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Abstract
Keeping ML-based recommender models up-to-date as

data drifts and evolves is essential to maintain accuracy. As a
result, online data preprocessing plays an increasingly impor-
tant role in serving recommender systems. Existing solutions
employ multiple CPU workers to saturate the input bandwidth
of a single training node. Such an approach results in high
deployment costs and energy consumption. For instance, a
recent report from industrial deployments shows that data
storage and ingestion pipelines can account for over 60% of
the power consumption in a recommender system. In this
paper, we tackle the issue from a hardware perspective by in-
troducing PIPER, a flexible and network-attached accelerator
that executes data loading and preprocessing pipelines in a
streaming fashion. As part of the design, we define MiniPipe,
the smallest pipeline unit enabling multi-pipeline implemen-
tation by executing various data preprocessing tasks across
the single board, giving PIPER the ability to be reconfigured
at runtime. Our results, using publicly released commercial
pipelines, show that PIPER, prototyped on a power-efficient
FPGA, achieves a 39∼105× speedup over a server-grade, 128-
core CPU and 3∼17× speedup over GPUs like RTX 3090
and A100 in multiple pipelines. The experimental analysis
demonstrates that PIPER provides advantages in both latency
and energy efficiency for preprocessing tasks in recommender
systems, providing an alternative design point for systems
that today are in very high demand.

1 Introduction

Efficient data loading and preprocessing are essential for
optimizing the performance of machine learning (ML) sys-
tems. Data loading is needed for retrieving data from various
sources, potentially in different formats. Data preprocess-
ing enhances model accuracy by performing tasks like nor-
malization, feature encoding, and data augmentation, which
significantly influence the quality and effectiveness of ML
models [9,11,43,47,61,62,82]. Modern ML systems typically

(a) Preprocessing and training with varying batch sizes.

(b) Utilization of CPU per core and GPU during training.

Figure 1: Performance analysis for DLRM training in A100
machine, including preprocessing phase (CPU) and training
phase (CPU for data loading, GPU for training).

adopt a hybrid CPU-GPU architecture, where the CPU han-
dles the loading and preprocessing tasks and then transfers the
processed data to the GPU for training [14,15,27,69,98,111].
This configuration leverages the strengths of CPUs (flexibility,
general-purpose functionality) for data preparation and those
of GPUs (computational power) for model training. However,
GPU performance has seen rapid advancements in recent
years [16], while CPU performance has lagged behind. As a
result, data preprocessing is often a bottleneck in ML training
systems due to the increasing performance gap between CPUs
and GPUs, as recently discussed in the context of large scale
commercial cloud deployments [112, 113].

To analyze the problem in more detail, we have conducted
a number of initial experiments using publicly available
pipelines for Deep Learning Recommender Models (DLRM)
implemented by Meta [113] to understand the gap between
the CPU and the GPU. We compare the time to train one
epoch on the GPU for different configurations on Google
Cloud (1 Nvidia A100 GPU, 12-core CPU, see experimental
section for details) with the time needed for data preprocess-
ing on the CPU (Figure 1a). There is more than an order of
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magnitude difference between the two, with preprocessing
being the biggest bottleneck. In addition, Figure 1b shows
the utilization of CPU per core and GPU during the training
phase with a batch size 1M, where all cores of the CPU are
fully utilized to load the preprocessed data, while the GPU
remains idle for a substantial portion of the time, indicating
the potential for improvement. These results confirm reports
from Meta [113] and motivate us to accelerate the CPU part to
optimize the overall end-to-end performance while achieving
higher levels of efficiency, both in performance as well as in
energy consumption and resource used.

Traditionally, the preprocessing and the training steps are
executed sequentially, a practice known as offline preprocess-
ing [26, 60, 77], which simplifies scheduling and allows de-
signers to focus on the training part. However, as the size
of the data grows [65, 104, 107, 113], this approach becomes
less attractive due to its excessive storage overhead. Addi-
tionally, updates to the source datasets require more frequent
updates to the models, with the offline approach leading to
a significant model update latency (e.g., dozens of minutes),
which adversely affects Service-Level Objectives (SLOs) [91],
such as the freshness and quality of the recommendation re-
sults for online shopping. As an alternative, online prepro-
cessing [24, 64, 83, 84, 91] has gained popularity because it
enables an end-to-end dataflow, from the storage node to the
final training node, to run in a pipelined fashion without re-
quiring additional memory buffers. This solution necessitates
a high-throughput preprocessing stage, as production training
jobs in recommender models typically process the new data
in a single epoch [113].

To address the performance gap illustrated in Figure 1a,
platforms such as the Distributed PreProcessing Service
(DPP) [113] have been developed, combining various dis-
tributed and parallel processing techniques to improve the
overall throughput [2, 38, 70, 112, 113]. A common approach
is to use multiple machines to process the data needed to
feed one GPU [38, 113] which provides the required perfor-
mance, but it leads to a huge increase in the resources needed
and negatively impacts the overall efficiency and cost. The
power consumption for data storage and ingestion pipelines
can be as high as 60% of the overall system [17, 113], which
makes it the main target for improvement in order to make
recommender systems more sustainable.

In this paper, we propose an alternative using specialized
hardware in the form of PIPER, an efficient, network-attached
data loader and preprocessing engine for recommender sys-
tems, which excels in online conditions while maintaining
strong performance in offline scenarios. The design of PIPER
builds on several observations from deployed systems. On the
one hand, once a robust preprocessing pipeline is established
for a specific type of task, like online shopping or video rec-
ommendation, users can often reuse it across different model
iterations with only minor adjustments [23, 28]. This requires
a system that can be modified at run time, allowing updates

to preprocessing logic without disrupting operations. On the
other hand, online preprocessing allows a design capable of
processing data directly streamed from the network or stor-
age, a task that is particularly challenging for a CPU to handle
efficiently. This requires a flexible architecture that is eas-
ily deployable on either a network attached device (e.g., a
SmartNIC [37, 48, 54, 99, 109]) or on computational storage.

We have evaluated PIPER using a variety of pipelines de-
rived from publicly available DLRM models developed by
Meta and Google [22,80,113]. Compared to the columnar pro-
cessing performance of a server-grade 128-core CPU, PIPER
achieves an acceleration ratio of 39∼105×, depending on
whether the pipeline is stateless or not. It also outperforms
high-end GPUs, such as the Nvidia RTX 3090 and A100, in
both latency and power efficiency, resulting in lower energy
consumption. PIPER achieves a speedup of 3∼17× against
GPUs by leveraging its fully pipelined execution and is more
power-efficient by a significant margin: 2.9∼6.4×. With these
capabilities, PIPER effectively serves as a network-or storage-
attached accelerator for online preprocessing pipelines of rec-
ommender systems, offering exceptional performance and
energy efficiency.

This paper makes the following contributions:

• PIPER uses an innovative hardware design that can be
used flexibly as an intermediate preprocessing layer for
data coming from storage, memory, or from the network.

• PIPER illustrates and exemplifies how to implement high-
performance preprocessing operators for real-world ap-
plications, demonstrating its potential to evolve into a
comprehensive library for hardware-acceleration of rec-
ommender system preprocessing pipelines.

• PIPER introduces MiniPipe, a mechanism to support mul-
tiple pipelines concurrently on the same device, offering
versatility for scalable performance targets.

• PIPER outperforms server-grade CPUs and GPUs in both
latency and power consumption, for both stateless and
stateful pipelines. It thereby provides an alternative ar-
chitectural option for building more efficient data centers
for recommender systems.

2 Background and Motivation

ML training systems are inherently complex, driven by the in-
creasing demands of large models, massive datasets, and strin-
gent performance requirements (Figure 2). These systems in-
volve a variety of hardware platforms, including CPUs, GPUs,
and specialized accelerators, each with distinct architectures,
which often necessitate distributed computation across mul-
tiple nodes. In what follows, we discuss each one of these
aspects and how they influence the proposed design.
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Figure 2: System overview for distributed online training of ML-based recommender models. Engineers regularly collect data
from various sources, store it in distributed file systems, process it through distributed preprocessing nodes, and finally send it to
computing servers to update the pre-trained models.

2.1 Dynamic Datasets

Real-world machine learning datasets are often dynamic,
especially for applications like recommender systems, as
they continuously grow with the collection of new samples
[25, 35, 40, 92, 115]. Datasets can experience two common
types of changes: data evolution and data drift [7, 24]. Data
evolution refers to natural changes like the introduction of
new features, classes, or an increase in data volume, while
data drift involves changes in the distribution of inputs, labels,
or the relationships between inputs and outputs, which can
lead to model performance degradation. To address these chal-
lenges, it is crucial to detect such changes, retrain or update
models as needed, and ensure that data pipelines remain robust
to maintain the accuracy and reliability of models in dynamic
environments. For instance, daily retraining of models at the
GrubHub food delivery platform can lead to a 20% increase
in purchase rates compared to not retraining the models [24].
Similarly, a high-performance data loader can greatly improve
the end-to-end system performance [3, 10, 49, 76, 95, 117],
highlighting the need for efficient preprocessing pipelines.

2.2 Preprocessing for Embeddings

The input contents for ML-based recommender systems are
diverse and include numerical values, texts, images, graphs,
audio, and more. Training, however, operates on embeddings,
an efficient representation method for features in a low-
dimensional continuous vector space [114]. Thus, the pre-
processing pipeline often involves a series of transformations
to generate such embeddings from the raw input data, convert-
ing non-trainable parameters into trainable representations.

Input feature vectors for recommender models are divided
into dense and sparse features, both contributing significantly
to the training process [12, 41, 73]. Dense features, such as a
user’s age, item pricing, or a movie’s average rating, are usu-
ally well-defined and ready for direct analysis. Normalizing
these features to achieve zero mean and unit variance greatly
improves model performance by facilitating faster and more
stable convergence. Sparse features, which normally origi-
nate from categorical data, provide valuable insights although

Table 1: Transformation operators for different features.

Op Name Description Category

Neg2Zero Change negative values to zero. dense, stateless
Logarithm Do log(x+1) operation. dense, stateless
Hex2Int Convert hex strings to decimal. sparse, stateless
Modulus Compute positive modulus. sparse, stateless
VocabGen Create tables from unique values. sparse, stateful
VocabMap Map values to generated indices. sparse, stateful

they often contain many zeros or missing values. Examples
of sparse features include one-hot-encoded user IDs and ad-
vertisement categories. By transforming these sparse features
into binary vectors and embedding them into dense represen-
tations, they can be used to enhance training quality.

Table 1 presents the operators utilized in this paper, which
are drawn from Meta’s and Google’s open-source recom-
mender models [22, 80]. We will discuss these operators in
more details in Section 3.4. For dense features, we enhance
data quality by clipping negative values to zero and applying
a logarithmic transformation to reduce skewness. For sparse
features, we efficiently handle data by converting hexadeci-
mal strings into decimal values, followed by a positive modu-
lus operation to constrain the range of values. Subsequently,
we extract unique feature-index pairs into a vocabulary ta-
ble according to the appearing sequence, and iterate through
the dataset again to map all features to their corresponding
indices, which are then utilized to access the trainable embed-
ding tables in the training phase.

2.3 Data Preprocessing Platforms

The selection of preprocessing platforms for recommender
systems are essential for efficiently managing large-scale
datasets. CPU-based solutions remain prevalent in actual de-
ployments [112,113], while GPU-based approaches have been
explored in research [20, 21, 34, 77, 89].

CPUs offer flexibility for preprocessing tasks and various
innovative approaches have been proposed to enhance per-
formance, especially in the data loading stages. We focus on
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(A) evolving data loaders and (B) columnar processing in the
following two paragraphs.

(A) Frameworks like TensorFlow introduced the tf.data
API [70] to streamline the training process by offering a robust
and scalable framework for constructing efficient and reusable
data input pipelines, eliminating the need for users to manu-
ally load, preprocess, and feed data to the model. Similarly,
PyTorch developed the DataLoader and Dataset classes [18],
facilitating parallelism through multiple workers and support-
ing asynchronous data loading. Both frameworks have con-
tinued to evolve, prioritizing support for streaming datasets
and distributed data pipelines. In both cases, and as we do in
this paper, hardware specialization has also been proposed
for particular use cases, such as TensorFlow’s tf.image [46] or
PyTorch’s torchvision [105] leveraging hardware-accelerated
backends for improved performance.

(B) Columnar formats, such as Parquet [106], are highly
advantageous for machine learning training, particularly in
managing structured data. These formats enable optimized
access to specific features. Additionally, columnar formats
are well-suited for distributed file systems commonly used in
the cloud, including HDFS [96] and Amazon S3 [30]. In our
design, we focus as well on columnar formats.

GPUs are highly efficient in both training and inference,
due to their exceptional parallel processing capabilities. GPUs
can also work for data preprocessing to, for example, allow
overlapping data transfer with computation, making the pro-
cess more efficient overall. For instance, NVIDIA provides
GPU-accelerated libraries, such as the Data Loading Library
(DALI) [63] for image preprocessing tasks like cropping
and resizing, Merlin framework [77] for high-performing rec-
ommender systems, or the RAPIDS suite [85] which covers
Extract-Transform-Load (ETL) tasks. Furthermore, GPUDi-
rect Storage [93] introduces direct memory transfers between
GPUs and storage devices, effectively bypassing the CPU
to achieve lower latency. These tools help maximize GPU
utilization by moving the preprocessing to the GPU. However,
the GPU is now often the critical part of the system and the
one in the highest demand. Increasing its utilization in this
way may not be the most efficient use of such a scarce and
expensive resource. Besides, in Section 4, we show that the
performance of GPU for the stateful pipeline drops signifi-
cantly, whereas PIPER achieves a 3∼17× speedup against the
acceleration in the GPU for diverse pipelines.

2.4 Training vs. Preprocessing

As pointed out above, most deployed preprocessing pipelines
are implemented on CPUs, which are flexible but also com-
paratively slow and incur additional data movements. It has
been shown that existing deployments require many CPUs
across several machines to feed the training stages on GPUs
[112,113], where the number of CPUs can only be determined
at runtime. Besides, the training techniques on GPUs are still

evolving. For example, utilizing reduced precision like BF16,
FP16, FP8 can significantly increase the training throughput
in the latest GPU platforms [13, 51, 67, 72, 94]. Consequently,
the gap between the performance of preprocessing and train-
ing may continue to widen.

Based on these observations, we propose an alternative
approach that leverages FPGAs to address the limitations of
CPUs and GPUs, such as the latency, scalability and power ef-
ficiency. FPGAs benefit from its fully pipelined execution
manner, and they are also appealing due to their flexibil-
ity in supporting diverse data precisions, such as INT4 or
non-regular data types, which is not inherently supported by
CPUs [8]. In summary, the proposed design should integrate
seamlessly with different memory types to reduce the data
movement overhead, deliver preprocessing performance sur-
passing the training phase, and adapt to evolving pipeline
modifications. These goals can be achieved through our dedi-
cated hardware specialization.

3 PIPER: Hardware Accelerated Data Loader

In this section, we describe the architecture of PIPER as cur-
rently prototyped on an FPGA. We present the overall de-
sign and proceed to introduce the more complex features
step by step: (1) the implementation of pipeline operators
using device-attached off-chip memory; (2) the support for
in-memory preprocessing (IMP) by integrating DMA with
the host and in-network preprocessing (INP) through RDMA
to access remote nodes; and (3) the introduction of MiniP-
ipe, a fine-grained pipeline unit that facilitates the concurrent
execution of multiple pipelines dynamically within a unified
memory environment [52, 56, 57].

3.1 Overall Architecture
Many variations of cloud systems exist for ML training. We
show typical examples in Figure 3 and compare them with
the design of PIPER.

Figure 3a presents the standard platform in which com-
puting nodes, equipped with GPUs, retrieve data from stor-
age nodes, which are equipped with HDDs for storage. In
this setup, the CPUs in the storage nodes, which are nor-
mally less powerful, handle tasks related to data storage,
management, and movement. Conversely, the CPUs in the
computing nodes possess higher computational capabilities
and larger memory capacity, enabling them to manage data
loading and preprocessing effectively. These CPUs benefit
from higher clock speeds, which enhance their performance
in compute-intensive operations. However, as pointed out be-
fore [112,113], these CPUs are often overloaded and unable to
process data quickly enough to fully utilize the computational
power of the GPUs, leading to suboptimal GPU utilization.

Figure 3b illustrates the core idea of Meta’s DPP [113] as
well as other distributed CPU solutions [2, 38, 39, 102, 112],
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(a) Local machine. (b) Remote CPU pools.

(c) PIPER for host memory. (d) PIPER for remote memory.

Figure 3: Various configurations for distributed ML training
systems where PIPER can work in both in-memory or in-
network modes.

in which additional CPU pools are introduced to support
preprocessing tasks for the computing nodes. This approach
enables the computing nodes to increase performance by
using the extra CPUs. It improves utilization of the GPUs,
enhancing the overall performance at the cost of extra CPUs.

PIPER can be deployed in two ways. Figure 3c illustrates
the deployment of PIPER as part of the storage nodes to im-
plement computational storage. PIPER complements the CPU
in the preprocessing tasks, and transmits data through the
network layer to the target machine. This design offers the ad-
vantage of moving the preprocessing near the data. Figure 3d
shows the network-attached version of PIPER, where remote
nodes handle the preprocessing tasks, similar to the design
of DPP but using the accelerator instead of the CPU. This
design leverages a remote pool of PIPER instances rather than
concurrently operating a large number of CPUs to function
as an intermediate preprocessing layer between storage nodes
and computing nodes. This approach achieves high perfor-
mance, and also provides scalability advantages. Importantly,
it can integrate into existing cloud infrastructures based on
RDMA networks, ensuring minimal disruption while offering
enhanced functionality.

3.2 Data Loading
Memory accesses play a critical role in the performance of
ML systems, significantly affecting the speed, scalability, and
efficiency of data processing. Efficient memory access con-

Figure 4: Data access pattern for PCIe-attached hardware
accelerator in the host system.

tributes to eliminating unnecessary overhead, especially in
scenarios involving large-scale data, real-time operations, and
systems that demand high throughput and minimal latency.

However, understanding data access patterns is a non-trivial
task. Figure 4 illustrates the data flow architecture utilized
by PIPER, showcasing a high-performance system where
the CPU can offload compute-intensive tasks to specialized
hardware while managing data transfers through PCIe and
hierarchical memory structures. On the host side, the CPU
can directly access DRAM or interact with PCIe-connected
SSDs. PCIe-attached hardware accelerators, such as FPGAs
or GPUs, can access local host memory through a DMA con-
troller and extend their reach to remote memory via network
interfaces. The integration of remote memory access enhances
scalability, enabling utilization beyond local resources, which
is particularly advantageous in cloud and data center environ-
ments. In the subsequent contents, we will demonstrate the
distinct characteristics of accessing various types of memory.

Device-attached Memory. Modern data-center FPGAs are
equipped with off-chip memory, such as DDR or HBM, with
capacities reaching tens of GB [101]. These advanced mem-
ory systems enable high-performance applications, such as
DLRM inference [50, 116], to efficiently leverage concurrent
multi-channel reading, particularly with the high-throughput
capabilities of HBM. Despite these advantages, certain chal-
lenges hinder their integration into current ML frameworks.
First, the memory capacity remains relatively small when com-
pared to the scale of PB-level datasets. Second, non-pipelined
data transfers from the host to the accelerator can be costly. In
our experiments, the time required for data transfer is nearly
the same as the time it takes to finish preprocessing pipelines.

Host Memory. FPGAs are normally connected to the
host system through PCIe, providing an efficient pathway
for data transfer. An appealing approach is to directly access
the dataset from DRAM in the host side, leveraging its sub-
stantial capacity. In server-grade CPUs, the host memory can
reach sizes of hundreds of gigabytes, significantly exceed-
ing the capacity of the FPGA off-chip memory. To enable
this, the FPGA requires a DMA engine, such as the Xilinx
DMA/Bridge Subsystem for PCI Express [33] or Intel PCIe
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Figure 5: Hierarchical abstractions for memory access.

with DMA IP core [32], which facilitates PCIe communi-
cation and handles memory read/write requests. The DMA
engine enables high-throughput, streaming data transfers be-
tween the host memory and the FPGA dataflow. This kind
of configuration presents multiple challenges. First, the PCIe
lane bandwidth, typically in the range of tens of GBps, is phys-
ically hard to increase. Second, the host memory inherently
has size limitations. Alternatively, SSDs could be used as sup-
plementary storage to host DRAM, providing higher capacity
at the cost of increased latency and reduced bandwidth [59].

Remote Memory. In modern data centers, storage nodes
and computing nodes are often physically separated. This
design facilitates greater scalability, which is essential for
distributed applications, particularly in ML training. Inspired
by this architecture, PIPER leverages remote memory over
the network and enables data access across multiple nodes.
For the network protocol, RDMA with a custom hardware
network stack is an efficient choice [44, 90]. RDMA achieves
exceptional throughput by allowing FPGAs to directly access
memory on remote systems via optimized network interface,
thereby eliminating the overhead of TCP/IP protocols. We
will discuss the challenges of this remote design in Section 4,
including: (a) significant resource contention when running
applications in the same FPGA board, and (b) the processing
capability being limited by network throughput.

PIPER supports various memory access patterns, allowing
it to be combined with other system components easily. As
shown in Figure 3c, PIPER can serve in the storage layer,
working in the local mode, similar to Amazon AQUA sys-
tem [1]. PIPER can also support network-based solution [71],
handling data within the network domain, or it works like a
SmartNIC, transfers the results to a PCIe-connected device,
like GPUs [29, 108] or other accelerators.

3.3 Flexible Pipeline Composition

Hardware-accelerated solutions are often tailored to specific
designs, which may pose challenges in adapting to diverse
requirements. This perspective raises several important ques-
tions, especially when we want to provide a solution that is

user-friendly for software engineers.

• Q1: How to support different preprocessing pipelines
across clients on a single FPGA?

• Q2: How to scale the performance for each pipeline
dynamically to meet varying performance requirement?

To address these two challenges, it is crucial to develop
a flexible interface with pre-compiled bitstreams rather than
recompiling and regenerating them. Given that feature engi-
neering primarily emphasizes columnar processing, PIPER
introduces an innovative processing unit to handle columns,
called MiniPipe, with a fine-grained granularity of 64 bytes.
For Q1 and Q2, conventional methods such as encapsulating
code into RTL IP blocks are insufficient, as they necessitate
recompilation for new bitstreams, a process that typically
requires extensive time ranging from several hours to days.
PIPER resolves these two challenges through the application
of partial reconfiguration, enabling the concurrent execution
of diverse dataflows [53, 57, 66].

Figure 5 shows the interface of PIPER, focusing on its ver-
satile memory access capabilities. For on-device memory stor-
age at the top, PIPER enables access to off-chip memory such
as HBM or DDR, supporting multi-channel concurrent access.
The access for these memory can be 12 GBps per channel, op-
erating at a 200 MHz clock and a 64-byte wide memory port.
The memory capacity can scale to tens of gigabytes, such as
16GB [101]. For the PCIe-attached host, PIPER facilitates a
streaming-approach to access host memory [57]. Server-grade
CPUs typically contain large DRAM capacities, reaching hun-
dreds of gigabytes. Finally, PIPER supports integration with
distributed storage nodes, enabling high-bandwidth access
through advanced network topology [30, 78, 96].

Figure 5 highlights additional components of PIPER. (1)
To facilitate communication with various memory storage
systems, PIPER incorporates a Translation Lookaside Buffer
(TLB) that unifies the memory space between the device and
the host [57]. Furthermore, PIPER leverages RDMA to en-
hance network communication capabilities [44,90]. (2) PIPER
employs arbiters to isolate commands directed towards either
local or remote memory. The header of each request contains
meta-information to streamlined processing. (3) The final
layer is the dynamic region, which is a critical component
in PIPER. Each dynamic region hosts the implementation of
MiniPipe, allowing each board to support multiple regions
with concurrent execution. Dynamic regions introduce two
key benefits: (a) They ensure the isolation of different appli-
cations, enhancing user safety. (b) They enable the dynamic
configuration of MiniPipe, offering flexibility to balance per-
formance between I/O and processing capabilities.

3.4 Various Pipeline Operators
The process of feature engineering for recommender systems
is an important aspect of ensuring optimal system perfor-
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Figure 6: Dataflows for different pipelines.

mance. Figure 6 illustrates the comprehensive dataflow de-
signed to manage diverse pipelines efficiently. To accommo-
date both dense and sparse features with a unified interface,
the data width is set to 64 bytes, enabling PIPER to process
multiple values in parallel.

3.4.1 Dense Features

Dense features contain important information across a con-
tinuous range. A standard preprocessing pipeline includes
operators to clip negative values to zero and apply a logarith-
mic transformation to reduce skewness.

Neg2Zero. This operation clips negative input dense fea-
tures to zero while retaining positive values in their original
form. PIPER implements this operation using a ternary opera-
tor, achieving an Initiation Interval (II) of one cycle.

Logarithm. The logarithmic operation is effective in ML
training, as it reduces skewness and manages extremely large
values efficiently. PIPER computes the logarithm using a hard-
ware math library, achieving an II of one cycle.

Both operators demonstrate excellent performance with
minimal resource utilization. By executing in a pipelined
manner, the overall dataflow achieves an II of one cycle.

3.4.2 Sparse Features

The processing of sparse features involves key operations such
as converting hexadecimal values to integers and applying
a positive modulus to constrain the range of feature values.
Besides these stateless operators, maintaining a vocabulary
table with a stateful operator plays a crucial role by mapping
columns of features to a range of continuous indices, which
enables further operations like frequency-based filtering and
initialization of lookups in a trainable embedding table.

Hex2Int. Original categorical features are encoded as hex-
adecimal strings and converting them to integers is the first
step. PIPER performs this operation by translating each ASCII
code into its binary representation and concatenating these to
produce the result. This approach achieves an II of one cycle.

Modulus. The modulus operation is designed to restrict the
range of sparse feature values. PIPER realizes this operation
with the default math library, achieving an II of one cycle.

VocabGen. Categorical features represent attributes with
specific, discrete values, and ML models perform optimally
when trained on continuous values [42], making it crucial
to create a tailored vocabulary table with unique indices for
different columns [22, 80]. Given that dynamic vocabulary
tables are frequently updated with new data, ensuring the
efficiency of this step is vital for the end-to-end dataflow [91].
PIPER accelerates this process by constructing the vocabulary
table in a pipelined manner. It efficiently processes streaming
data from upstream modules, extracting unique values in a
list, where the length of the list is determined by the range
of Modulus. The downstream module in PIPER tracks the
appearing sequence of occurrences for each unique value,
assigns a corresponding index, and stores the value-index pair
in memory. The achieved II depends on the memory in use to
store value-index pairs, with on-chip memory offering an II
of two cycles due to Read-After-Write latency, and off-chip
memory achieving an II of approximately six cycles.

VocabMap. The lookup process of mapping each value
to its corresponding index makes PIPER iterate over the en-
tire dataset once more, and the final output comprises the
corresponding indices in sequence. PIPER achieves this func-
tionality using the pre-generated vocabulary table, reaching
an II of approximately six cycles when the table is stored in
off-chip memory or one cycle when stored in on-chip mem-
ory. This operator represents the final stage in handling sparse
features, and II of the overall dataflow is influenced by the
memory type used for vocabulary table.

3.5 Implementation

For baselines, we rely on pandas, numpy, joblib to run colum-
nar preprocessing tasks for Parquet in parallel on the CPU,
and use s-tui [88] to monitor its power consumption. For the
execution in GPU, we run with Nvidia Merlin nvtabular li-
brary, and use nvidia-smi to record the power and resource
utilization in the GPU.

We use Vitis HLS [45], a high-level synthesis tool for Ver-
ilog/VHDL development, to implement the code for the mem-
ory interface and the preprocessing operator in PIPER. We use
Xilinx XRT [87] to verify the functionality of hardware codes
and convert to IP blocks for the next usage. We leverage an
open-source FPGA shell, Coyote [57], to facilitate dynamic
regions and partial reconfiguration with manual floorplan-
ning. These dynamic regions empower clients to execute di-
verse preprocessing pipelines concurrently, and PIPER can
complete the transition of pipelines within milliseconds. For
RDMA communication, we rely on open-source hardware
modules [90], which is written in Verilog and can be inte-
grated into Coyote smoothly.

To illustrate the run time configurability, we use Pipeline I
to show how to operate different pipelines concurrently. For
this purpose, we integrate the generated IP blocks into Coy-
ote, configure the memory interface and dynamic regions,
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Table 2: Resource utilization for three pipelines (P-I, P-II, P-
III in Section 4.2.1), full duplex RDMA stack, and pipelines
with RDMA enabled (R-P-I, R-P-II, R-P-III) in PIPER.

Config P-I P-II P-III RDMA R-P-I R-P-II R-P-III

CLB 17.6% 21.0% 26.9% 40.6% 44.1% 45.5% 52.4%

BRAM 9.9% 10.0% 24.5% 20.5% 21.3% 21.7% 26.3%

DSP 0.04% 2.3% 2.3% 0.0% 2.3% 2.3% 2.3%

and then complete the compilation flow. Based on an open
source duplex RoCE v2 RDMA network protocol [90], PIPER
directly accesses data from the remote node and processes
it over RDMA data streams. The configured dynamic region
efficiently routes incoming data from the network stack, ex-
ecutes the preprocessing pipeline, and writes the processed
data to the target position. Table 2 displays the resource uti-
lization for three preprocessing pipelines (local and remote)
and RDMA hardware stack. Here we focus on the utilization
of CLB, BRAM and DSP while neglecting unused URAM
and other resources.

4 Evaluation

We evaluate PIPER to answer these questions:

I. What is the performance and power consumption of
PIPER compared to server-grade CPUs and modern
GPUs? § 4.2.1 § 4.2.5

II. Which operators benefit the most from PIPER? What is
the performance difference between stateless and stateful
operators? § 4.2.2

III. How can PIPER be deployed in a cloud environment to
scale its throughput dynamically? § 4.2.3

4.1 Experimental Setup
4.1.1 Dataset

We evaluate the effectiveness of PIPER on both real and syn-
thetic datasets. For the real case, we leverage the Criteo Kag-
gle dataset [19], a well-known public dataset for recommender
systems, containing multi-day online advertising data. The
dataset is originally stored in UTF-8 format, which introduces
additional overhead due to decoding and is targeted for row-
based processing. To enhance performance, we extract binary
data for memory alignment and verify the data format of each
feature. For efficient columnar processing and to focus on
the capabilities of preprocessing pipelines, we store the bi-
nary data as a Parquet file without compression for software
solutions. We compare the speed of data loading and pre-
processing to ensure that the data loading process does not
become a bottleneck. In this transformation, dense features
are represented as floating-point values, and sparse features

are represented as hexadecimal strings. The size of the trans-
formed dataset is 17GB and it includes 45 million entries,
consisting of 13 dense features and 26 sparse features. Fur-
thermore, we create a synthetic dataset with 4 million entries
to facilitate additional analysis. This synthetic dataset is ex-
panded to include 504 dense features and 42 sparse features,
with a size of 11GB [59, 113].

4.1.2 Hardware Platform

We evaluate CPU baseline on a two-socket server with AMD
EPYC 7V13 CPU (128 cores, 512GB DRAM). We run GPU
experiments in Nvidia A100 (40GB HBM, 12-core CPU,
85GB RAM, 500GB SSD) and RTX 3090 (24GB GDDR6X,
64-core CPU, 252GB RAM, 2TB SSD) respectively. For
PIPER, we use Xilinx Alveo U55c equipped with 16GB HBM
(32 memory channels, maximum throughput 460GB/s) and
43MB SRAM, and the attached CPU is an AMD EPYC 7302P
16-core Processor. Unless specified, the achieved kernel fre-
quency of PIPER for the different pipelines is 200MHz.

4.1.3 Experiment Configuration

We present the evaluation of three preprocessing pipelines for
recommender systems using two datasets, representing dif-
ferent kinds of configurations, including a stateless pipeline,
a stateful pipeline with low memory access and a stateful
pipeline with high memory access.

• Pipeline I: This pipeline processes both dense and sparse
features simultaneously, managing stateless operators
without vocabulary tables.

• Pipelines II & III: These pipelines handle dense and
sparse features, incorporating small or large vocabulary
tables for sparse features.

4.1.4 CPU Baseline

We have performed several optimizations on the software
baseline to minimize unnecessary overheads on the CPU
results. To ensure accuracy, we adopt the following steps:
First, we perform several warm-up runs before measuring
performance, ensuring that the dataset is fully cached into
the CPU memory for efficient access. Second, we run each
software experiment multiple times and utilize the average
value along with variance to comprehensively characterize its
performance. Third, prior to analyzing the performance of the
entire dataset, Figure 7 illustrates the performance compari-
son of individual steps in the pipeline for dense and sparse
features separately, to better understand the system bottle-
necks. Our analysis highlights that loading dense features in
floating point format is notably efficient compared to loading
sparse features represented as strings. However, a comparison
between Dense and Sparse-I, two pipelines with simple com-
putation for dense and sparse features respectively, reveals a

8



Figure 7: Performance comparison of various pipelines for
processing a single column using one thread. The x-axis
labels, from left to right, represent the following operations:
(1) Loading a dense feature, (2) Loading a sparse feature, (3)
A dense feature pipeline with Neg2Zero and Logarithm, (4)
A sparse feature pipeline with Hex2Int and Modulus, (5) and
(6) Generating a small or large vocabulary table for a sparse
feature, (7) and (8) Using a small or large vocabulary table
for mapping a sparse feature.

negligible difference in performance. This observation sug-
gests that data loading of a non-compressed Parquet file is not
a bottleneck in this CPU baseline. Instead, the preprocessing
computation is what determines the overall performance.

Dense & Sparse Features. The CPU can use distinct
pipelines to process dense and sparse features designed to
suit their specific characteristics. In Figure 7, the performance
of handling dense features is represented in the bar marked
as Dense, where negative values are replaced with zero, fol-
lowed by the transformation of log(x + 1). The performance
of handling sparse features are tested in Sparse I and Sparse
II. Hexadecimal strings are first converted to integers, then
a modulus operation is applied to constrain values within a
defined range, and finally values are mapped to indices ac-
cording to the generated vocabulary table, which tracks the
appearing sequence of those unique values. The performance
of these operations, especially the unique value extraction for
sparse features, relies heavily on the efficiency of memory
access to perform lookups, making the pipeline stateful.

Increased Parallelism. The CPU can accelerate its com-
putation through parallel processing of vectorized operations.
By assigning tasks across multiple cores, it achieves a signifi-
cant reduction of the overall execution time. State-of-the-art
vectorized operations, supported by libraries like NumPy and
Pandas, enable the processing of independent columns.

4.1.5 GPU Baseline

NVIDIA NVTabular is a GPU-accelerated library designed
to enhance the preprocessing and feature engineering of large
tabular datasets. Leveraging the GPU’s high parallelism and
memory bandwidth, NVTabular can efficiently process data in

(a) RTX 3090 (b) A100

Figure 8: Impact of GPU memory fractions for various pre-
processing configurations.

chunks, enabling it to handle datasets that exceed memory lim-
its. It supports a wide range of transformations for both dense
and sparse features, such as clipping, logarithmic transforma-
tions, modulus, and categorization, using highly optimized
GPU kernels. Its columnar processing capability minimizes
memory movement and enables parallel execution across
columns, making it well-suited for high-performance data
workflows in machine learning and deep learning pipelines.

In Figure 8, we illustrate the impact of assigning different
fractions of GPU memory for preprocessing tasks on both
RTX 3090 and A100 GPUs. Missing values occur due to out-
of-memory (OOM) errors in CUDA, particularly with larger
memory fractions. For P-I, all configurations achieve the best
performance with a small value of fraction. This is because
P-I involves stateless and lightweight computations, where
smaller chunks provide more granular workloads that are eas-
ier to distribute across GPU cores, minimizing idle time and
synchronization overhead. In contrast, P-II and P-III involve
stateful computations that require storing and accessing inter-
mediate results in GPU memory. This leads to more complex
memory access patterns and higher memory bandwidth de-
mands, making performance more sensitive to the allocated
memory fraction. We compare the observed results across all
configurations and select the optimal one as the baseline for
subsequent comparisons with PIPER.

4.2 PIPER: Performance and Efficiency

Multiple factors contribute to a well-designed ML system,
such as flexibility, scalability, an easy-to-use interface, etc.
We evaluate PIPER to benchmark its performance against
CPUs and GPUs, highlighting its significant advantages in
low latency for different preprocessing tasks, either stateless
or stateful. Our analysis compares the end-to-end performance
of PIPER against optimized software baselines, provides a de-
tailed performance breakdown for each operator, and demon-
strates the benefits of utilizing PIPER as either a local or
network-attached accelerator. We also provide insights about
the dynamic scalability of pipelines during runtime to meet
diverse I/O requirements.
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(a) Multi-core CPU (using 16 to 128 cores) vs two GPUs (3090 and
A100) vs PIPER.

(b) The time breakdown of pipeline execution in the GPU.

Figure 9: The latency analysis of stateless Pipeline I.

4.2.1 End-to-end Performance

Figure 9a presents the results for Pipeline I, which is state-
less and benefits the most from increased parallelism. The
labels on the left side of the x-axis represent the number of
threads utilized by the CPUs, achieving the lowest execution
time with 64 threads. When the number of threads increases
beyond this, the performance slightly decreases due to com-
plex scheduling mechanisms, highlighting that the parallelism
strategy in CPUs may not perfectly align with the require-
ments of preprocessing engines. The two green bars show
the results obtained using high-performance GPUs, the RTX
3090 and the A100. Figure 9b provides a time breakdown of
the performance on GPUs, showing that the contribution of
data loading and preprocessing varies in different GPUs, yet
neither can be overlooked. Compared to software solutions,
PIPER achieves superior performance, reaching a 105× im-
provement over the CPU baseline, and speedups of 4.6× and
3.0× compared to the RTX 3090 and A100, thanks to its fully
pipelined execution mechanism.

Figure 10 presents the results for the stateful Pipelines II
and III evaluated on two datasets. The data reveals that the

Table 3: Average utilization of resources in GPUs for two
datasets (D-I & D-II) and three pipelines (P-I, P-II, P-III).

Memory Compute

Configurations RTX 3090 A100 RTX 3090 A100

D-I + P-I 10.5% 20.6% 3.8% 10.6%

D-I + P-II 31.5% 36.0% 10.8% 19.1%

D-I + P-III 38.7% 17.5% 21.1% 19.0%

D-II + P-I 7.3% 12.2% 4.2% 14.8%

D-II + P-II 15.1% 15.6% 6.1% 14.2%

D-II + P-III 20.5% 14.1% 5.7% 11.7%

(a) Dataset I + Pipeline II.

(b) Dataset I + Pipeline III.

(c) Dataset II + Pipeline II.

(d) Dataset II + Pipeline III.

Figure 10: The latency comparison of stateful Pipeline II and
III in two datasets Dataset I and II in the multi-core CPU, two
GPUs and PIPER.

CPU achieves optimal performance with 64 threads across
all four configurations. This outcome is primarily attributed
to memory contention, as the vocabulary table for multiple
columns necessitates concurrent access to DRAM, hinder-
ing a better performance. For GPUs, both the RTX 3090 and
A100 outperform the multi-threaded CPU, delivering 4∼10×
acceleration. PIPER demonstrates its advantages in all con-
figurations, achieving over 39× speedup compared to the
CPU and over 8× speedup relative to the best GPU. Table
3 summarizes the resource utilization observed during the
transformation step in GPU experiments, showing that these
perprocessing tasks in GPU are more memory-intensive. Sim-
ilar to Pipeline I, data loading and fitting also dominates the
total execution time in Pipeline II & III, and the proportion of
data fitting increases due to the generation of vocabulary table.
When comparing with the training performance in Figure 1,
it shows that PIPER can be used to provide the preprocessing
data for online training for up to thirty A100 GPUs, which
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Table 4: Execution time comparison of operators for the full
Dataset I (in seconds) across different platforms.

Operators CPU RTX 3090 A100 PIPER

Neg2Zero 4.20±0.01 0.029±3E-4 0.043±5E-4 0.23

Logarithm 475.28±2.31 0.01±4E-5 0.015±1E-4 0.23

Hex2Int 410.59±10.45 0.051±2E-3 0.059±1E-4 0.92

Modulus 354.25±2.42 0.017±2E-4 0.026±1E-4 0.46

VocabGen-8K 4.97±0.17 7.57±0.17 8.76±0.037 0.92

VocabMap-8K 21.94±0.13 0.02±1E-3 0.11±1E-3 0.46

VocabGen-512K 549.79±10.20 64.10±2.55 69.03±0.23 2.15

VocabMap-512K 2390.26±10.26 0.015±1E-3 0.11±1E-3 2.96

significantly reduces the system complexity, resource utiliza-
tion, and energy consumption. When comparing the GPU
performance in Figure 9a and 10b, it shows a difference of
up to 16× due to the intensive memory access in the latter
stateful pipeline, where the overhead of preprocessing is on
the same order of magnitude as the training.

4.2.2 Operator Comparison

Table 4 presents a comparative analysis of operator perfor-
mance across various platforms, evaluated over the entire
dataset D-I. In this study, the CPU operates on a single thread,
providing a baseline for understanding multi-core solutions.

PIPER shows substantial performance advantages over
CPUs for the majority of operators. For instance, PIPER
achieves a speedup over 2000× for Logarithm, 450× for
Hex2Int, 770× speedup for Modulus. This trend also applies
to large-scale vocabulary operations, such as VocabGen-512K
and VocabMap-512K, where PIPER achieves speedups of
250× and 800× respectively. These results reveal the excep-
tional efficiency of PIPER and highlight its potential as an
alternative to CPUs for distributed data preprocessing tasks.

GPUs like the RTX 3090 and A100 excel in lightweight
tasks like Neg2Zero and Logarithm due to their extensive par-
allelism, however, PIPER demonstrates its advantages in creat-
ing large-scale vocabulary tables. For instance, in VocabGen-
512K, PIPER completes the operation in two seconds, signifi-
cantly outperforming the RTX 3090 and A100, achieving an
exceptional 30× speedup. Furthermore, PIPER can run all op-
erations in a fully pipelined manner, which greatly contributes
to its end-to-end performance.

4.2.3 Multiple Pipelines

PIPER supports the deployment of independent pipelines on
the same device for either higher parallelism or to support
different use cases simultaneously. For this, it leverages the dy-
namic regions provided by Coyote and uses them as wrappers
for each pipeline, enabling spatial parallelism. This also pro-
vides better scalability. For instance, the Alveo V80 card [103]

Figure 11: The preprocessing capability can scale almost
linearly with the increased number of pipelines at the cost of
linearly increased resources.

(a) Throughput (b) Latency

Figure 12: The measurement of throughput and latency to
evaluate the data loading speed with the local/remote memory.

supports up to 800 Gbit/s network throughput, which can be
exploited by running multiple pipelines in a single board.

We explore such a configuration using Pipeline I with
Dataset II, which comprises 504 dense features and 42 sparse
features. We deploy different numbers of MiniPipes, 1, 2, 4,
or 7, where 7 is the maximum number of dynamic regions
possible given the size of the design (limited by the number
of AXI streams). Figure 11 shows the maximum achievable
throughput against the data loading speed and the resource
utilization. The throughput scales linearly when increasing
the number of MiniPipes to 4 with a natural nearly linear
increase in resources. The existing prototype can run up to 7
MiniPipes concurrently (with the frequency downgraded to
135MHz, which still allows to match the bandwidth available
on the networks and the PCIe side, see below).

4.2.4 Data Loading

Many accelerators are bound by data movements for data-
intensive applications [36, 110]. PIPER is not different and is
currently bound by either the speed of the PCIe connection
towards the GPU or/and by the bandwidth of the network sup-
plying the data. Figure 12 compares the data loading speed
of a PIPER kernel when accessing both the host memory and
receiving data through RDMA. Figure 12a shows the through-
put of both reading and writing: when accessing the host
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Table 5: The average power consumption for different config-
urations in the CPU, GPU and PIPER. The static powers for
the CPU, RTX 3090, A100 and PIPER are 150W, 33W, 43W,
17W respectively.

Configurations CPU RTX 3090 A100 PIPER

D-I + P-I 294W 92W 76W 24W

D-I + P-II 294W 124W 82W 25W

D-I + P-III 313W 143W 78W 26W

D-II + P-I 371W 99W 75W 24W

D-II + P-II 363W 113W 75W 25W

D-II + P-III 379W 119W 76W 26W

memory, the reading speed can reach 14GB/s and the writing
12GB/s; for RDMA access, the maximum achieved through-
put is about 11GB/s, matching the available bandwidth on the
network. Figure 12b shows the total latency to transfer a given
amount of data, which is negligible in the end-to-end training
pipeline. These results prove that the design of PIPER can
easily saturate the I/O channels, whether PCIe or the network
and there is room to spare by deploying multiple pipelines
(Figure 11), making the system ready for improvements both
on the network as well as on the PCIe side.

4.2.5 Power Efficiency

Table 5 compares the average power consumption across the
entire dataset for various configurations. From the table, it is
evident that PIPER achieves significantly lower power con-
sumption than other configurations. This also highlights the
efficiency of PIPER in reducing energy usage, where energy
is calculated as the product of power and execution time.
On the GPU side, preprocessing tasks are inherently more
lightweight than training tasks, which explains why the GPU
does not fully utilize its power capacity. Meta reports that data
preprocessing accounts for a substantial portion of the overall
power consumption [113], and this observation suggests that
optimizing power usage for preprocessing tasks can enable
more power to be allocated to the training nodes, thereby
enhancing the overall system performance.

5 Related Work

Evolving Preprocessing Service. Modern machine learn-
ing frameworks, such as tf.data [70] and PyTorch’s Dat-
aloader [18], optimize techniques like prefetching and ef-
fectively support streaming-like data loading. Researchers
have focused on improving preprocessing performance at the
software level, primarily on the CPU side [38, 55, 58, 79, 102].
In cloud environments, DPP [113] and GoldMiner [112] high-
light distributed solutions for preprocessing tasks within end-
to-end training workflows. We use such multi-core CPU based
systems as baselines for evaluating the performance of PIPER.

Hardware for Efficient Network. Network devices are ex-
tensively deployed in cloud environments [29,74,75,81,100],
playing a crucial role in facilitating efficient communica-
tion among nodes. Offloading CPU-intensive tasks, such
as compression/decompression/replication/deduplication, to
SmartNICs offers a promising solution to enhance the perfor-
mance of distributed systems [48, 54, 99, 109]. Studies like
FairNIC [37] and OSMOSIS [52] thoroughly analyze the
multi-tenant capabilities in the network paths. We design and
implement PIPER to demonstrate the benefits of integrating
preprocessing services within on-path SmartNICs to support
the training process.

P2P Communication. The paradigm of Peer-to-Peer (P2P)
communication is popular in heterogeneous or distributed
systems, where data can exchange directly between peers
without passing through a centralized hub. Prior research
[6, 97] has implemented GPUDirect RDMA on an FPGA
to facilitate direct access to GPU memory, while FpgaNIC
[108] further enhances this capability by enabling GPUs to
trigger doorbell registers within an FPGA. Industry solutions,
such as MangoBoost [31], offer DPU-accelerated NVMe/TCP
solutions for communication between disaggregated remote
storage systems and GPU servers, achieving near-local SSD
performance. In our work, PIPER has shown its advantages
for preprocessing tasks with both local and remote memory,
and can be further integrated with GPUs or various storage
devices to form a more comprehensive cloud system.

MLPerf Benchmark. MLPerf has long served as a widely
recognized benchmark for both training and inference tasks
[68, 86]. Recently, ML Commons emphasizes the importance
of data storage and preprocessing for the overall system effi-
ciency [4]. Traditional hardware-accelerated designs for pre-
processing tasks rely on pre-compiled fixed bitstreams and
it is hard to scale the performance to adapt to different mod-
els [5, 59]. PIPER verifies its functionality to support multiple
pipelines encapsulated within dynamic regions, triggering
the research of versatile hardware-accelerated preprocessing
services for diverse applications.

6 Conclusion

Data loading and preprocessing pipelines are a critical bot-
tleneck in recommender systems due to the performance
mismatch between the preprocessing and the training steps.
In this paper, we have described PIPER, a network-attached
FPGA accelerator tailored to tackle the challenges of online
preprocessing for rapidly growing datasets. PIPER demon-
strates its ability to serve both stateless and stateful pipelines,
highlighting its exceptional advantages in reduced latency
and lower power consumption, along with its support for dy-
namic pipelines. Leveraging PIPER presents opportunities to
explore innovative approaches for developing more efficient
ML systems that support end-to-end training while optimizing
resource utilization and minimizing energy consumption.
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