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Abstract

Neural Architecture Search (NAS) has proven effective in
discovering new Convolutional Neural Network (CNN) ar-
chitectures, particularly for scenarios with well-defined ac-
curacy optimization goals. However, previous approaches
often involve time-consuming training on super networks or
intensive architecture sampling and evaluations. Although
various zero-cost proxies correlated with CNN model accu-
racy have been proposed for efficient architecture search
without training, their lack of hardware consideration
makes it challenging to target highly resource-constrained
edge devices such as microcontroller units (MCUs). To
address these challenges, we introduce MONAS, a novel
hardware-aware zero-shot NAS framework specifically de-
signed for MCUs in edge computing. MONAS incorporates
hardware optimality considerations into the search process
through our proposed MCU hardware latency estimation
model. By combining this with specialized performance
indicators (proxies), MONAS identifies optimal neural ar-
chitectures without incurring heavy training and evalua-
tion costs, optimizing for both hardware latency and accu-
racy under resource constraints. MONAS achieves up to a
1104× improvement in search efficiency over previous work
targeting MCUs and can discover CNN models with over
3.23× faster inference on MCUs while maintaining similar
accuracy compared to more general NAS approaches.

1. Introduction
Deep convolutional neural networks (CNN) have

achieved incredible results in computer vision, speech
recognition, object detection, and many other fields. Many
manually designed CNNs aiming for high accuracy or com-
putation efficiency have been proposed in computer vision,

speech recognition, and other domains [8, 9, 11, 25]. How-
ever, creating these network architectures requires signifi-
cant amount of time, manual effort, expertise, and comput-
ing resources. Moreover, these fine-tuned models are of-
ten too large or compute-intensive to be deployed on edge
devices like microcontroller units (MCUs) due to MCUs’
limited memory, storage, and computation resources. To
address this challenge, neural architecture search (NAS) is
needed to automate CNN model design and explore spe-
cialized architectures within certain constraints [20]. De-
spite advancements in automated search techniques, most
NAS approaches still suffer from time-consuming training
and evaluation [19].

To address the training time bottleneck in neural archi-
tecture search (NAS), zero-shot proxies have emerged as
a promising technique [13, 24, 26, 27, 33]. These prox-
ies swiftly evaluate architectures with either no training at
all or a single forward pass, conserving computational re-
sources and accelerating NAS. However, existing works
have largely overlooked resource-limited microcontroller
units (MCUs), which dominate the low-power edge com-
puting market, and have not incorporated real hardware
awareness as feedback to optimize the architecture search.

To tackle this challenge, we introduce MONAS, an ef-
ficient NAS framework designed for MCUs. MONAS fea-
tures a novel latency estimation model and combines multi-
ple zero-shot proxies, each of which serves a unique pur-
pose. By intelligently selecting efficient CNN architec-
tures, MONAS enables edge devices to run CNN inference
without prohibitive computational costs, streamlining the
practical deployment of CNNs in dynamic edge comput-
ing environments. This work represents a significant ad-
vancement in efficient NAS solutions for discovering edge-
targeted CNNs. The main contributions of this work are
summarized as follows:
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• We propose MONAS, a novel zero-shot NAS frame-
work that searches for the optimal CNN architectures
for efficient MCU-based inference.

• We propose a hybrid objective function that combines
a custom spectrum of the neural tangent kernel (NTK),
the number of linear region counts, and hardware prox-
ies, significantly improving NAS quality for MCUs.

• We introduce a novel hardware inference latency es-
timation model that accurately predicts the real-world
performance of MCUs. This model serves as both a
zero-shot proxy and a hardware constraint during the
search process.

• We propose a novel hardware-aware pruning-based
search algorithm to improve the search efficiency un-
der resource constraints.

• Our analysis results of trainless proxies on NAS-
Bench-201 space show that MONAS could achieve
great improvement in search efficiency over previous
work targeting similar MCUs and can discover CNN
models with over 3.23× faster inference on MCUs
while maintaining similar accuracy.

2. Background and Related Works
Efficient deep learning for edge devices is a challenging

problem for both AI and hardware communities. The deep
multi-layer nature of DNN models prevents them from be-
ing deployed directly to resource-constrained edge devices
like MCUs. NAS and zero-cost proxies are proposed to dis-
cover new efficient model architectures specialized for edge
environments [20].

2.1. Neural Architecture Search (NAS)

The traditional NAS approach comprises two primary
components, the architecture generator and the accuracy
predictor. The generator is responsible for proposing poten-
tial DNN architectures and the predictor evaluates the ac-
curacy of these architectures. Notably, reinforcement learn-
ing (RL) [30] and evolutionary algorithm (EA) [28] have
emerged as the most popular approaches for generating can-
didate architectures. However, both RL and EA require
lengthy DNN training to get the evaluation results due to the
lack of accuracy predictor. To address this problem, one-
shot methods, for example, ProxylessNAS [4] and Once-
for-all [3], were proposed to further reduce the training and
evaluation cost by sampling sub-networks (subnets) from a
pre-trained super network (supernet). MCUNet [20] em-
ploys a two-stage NAS approach, where the first stage nar-
rows the search space based on hardware constraints, while
the following one-shot evaluation stage integrates latency

optimization through the TinyEngine library. Noteworthy is
that MCUNet did not consider the inference latency on the
target hardware and DNN’s number of floating-point oper-
ations (FLOPs) during NAS as shown in the table 1. Fur-
thermore, MCUNet only considers MobileNetV2 [29] like
architectures as its foundational search space, distinct from
more general cell-based spaces like DARTS [22] and NAS-
Bench-201 [7], which greatly limits its generality. This
limitation prompts careful re-consideration of MCUNet’s
trade-offs and advantages within the broader NAS land-
scape. Our proposed MONAS considers the NAS problem
in general cell-based search spaces for maximum generality.

2.2. Zero-Shot Proxies

Conventional NAS algorithms find decent neural archi-
tectures but these architectures are likely impractical for
resource-constrained edge computing devices due to high
computational costs. Recent works explore the concept of
zero-shot proxies for DNN accuracy prediction to enable
efficient NAS without significant computational burdens.

One commonly used accuracy indicator is the expressiv-
ity of a neural network, which relates to the complexity of
the function it can represent. Especially, the number of lin-
ear regions has been widely used as an expressivity indi-
cator of the neural network. Several recent works, such as
TE-NAS [5], ZEN-NAS [21], and NASWOT [24], approx-
imate the behavior of neural networks by considering the
expressivity of ReLU network and the number of linear re-
gions they can separate.

Kernel methods have been employed to approximate the
convergence and generalization ability of networks with-
out training. For instance, TE-NAS [5] formulates neural
networks as a Gaussian Process [14, 37] and analyzes ran-
domly initialized architectures by the spectrum of the neural
tangent kernel (NTK) [10, 34] and the number of linear re-
gions in the input space. Zico [18] extends this kernel-based
analysis to reveal the relationships between gradient prop-
erties, training convergence, and the generalization capacity
of neural networks. Similarly, gradients with respect to the
parameters of neural networks are proven to approximate
the Taylor expansion of deep neural networks [1, 16, 32].
SNIP [16] introduced a saliency metric computed at initial-
ization using a single minibatch of data. Grasp [32] im-
proved upon SNIP by approximating the change in gradient
norm instead of loss. Synflow [1] generalized previous ap-
proaches and proposed a modified version that computes a
loss as the product of all parameters in the network, thus re-
quiring no data. TG-NAS [26] leverages a universal model-
based predictor via a transformer operator embedding gen-
erator. Additionally, gradients with respect to feature maps
combined with the number of linear regions have been used
in Zen-NAS [21].
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Figure 1. Overview of Proposed MONAS Workflow

Method Search Space Hardware Awareness Search Strategy Search Time

MCUNet [20]
MobileNetV2-like [31]

(Input resolution and the width multiplier)
✗ Two Stages Co-search Long

µNAS [19]
Custom Search Space

(N conv blocks, K channels, and others)
✗

Aging Evolution with
Bayesian Optimisation

Long

MONAS (Ours) Cell-based Search Space
(e.g. NASBench201 [7], DARTS [22])

✓
Hardware Aware

Prune-based Search
Short

*Our method can extend to DARTS [22] search space. However, due to the hardware constraints of MCU, most operators/layers found in DARTS search
space can not be supported.

Table 1. Comparison with other NAS targeting MCU devices

2.3. Search Space for NAS

In addition to reducing the cost of accuracy evaluation
through introducing zero-cost proxy, the vastness of the
search space remains a significant challenge in evaluating
the performance of NAS algorithms. The search space
in NAS refers to the immense number of possible neu-
ral network architectures that can be generated and evalu-
ated. Each architecture may possess unique combinations
of layers, connections, activation functions, and other de-
sign choices. Exhaustively evaluating the performance of
every potential architecture within the search space would
require a prohibitive amount of computational resources
and time. However, recent research [7, 17, 38, 39] has made
significant progress in addressing this issue by introducing
benchmarks that offer tractable NAS search spaces and ac-
companying metadata for the training of networks within
those search spaces. These benchmark datasets provide pre-
defined and manageable search spaces that capture a rep-
resentative subset of possible neural network architectures.
By constraining the search space, researchers can systemat-
ically explore and evaluate a diverse range of architectures
without the need for exhaustive exploration. Additionally,
the availability of metadata, such as training settings and
performance metrics, enables fair and consistent compar-
isons between different NAS algorithms. In this work, we

choose NAS-Bench-201 [7] as our search space, which in-
cludes all possible architectures generated by 4 nodes and 5
associated operation options, which results in 15,625 neural
cell architecture candidates.

2.4. Hardware Constraints and Proxies

For effective consideration of hardware constraints on
MCUs, NAS algorithms must incorporate hardware indi-
cators. While some NAS works have used FLOPs as a
proxy metric for latency [23], relying solely on this metric
may overlook crucial aspects like instruction-level schedul-
ing and parallelism. MCUs hardware and software spec-
ifications are highly diverse so we need proxies to repre-
sent them. Considering factors beyond FLOPs is essential
to capturing the unique characteristics of MCU hardware
and software stack for efficient inference at the edge. The
recent latency predictor model [2] is designed for larger de-
vices like CPUs, GPUs, and ASIC accelerators rather than
MCUs.

3. MONAS Framework

To eliminate the need for training and evaluation during
the architecture search process, we propose and combine
key indicators that capture the trainability [5,10,14,34], ex-
pressivity [21,24], and hardware performance of neural net-
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works. We incorporate multiple zero-cost proxies and gen-
eralize the search to discover the optimal cell structure for
MCUs. A cell-based search space defines each DNN archi-
tecture as a directed acyclic graph (DAG), with nodes repre-
senting feature maps and edges representing operations, as
shown in Figure 1.

3.1. Performance Indicators

3.1.1 Spectrum of Neural Tangent Kernel

The neural tangent kernel (NTK) is a mathematical con-
struct used to analyze the behavior and properties of neural
networks [10, 14, 34]. The trainability of a neural network,
which refers to its convergence and generalization ability,
is a crucial aspect of zero-shot NAS. The finite-width NTK,
denoted as Θ̂(x, x′) = J(x)J(x′)⊤, where J(∗) is the Ja-
cobian and x and x′ are the data points, captures the behav-
ior of a neural network at initialization, thus analyzing the
spectrum of the infinite NTK allows us to formulate the nec-
essary conditions for trainability and generalization [34].
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Figure 2. Kendall-τ vs Batch Size, Condition Number Ki

Once we decomposed the NTK, the training dynamic can
be solved as

µt(Xtrain) = (I − e−ηλit) · Ytrain,t (1)

where λi are the eigenvalues of Θ̂train and λ1 to λn are in
descending order. As suggested by [34], there are four dif-
ferent indicators of the spectrum associated with the con-
vergence of neural networks. One of them is conditional
number K = λ1

λn
. We conducted the experiments three

times and reported the average Kendall-τ correlation [12]
versus different variation forms of the condition number
Ki = λ1

λn−i
. Figure 2a illustrates the trends of Kendall-τ

correlation with the different condition number Ki. In our
search, we empirically choose K2 since it results in the best
average correlation score.

Since the condition number of NTK is calculated using
a single mini-batch of the data, the batch size will affect
the consistency of the NTK spectrum, ultimately influenc-
ing the search results. To further understand this effect, we
investigate the relationship between Kendall-τ correlation

and logarithmic scales of batch size. From Figure 2b, we
observe that the optimal batch size for balancing the perfor-
mance indicator and the search cost lies between 16 and 32
across three datasets. Increasing the batch size beyond 32
up to 128 does not significantly alter the Kendall-τ correla-
tion, but it exponentially increases the search cost. In our
experiments, we fix the batch size to 32 for optimal search
cost and results.

3.1.2 Linear Region Count

In our study, we examine the expressivity of a vanilla CNN,
where each layer consists of a single convolutional opera-
tor followed by the ReLU activation function. Since ReLU
is a piecewise linear function, the input space of the net-
work can be separated into distinct linear regions (LR) [35].
Every LR is associated with a set of affine parameters, and
the function represented by the network is affine when re-
stricted to each LR. Thus the expressivity of a neural net-
work can be indicated by the number of linear regions it
can separate. To quantify the expressivity, we define the LR
count of a neural network as

R̂ ≈ Eθ ·Rθ (2)

where Rθ denotes the number of linear regions at θ and we
calculate the average of LR counts as an approximation to
its expectation Eθ. [5, 35] demonstrates that R̂ and K are
positively and negatively correlated to the model accuracy
respectively.

3.2. Hardware Indicators

The hardware-aware aspect of the search process neces-
sitates meticulous attention to platform-specific constraints.
In this study, our emphasis is placed on low-power micro-
controller units (MCUs). Considering the severely con-
strained hardware resources of these devices, it becomes
imperative to effectively manage computation costs, pro-
cessing latency, and memory utilization. Among these fac-
tors, we assign higher importance to inference latency as it
directly corresponds to real-world processing time. Conse-
quently, we incorporate both number of floating-point op-
erations (FLOPs) estimation, denoted as F , and hardware
latency modeling, denoted as L, into the architecture search
process for the sampled models. Our approach provides
tunable weight factors that enable fine-grained control over
the contributions of F and L during the search.

3.2.1 Number of Floating-Point Operations (FLOPs)

FLOPs count is a significant indicator of deep learning
model complexity, reflecting computing time in the target
environment regardless of hardware specialization or opti-
mization. Our FLOPs estimation considers operations in
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convolution, batch normalization, pooling, and fully con-
nected layers. While FLOPs count is usually positively
correlated with model accuracy, it is important to note that
FLOPs alone does not represent absolute accuracy, robust-
ness, or real-world hardware performance, given the redun-
dancy and topological differences in convolutional neural
networks. Therefore, we introduce estimated model infer-
ence latency as an additional hardware indicator to further
assess and compare different DNN models.

3.2.2 Estimated Inference Latency

Model inference latency on MCUs is influenced by factors
such as software and hardware scheduling, caching, and
parallelism. However, when using the number of multiply-
accumulate operations (MACs) as a proxy for model la-
tency as in µNAS [19], the intricate details of operations
in highly optimized neural network inference libraries for
MCUs are neglected. As shown in Figure 3, the latency ob-
served in NAS-Bench-201 with STM32AI Deep Learning
Library on STM32F7 MCU is not directly proportional to
reported FLOPs due to diverse implementations and opti-
mizations for different deep learning (DL) operators.

To address this, we propose and build a custom latency
estimator to accurately model inference latency on any tar-
get MCUs based on provided cell structures. We build the
estimator by profiling each operation individually within the
search space and generating a reference lookup table. Spe-
cific details of the secondary stage of the model structure,
including the number of cells and input/output channels for
each cell, are gathered. Predefined search spaces with their
fixed secondary stage provide meaningful comparisons. For
example, in NAS-Bench-201 space, three searched cells are
put in the stack, supplemented by additional ResNet blocks
interspersed between them and an initial first convolution
layer (Figure 4b). Finally, constant hardware latency over-
head is profiled and incorporated into the overall latency

Algorithm 1: Inference Latency Estimation
Data: Searched cells, latency table, const overhead
Result: Latency estimation L
L← 0 ;
for idx cell, cell in Searched cells do

masks← cell.get operations by edge > 0 ? 1 :
0;

for edge mask in masks do
latency edge← latency table(edge mask);
L← L+ latency edge;

end for
end for
return L + const overhead

estimation (see Algorithm 1 for details). It is worth noting
that the increase in searching overhead is negligible, given
the lightweight nature of our proposed analytical latency
model. As our primary focus is the relative ranking of the
latency (instead of absolute latency) to guide architecture
search, our proposed approach is portable across different
devices. We verify the portability of this modeling approach
by searching for large and small MCUs, and it achieves
good DNN inference results as shown in the later result sec-
tion. We believe our approach can also easily adapt to other
types of edge devices such as Raspberry Pi.

3.3. Hardware-Aware Pruning-based Architecture
Search

Traditional NAS methods can be classified into two pri-
mary types. The first type involves applying reinforcement
learning or evolutionary algorithms in conjunction with a
sampling-based method to explore a discrete search space.
These methods sample and evaluate architectures to opti-
mize the searching agent’s reward. The second type adopts
an architecture representation relaxation, enabling a more
efficient search process using gradient descent. Here, the
architecture is represented continuously, allowing for the
application of gradient-based optimization techniques to
search for optimal architectures [22]. However, their ef-
fectiveness is limited, particularly when dealing with intri-
cate cell-based search spaces. Consider a network compris-
ing interconnected cells in a directed acyclic graph struc-
ture. Each cell contains E edges, with each edge select-
ing a single operator from a set of |O| potential candidates.
Consequently, there are |O|E distinct cells, and during the
sampling-based search process, α|O|E networks must be
sampled. The parameter α represents the sampling process
efficiency, where a smaller value can help to find superior
architectures at a faster rate. Nevertheless, the computa-
tional burden of sampling-based methods remains depen-
dent on the scale of the search space, i.e., |O|E .

To enhance efficiency and expedite the search process,
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we propose a pruning-by-score mechanism, inspired by Lee
et al [15]. This approach reduces the search cost from
α|O|E to |O| · E. Initially, the search begins with a super-
network Ninit encompassing all possible operators for each
edge. In the outer loop, we iteratively prune one or multiple
operators on each edge, depending on the specified config-
uration. In cases with strict time constraints, simultaneous
pruning of multiple edges may be advantageous to reduce
search time, even if it leads to potentially inferior final re-
sults. The outer loop concludes when the current supernet
Nt transforms into a single-path network, representing the
final searched architecture.

During the inner loop, we assess the impact of pruning
each individual operator on metrics such as KN , R̂, F , and
L. The operator’s importance is evaluated using a Score
function as shown in Equation 3, where λ and µ are mu-
tually exclusive parameters from the range (0,1), with only
one hardware indicator employed at a time. We conducted
experiments with various combinations of these indicators,
but their individual application yielded superior results.

Algorithm 2: MONAS Search Algorithm
Data: M0 supernet, E edges in each cell, every edge have

O operators
while Mt is not a single path network do

for Cell type, ct in Mt do
for edge Ei, operator Oj in ct, Ei do

∆(K,R, F, L)t,ei,oj ←
(K,R, F, L)t,ei,oj − (K,R, F, L)t,ei\oj ;

end for
RankK ← index of oj in descending of ∆Kt;
RankF ← index of oj in descending of ∆Ft;
RankL ← index of oj in descending of ∆Lt;
RankR ← index of oj in ascending of ∆Rt;
S ← Score(RankK , RankR, RankF , RankL);

end for
for ei in E do

op ← argmin{S(op) , op ∈ ei} ;
Mt+1 ←Mt − op;

end for
t← t+ 1;

end while
return single path network searching result Mt;

Subsequently, we rank the available operators based on
their scores and eliminate the operator with the lowest im-
portance on each edge. In the innermost loop, we com-
pute the average value for each indicator through a specified
number of repetitions to ensure rank consistency, especially
for NTK, which exhibits a wide range of values. Detailed
steps are provided in Algorithm 2.

Score =


1−λ
2 K + 1−λ

2 R̂+ λF if λ ̸= 0
1−µ
2 K + 1−µ

2 R̂+ µL if µ ̸= 0
K+R̂

2 otherwise
(3)

The four indicator measurements K, R̂, F , and L are
combined by weighted summation of their relative ranks
with a given weight. This is to reduce the imbalance ef-
fect caused by the significantly different value ranges of the
three measurements. The weight of K and R̂ is set to equal
based on empirical results [5]. The weight of F and L is
constrained by hardware resources and can be easily tuned
for different target devices.
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Figure 4. Architecture of Searched Cell and Network

4. Experiment and Results Analysis
4.1. Experimental Setup

We evaluate MONAS on NAS-Bench-201 [7], which
is a cell-based NAS benchmark widely used for perfor-
mance evaluation for zero-shot NAS. The macro skeleton
of the approach, as illustrated in Figure 4b, comprises three
stacks of cells. Each cell is composed of four nodes and
offers five operator options: none (zero), skip-connection,
conv1×1, conv3×3, avepooling. The search space con-
tains in total of 15,625 architectures. Each architecture is
trained on three different image datasets for 200 epochs:
CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet16-120. The NAS
process runs on an NVIDIA RTX 3090. The resulting DNN
from the search is compiled by X-CUBE-AI compiler and
deployed on two MCUs, a large MCU, STM32F746ZG
board (ARM Cortex-M7 core@216MHz, 6-stage dual-issue,
320KB SRAM, 1MB Flash), and a small MCU, STM32L43
ultra-low power board (ARM Cortex-M4 core@80MHz, 3-
stage single-issue, 64KB SRAM, 128KB Flash).

4.2. Experimental Results

4.2.1 Search Results Analysis

In the search, the weight for FLOPs and latency is de-
noted as λ and µ respectively. Figure 4a shows searched
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Table 2. Results of NAS-Discovered DNNs Running on CIFAR-10, CIFAR-100 and ImageNet16-120, with Small and Large MCUs

NAS Frameworks FLOPs (M) Params (M)
Inference

Latency (ms)
Latency
Speedup

Avg. Search Time
(GPU Hours)

CIFAR10
Accuracy (%)

CIFAR100
Accuracy (%)

ImageNet16-120
Accuracy (%)

µNAS [19] - 0.014 - - 552 86.49 - -
DARTS [22] 82.49 0.587 20.80 2.04× 3.02 88.32 67.78 34.6
GDAS [6] 117.88 0.83 28.83 1.47× 8.03 93.36 69.64 38.87
KNAS [36] 153.27 1.073 36.85 1.15× 2.44 93.43 71.05 45.05
NASWOT [24] 94.29 0.671 25.45 1.67× 0.09 92.96 69.7 44.47
TG-NAS [26] 113.95 0.802 42.48 1.74× 0.01 93.75 70.64 44.97
ZiCo [18] 153.27 1.073 34.45 1.23× 0.40 94.00 71.10 41.80
TE-NAS [5] 188.66 1.317 42.48 1 0.43 93.78 70.44 41.40
MONAS Baseline (Large MCU) 149.34 1.045 32.30 1.32× 0.50 94.08 72.01 45.62
MONAS (Large MCU) λ=0.7 58.90 0.428 17.56 2.42× 0.50 92.31 71.12 45.07
MONAS (Large MCU) µ=0.5/0.6 121.82 0.858 28.91 1.47× 0.50 93.88 73.16 45.67
MONAS (Large MCU) µ=0.7 117.88 0.83 26.71 1.59× 0.50 93.72 70.67 44.22
MONAS (Large MCU) µ=0.8 51.04 0.372 13.15 3.23× 0.50 92.67 68.94 43.33
MONAS (Small MCU)* µ=[0, 0.7] 153.27 1.073 154.70 - 0.50 94.37 70.09 46.33
MONAS (Small MCU)* µ=0.8 47.10 0.344 48.94 - 0.50 92.21 67.41 40.32
MONAS (Small MCU)* µ=0.85 11.72 0.101 23.11 - 0.50 89.72 63.79 33.58
MONAS (Small MCU)* µ=0.88 11.72 0.101 14.62 - 0.50 88.51 58.83 30.56

* Searching for and performing inference on the smaller STM32L43 MCU operating at 80MHz.

cells with different λ′s to demonstrate distinct hardware
constraints. We conduct the evaluation by varying weight
values for FLOPs and latency estimation, and the search
was performed on three representative datasets: CIFAR-
10, CIFAR-100, and ImageNet16-120, enabling compre-
hensive performance comparisons. Figure 5 illustrates that
our hardware-aware search, incorporating performance and
hardware indicators, consistently discovers highly efficient
models across different latency and FLOPs constraints, with
minimal performance degradation across three datasets. Ta-
ble 2 demonstrates that our baseline results, without hard-
ware constraints, surpass the state-of-the-art zero-shot ZiCo
[18], which is achieved by optimizing condition numbers
and batch size when calculating the NTK spectrum. Con-
versely, our proposed hardware-aware searching strategy
yields a latency reduction of 1.47× to 3.23× with negligi-
ble performance trade-offs compared to TE-NAS [5]. No-
tably, our latency-guided search with µ = 0.5/0.6 achieves
even better performance than TE-NAS [5] while reducing
inference time by half on the target test MCU (Figure 5).
Compared to other zero-shot methods that lack hardware
awareness, our MONAS achieves better accuracy across
three datasets while maintaining similar inference latency.
In comparison to µNAS [19], another NAS work target-
ing edge hardware, our MONAS finds models with sig-
nificantly better performance and requires significantly less
search time, exhibiting approximately 1104× efficiency im-
provement in search time (GPU hours as reported by orig-
inal papers) and 6.2% better performance when µ is set to
0.8. Although TG-NAS [26] has the fastest search time, it
suffers from long initialization delays and lacks hardware
consideration. We believe our MONAS search can be fur-
ther accelerated by leveraging the proxy from TG-NAS [26]
as a performance indicator. We leave this as a research di-

rection for further investigation.

4.2.2 The Generalizability of MONAS

To demonstrate MONAS’s generalizability to other
low-level devices, we further evaluate MONAS on
STM32L432KC, a smaller ultra-low-power MCU with far
less computation power (Cortex-M4 CPU) and memory.
We first search and evaluate model architecture specifically
for STM32L4, and then we evaluate the model searched
with STM32F7 MCU hardware information, on STM32L4
MCU to demonstrate portability. As Figure 6 illustrates, the
models searched for larger MCU (STM32F7) also perform
well on smaller MCU, which shows MONAS’s portability
across different devices. The models specifically searched
for STM32L4 perform the best, which further proves the
effectiveness of MONAS. It is worth mentioning that in
Table 2, the searched model with µ = 0.88 has the same
FLOPs and Params as µ = 0.85 (provided by NAS-Bench-
201). However, it has a much smaller latency, which shows
that MONAS can distinguish a more efficient model from a
set of models with equal-value general indicators (FLOPs,
Params).

5. Conclusion

We propose MONAS, a zero-shot neural architecture
search (NAS) framework for discovering optimal deep neu-
ral network (DNN) architectures for microcontroller units
(MCUs). MONAS integrates theoretical analysis of neural
networks with the hardware constraints of target MCUs to
identify optimal architectures with minimal accuracy degra-
dation and negligible training and evaluation costs. Our pro-
posed MCU latency estimation model accurately predicts
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Figure 5. Evaluation Results on STM32F7 MCU

real-world end-to-end inference latency and has been ver-
ified on multiple MCU platforms, with potential applica-
bility to other edge devices. MONAS achieves a signifi-
cant improvement in neural architecture search efficiency,
surpassing previous MCU-targeted work by 1104×. Addi-
tionally, it discovers models that exhibit more than 3.23×
faster inference on MCUs compared to generic NAS meth-
ods, while maintaining a comparable level of accuracy. We
envision broader impacts of our proposed techniques when
applied to other platforms and applications, and we will
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Figure 6. Evaluation Results on STM32L4 MCU

open source the project to facilitate future research in the
field. In future work, we intend to incorporate peak memory
usage modeling of MCUs to guide the search and further en-
hance the refinement of our MONAS framework with even
faster performance indicators.
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