision group gates a path in the cell and therefore,
one-hot encoded decision groups define the cell-architecture.
During search-time, a pseudo probability-function is applied
to the decision group:

α̂i,j = pseudo prob(αi,j) (1)

After the search, each decision group will be one-hot en-
coded. This effectively discards all options which are as-
signed the zero value and therefore the final architecture is
determined.

5.2. Dynamic Convolutions

A dynamic convolution (Wan et al., 2020) is a convolution
whose number of filters can be searched for efficiently by
using weight sharing. We adapt this concept and couple it
with an interpolation schema to make it compatible with our
latency lookup table. In a dynamic convolution, first a con-
volution with the maximum number of allowed filters fmax

is applied to the input x. The output of this convolution is
then multiplied with a binary mask in the filter-dimension.

4



MicroNAS

𝑥
𝑀𝐶𝑈%

𝑦
𝐿𝑎𝑡(𝑎,𝑀𝐶𝑈%)
𝑀𝑒𝑚(𝑎,𝑀𝐶𝑈%)O

ut
pu

t

…

Ti
m

e-
Re

du
ce

Ti
m

e-
Re

du
ce

Ti
m

e-
Re

du
ce

𝑁&'

…

Se
ns

or
-F

us
io

n

Se
ns

or
-F

us
io

n

Se
ns

or
-F

us
io

n

𝑁()

(𝑡𝑠- , 𝑡𝑠/)
=𝑡𝑠- , 𝑡𝑠/ ,
=𝑡𝑠- ≥ 𝑡𝑠3-

=𝑡𝑠- , ?𝑡𝑠/ ,
=𝑡𝑠- ≥ 𝑡𝑠3-,
=𝑡𝑠/ ≥ 𝑡𝑠3/

Figure 3. High-level overview over the search space. The raw, windowed time series x with shape (tsl, tss) is propagated though NTR

Time-Reduce and NSF many Sensor-fusion cells. The resulting time series is then of shape (t̂sl, t̂ss). Class probabilities y and hardware
metrics are output by the Output cell at the end of the network.

This mask is the weighted sum of several masks mi, with
architectural weights α̂y,i:

y = conv(x) ∗ (
∑
i

α̂y,i ∗mi)

This formulation allows to efficiently search for the num-
ber of filters in a convolution by using the decision group
αy. As the hardware utilization of a convolution also de-
pends on the number of filters in the incoming time series,
we need to take the decision group αx, responsible for the
number of filters in the input into consideration. To re-
duce the cost of latency characterization, we introduce the
granularity g with (fmax mod g == 0). This parameter
controls how many filters are disabled by one mask mi.
To characterize a dynamic convolution, we must execute
all possible combinations of number of input and number
of output filters on the MCUt. The introduction of g re-
duces the number of possible combinations from f2

max to
(fmax/g)

2 which significantly reduces characterization cost.
Finally, execution latency and peak memory consumption
for a dynamic convolution can be calculated with the inter-
polation schema according to Equation 2. In the equation,
the function HW (x, y) returns the execution latency and
peak memory consumption for the dynamic convolution
with x input and y output filters.

ophw = α̂T
y ·HWop · α̂x

with

HWop =

 HW (gx, gy) . . . HW (|αx|gx, gy)
...

. . .
...

HW (g1, |αy| ∗ gy) . . . HW (|αx|gx, |αy|gy)


(2)

In the equation, gy denotes the granularity corresponding to
the output of the convolution while gx corresponds to the
granularity of the input. The same concept can be applied
to the dynamic Add operations.

5.3. Cells

To accommodate the time series classification task, two
types of searchable cells are designed. The Time-Reduce

Conv
𝑥
𝛼,
𝛼'

𝑚" 𝑚# 𝑚$

*𝛼&',# *𝛼&',( *𝛼&',)
× × ×

+ +
𝑦
𝑙𝑎𝑡

peak_𝑚𝑒𝑚

Figure 4. Dynamic convolution with three different options (e.g.
fmax = 24, g = 3) for the number of filters. The binary masks
(mi) zero out certain filters in the output of the convolution. Grey
areas are ones and white areas are zeros.h

cell aggregates information in the temporal domain while
the Sensor-Fusion cell allows for cross channel interaction.
After each convolution in the architecture, a ReLU activation
function is applied (not shown in graphics).

5.3.1. TIME-REDUCE CELL

The Time-Reduce cell shown in Figure 5 aggregates local
context by applying strided convolutions in the temporal
dimension while leaving the sensor-dimension untouched
(Filter size: ({3, 5, 7} × 1)). This is done to reduce the
window size of the propagated time series, to save on com-
putational costs in subsequent cells but also to extract and
fuse local initial features from the raw data (Zhou et al.,
2022). The cell contains two decision groups. α1 to choose
one of the convolutions and α2 to select the number of fil-
ters in that convolution. Input to this type of cell is a time
series xtr of shape (tin, sin, fin) while the output ytr is of
shape (tout, sout, fout) = (0.5× tin, sin, fin) The cell also
receives the decision group αxtr indicating the number of
filters in xtr.

5.3.2. SENSOR-FUSION CELL

A common problem when dealing with time series data is
the interaction between the different sensors (Bagnall et al.,
2017; Zhou et al., 2022). To tackle this problem, the Sensor-
Fusion cell, inspired by InceptionTime (Ismail Fawaz et al.,
2020), seen in Figure 6 was designed. Input to the cell is
a time series xsf of shape (tin, sin, fin). The cell can be
configured with stride stridesf to be equal to 1 or 2 which
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Figure 6. Sensor-Fusion cell. Consists of three pathways, can be
configured with stride one or two and depending on that contains
six or seven decision groups. F denotes the filter size while S
denotes the stride configuration. The orange pathway is only active,
when stridesf = 1.

influences the output shape to be (tin, sin/stridesf , fin).
When the stride equals one, three pathways through the layer
exist, shown in green, blue and orange. The orange pathway
(dashed) is an identity connection which can be used to skip
the layer and is only included if the input and output of the
layer have the same shape and is therefore omitted when the
stride equals 2. In the main pathway through the cell (shown
in blue), first, a dynamic convolution with filter size (1, Sin)
is applied to allow cross channel interaction by performing
convolution across all sensor-channels. Then, in a next step,
multiple convolutions with filter sizes (f, 1), f ∈ {3, 5, 7}
are applied. Each of these convolutions can be individually
turned on or off by the search algorithm using the decision
groups α2,3,4. This allows features to be extracted simulta-
neously at different temporal scales if necessary. In figure
6, these decision groups are drawn with only one weight,
although in reality, for each of the three convolutions, a sec-
ond parallel zero-connection exists as an alternative which
allows the individual selection process. In addition, a skip-
connection (shown in green) can be added to the layer using
α1. As all the pathways through the cell must output tensors
with the same shape, the dynamic convolutions in the skip-
connection and the dynamic convolutions in the main-block
share their decision group α6 to select the number of filters.

ConvDyn
F: (1x1) S: (1x1)

𝑥1-/
𝛼1-/

𝑦1-/
𝑙𝑎𝑡1-/

peak_𝑚𝑒𝑚1-/

GAP Soft-
max

Figure 7. The output cell features a fixed architecture and is there-
fore not searchable. First, a dynamic convolution is applied to
deal with the different number of channels in xcls. Finally, global
average pooling and a Softmax operation are utilized to output the
class probabilities.

5.3.3. OUTPUT CELL

The output cell as seen in Figure 7 has a no learnable ar-
chitecture. It consists of a dynamic convolution where the
number of filters is fixed to the number of classes. Finally,
class probabilities (ycls) are output using a Global Average
Pooling (GAP) and Softmax layer.

6. Search Algorithm
To search for a suitable architecture in the search space, we
apply a modified version of the DNAS algorithm introduced
in DARTS (Liu et al., 2019b). We adapt the algorithm to
be hardware aware using a multi-objective loss to optimize
the architectural weights α. To force the individual deci-
sion groups to converge, we employ the Gumbel-Softmax-
function (Jang et al., 2017) with decreasing temperature τ
as the pseudo prob-function. Therefore, we optimize the
architectural weights α using the loss-function shown in
Equation 3.

L(α,w,MCUt, Latt,Memt) =

lossval(α,w) + losslat(α,MCUt, Latt)

+ lossmem(α,MCUt,Memt)

(3)

In the equation, lossval denotes the cross-entropy loss on
the validation dataset. losslat and lossmem describe the
losses caused by the hardware utilization which depend
on the search-space configuration α, MCUt and the user
defined hardware limits Latt and Memt. The hardware
loss functions are formulated as

losslat = γlat · log
(

Lat(α,MCUt)

Latt

)
· [Lat(α,MCUt) ≥ Latt]

lossmem = γmem · log
(

Mem(α,MCUt)

Memt

)
· [Mem(α,MCUt) ≥ Memt]

The parameter γ weights the importance of the individual
loss-terms and needs to be set sufficiently high to ensure the
user-defined hardware limits are not violated. The complete
search-algorithm can be seen in Algorithm 1 where both
sets of weights are optimized in an iterative fashion.
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Algorithm 1 Search algorithm
1: for e← 1 to Epochs do
2: for b← 1 to Batches do
3: α = α− η1∇αL(α,w,m,Latt,Memt)
4: w = w − η2∇wLtrain(α,w)
5: τ ← τ × ϵ
6: end for
7: end for

7. Evaluation
To showcase MicroNAS, we utilize two established bench-
mark datasets from the field of human activity recognition.
This section describes the evaluation of MicroNAS on two
established benchmark datasets from the field of human
activity recognition and displays the ability of MicroNAS
to find suitable architectures under various latency and peak
memory constraints. The UCI-HAR dataset (Reyes-Ortiz
et al., 2016) features a window size of 128 and nine sen-
sor channels. It was recorded with 50Hz and features
six classes. The SkodaR dataset (Zappi et al., 2012) fea-
tures a window size of 64 data points, 30 sensor channels
and was recorded with a sampling rate of 96Hz. Evalu-
ation was performed on the Nucleo-F446RE (Microelec-
tronics, 2023) equipped with an NRF52832 (ARM Cortex-
M4, 180MHz CPU clock, 512 kB flash, 128 kB SRAM)
and the NUCLEO-L552ZE-Q (STMicroelectronics, 2023)
equipped with a STM32L552 (ARM Cortex-M33, 80MHz
CPU clock, 512 kB flash, 256 kB SRAM).

7.1. Setup

To demonstrate the ease of use of MicroNAS, the same
hyperparameters were used for all the experiments. For the
convolutions in the Time-Reduce cells, fmax was set to 16
and g was set to four. For the Sensor-Fusion cells, fmax was
set to 64 and g to eight. For the number of cells, tsml was
set to 16, tsms to five and sfs to two. These settings were
chosen to balance between the characterization cost to build
the latency lookup table and search space flexibility. For the
search algorithm, we set ϵ to 0.995, ηlat to two and ηmem

to four. With this setup the search-space for the UCI-HAR
dataset contains ≈ 1013 architecture and ≈ 1022 for the
SkodaR dataset.

7.2. MicroNAS under different Computational Resource
Constraints

7.2.1. LATENCY VS. PERFORMANCE

This experiment demonstrates the ability of MicroNAS to
find architectures under different latency constraints for
which we disable the loss caused by the peak-memory con-
sumption. It is expected that the classification performance

Table 1. Three architectures found by MicroNAS for the Sko-
daR dataset compared to SOTA classifiers (Mahmud et al., 2020;
Ordóñez and Roggen, 2016; Zhou et al., 2022).

MODEL Device LATENCY (MS)
PEAK MEMORY (B)

Accuracy
NON-QUANT

QUANT
(%)

F1-Score
NON-QUANT

QUANT
(%)

MICRONAS 1 NUCLEO-F446RE 30.07
21504

92.47
92.23

91.40
91.24

MICRONAS 2 NUCLEO-L552ZE-Q 150.09
19392

95.66
94.58

93.77
92.33

MICRONAS 3 NUCLEO-L552ZE-Q 493.69
34560

97.35
96.33

96.46
95.30

DEEPCONVLSTM DESKTOP
1.1M

PARAMS
- 98.99

-

TINYHAR DESKTOP
67K

PARAMS
- 98.82

-

MAHMUD ET AL. DESKTOP NOT AVAILABLE* - 97
-

DARTS-SOFTMAX INDEPENDENT NOT AVAILABLE* FAILED FAILED

DARTS-GUMBEL INDEPENDENT NOT AVAILABLE* 96.84
95.04

95.74
93.19

* DATA NOT AVAILABLE FROM THE SOURCE.
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Figure 8. Trade-offs on the UCI-HAR dataset. Left: Accuracy,
Right: F1-Score (Macro)

will increase as latency targets become higher which is also
the cases, as seen in Figure 8 for the UCI-HAR dataset
(Reyes-Ortiz et al., 2016) and Figure 9 for the SkodaR
dataset (Zappi et al., 2012). It can also be seen, that lower
target latencies decrease performance more severely on the
Nucleo-L552ZE-Q as it is equipped with a weaker CPU.

7.2.2. PEAK MEMORY VS. PERFORMANCE

This experiment demonstrates the ability of MicroNAS to
find architectures under different peak memory constraints
for which we disable the loss caused by the execution la-
tency. We expect performance to increase as more memory
is allowed to be used which can be observed in Figure 10. As
the TFLM-framework (David et al., 2021) is using the same
amount of memory on every microcontroller, this experi-
ment is independent of the microcontroller and is therefore
only executed on the Nucleo-L552ZE-Q (STMicroelectron-
ics, 2023).
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Figure 9. Trade-offs on the SkodaR dataset. Left: Accuracy, Right:
F1-Score (Macro)
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Figure 10. Trade-off between peak memory consumption and Ac-
curacy / F1-Score (Macro). Comparison on the SkodaR dataset.

Table 2. Three architectures found by MicroNAS for the UCI-HAR
dataset compared to SOTA classifiers (Kolkar and Geetha, 2021;
Dua et al., 2021). *: Data not available from the source.

MODEL Device LATENCY (MS)
PEAK MEMORY (B)

Accuracy
NON-QUANT

QUANT
(%)

F1-Score
NON-QUANT

QUANT
(%)

MICRONAS 1 NUCLEO-F446RE 14.45
11520

90.21
91.85

92.66
92.07

MICRONAS 2 NUCLEO-F446RE 123.84
15360

94.59
93.93

94.71
94.13

MICRONAS 3 NUCLEO-L552ZE-Q 213.57
15360

94.63
92.78

94.67
92.94

KOLKAR ET AL. DESKTOP NOT AVAILABLE* 96.83
- -

DUA ET AL. DESKTOP NOT AVAILABLE* 96.20
-

96.19
-

DARTS-SOFTMAX INDEPENDENT NOT AVAILABLE* 94.08
92.01

94.28
92.35

DARTS-GUMBEL INDEPENDENT NOT AVAILABLE* 95.40
92.97

95.59
93.24

* DATA NOT AVAILABLE FROM THE SOURCE.

8. Discussion
In comparison to existing systems, MicroNAS is the first
to bring time-series classification to microcontrollers using
neural architecture search in a hardware aware fashion. As
many IoT and wearable devices are equipped with a vari-
ety of time-series producing sensors, whose data must be
processed, we expect many application scenarios to benefit
from our presented methodology. Especially when user data
needs to be processed privately, in real-time or a connection
to a server in the cloud is not feasible.

8.1. Comparison to the State-of-the-Art

To better understand the performance achieved by our sys-
tem, we evaluate MicroNAS on state-of-the-art benchmark
datasets SkodaR (Zappi et al., 2012) and UCI-HAR (Reyes-
Ortiz et al., 2016). MicroNAS is able to achieve per-
formances closes to the state-of-the-art when comparing
against time series classification systems found in the litera-
ture although these systems are running on desktop comput-
ers while neural networks found by MicroNAS are running
on MCUs. In addition, we compare MicroNAS to a DARTS-
based baseline, where we replace the original search space
with our own, to make it compatible to the time series clas-
sification task. For the pseudo prob-function we use the
original Softmax implementation as well as the Gumbel-
Softmax-function. The results for the SkodaR dataset(Zappi
et al., 2012) can be found in Table 1 and for UCI-HAR
(Reyes-Ortiz et al., 2016) in Table 2. Further comparisons
to other NAS-systems are not possible because they do not
target the problem of time-series classification and therefore
have incompatible search spaces.

8.2. Limitations and Future Work

Besides the neural network architecture, sampling rate, win-
dow size, and sensor selection can also impact classification
performance (Kim et al., 2021; Banos et al., 2014). To cre-
ate a complete end-to-end time series classification search
system for MCUs, the proposed system can be expanded to
encompass these parameters in the search space.

9. Conclusion
This paper introduced MicroNAS, a first-of-its-kind
hardware-aware neural architecture search (HW-NAS) sys-
tem specifically designed for time series classification on re-
source constraint microcontrollers. By utilizing two type of
searchable cells, MicroNAS can be used for various datasets
which differ in the window-length and the number of sen-
sors. This, coupled with the possibility to set limits on the
execution latency and peak memory consumption makes
the system usable in various application scenarios such as
privacy critical or real-time systems. The used lookup-table
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latency estimation approach allows to precisely calculate the
execution latency of architectures in the search space and
therefore enables MicroNAS to be used in real-time systems.
Our experimental results indicate, that for a variety of dif-
ferent hardware limits, MicroNAS is able to find a suitable
neural network architecture while achieving classification
performances close to state-of-the-art desktop models.
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A. Peak Memory Consumption
For execution of the neural networks on the MCUs, we utilize the TensorFlow Light Micro Framework (TFLM) (David et al.,
2021) together with the CMSIS-NN kernel library (Lai et al., 2018a) and int 8 quantization. To calculate the peak memory
consumption of an architecture, the literature (Benmeziane et al., 2021; Zhang and Zhou, 2021) proposes to use analytical
estimation methods which is also the strategy used in this paper. To execute an operation in a neural network, the input and
output tensors of the operation need to be present in memory. In addition to that, some operations, e.g. from the CMSIS-NN
kernel library (Lai et al., 2018a) require extra memory to perform the computation. When calculating the peak memory of a
sequential model without parallel connections, it can be computed as the maximum over the memory requirements of each
operation. In general, the required memory to perform an operation can be computed as stated in equation 4.

opmem(op) =
∑
i

mem(inputi) +mem(output) + extra mem(op). (4)

The function mem(x) calculates the memory required to store a tensor and considers the data format of it. When using
int 8 tensors, only one fourth of the memory is required in comparison to float 32 tensors. The total memory required to
run an operation can then be calculated by summing the memory requirements for the input and output tensors. On top of
that some operations require extra memory to run which is considered in the calculation of the peak memory usage of an
architecture (Lai et al., 2018a). In addition, the TFLM-framework needs additional memory to execute a neural network,
which is not taken into account by this system.

B. Model Retraining and Quantization
During architecture search, weight sharing between architectures is applied which allows for an efficient search but at the
same time prevents a single architecture to obtain its optimal weights. Therefore, after an architecture has been found, this
architecture is trained from scratch to achieve the maximum performance. Training is performed in a quantization aware
fashion as we later deploy the resulting model to an MCU using int 8 quantization. This greatly reduces computational
cost on the microcontroller in terms of execution latency, peak memory consumption and storage requirements with only a
minimal loss in classification performance.
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