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Abstract—This paper presents an implementation of a
floating-point-capable application-specific instruction set proces-
sor (ASIP) for both communication and positioning tasks using
the massive multiple-input multiple-output (MIMO) technology.
The ASIP is geared with vector processing capabilities in the
form of single instruction multiple data (SIMD). A dual-pronged
accelerator composition assists the processor to tame the heavier
mathematical workloads. A standalone systolic array accelerator
accompanies the processor to aid with matrix multiplications.
A parallel vector memory subsystem provides functionalities
to both the processor and the systolic array. Additionally, A
convolutional neural network (CNN) module accelerator, which is
paired with its own separate vector memory, works hand in glove
with the processor to take on the positioning task. The processor
is synthesized in 22nm fully depleted silicon-on-insulator (FD-
SOI) technology running at a clock frequency of 800 M Hz. The
system achieves a maximum detection throughput of 2.1 Gb/s in
a 128x16 massive MIMO system for the user equipment (UE)
speed of 50km /h. The localization throughput settles at around
390 positionings/s.

Index Terms—Beyond 5G, massive MIMO, communications
processor, baseband processor, positioning accelerator, systolic
array, matrix multiplication, matrix decomposition, computer
architecture, RISC-V, SIMD, fixed-point, floating-point, CNN

I. INTRODUCTION

HE current and next generation of wireless networks (5G
and beyond) play an integral part in people’s everyday
lives. These modern wireless communication systems are often
combined with positioning systems, where position informa-
tion is used for various tasks, such as navigation. Positioning
capabilities are central to many existing and new applications,
while precise positioning is often limited to locations where
services such as global navigation satellite system (GNSS)
signals are available. Being able to extract position information
from signals already available for communication can improve
positioning accuracy where signals dedicated for positioning
are not available. By extracting information about the propaga-
tion environment, in the form of channel estimates, positioning
can be performed using wireless communication signals — a
task often addressed by applying machine learning techniques,
as they require no calibration at the antenna array.
The aforementioned systems are highly complex and re-
quire specialized computing hardware in order to meet their
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computational demands. Accelerators today are championed
as the way forward [1]], but fixed-function implementations do
not always satisfy the ever-expanding requirements and suffer
from obsolescence in this volatile field, hence retaining some
flexibility scores high on the list of supported features [2].
To meet these demands, silicon-efficient design of hardware
goes hand-in-hand with bespoke algorithm design (algorithm-
hardware codesign). One of the mechanisms through which
this process is facilitated is by using an application-specific
instruction set processor (ASIP). These processors provide
some of the much-vaunted programmability of a general-
purpose system while enabling application-specific integrated
circuit (ASIC)-like performance [3], [4]. The flip side of this
attained flexibility is that some performance is sacrificed, but
the advantages outweigh the drawbacks.

Efficient acceleration of massive multiple-input multiple-
output (MIMO) baseband processing has been subject to prior
and ongoing research. The work in [5] presented a 128 x 8
massive MIMO processing system employing an 8-lane com-
plex ASIP, but did not put an emphasis on matrix computation
acceleration. A flexible and salable reconfigurable architecture
for baseband massive MIMO detection was provided in [6],
foregoing programmability in exchange for more performance.
The authors in [[7] proposed a fixed-function 128 x 8 massive
MIMO precoder-detector. A non-programmable 128 x 16 mas-
sive MIMO detector utilizing a systolic array architecture was
presented in [8]. Finally, a system-on chip (SoC) comprised
of 8 RISC-V cores was proposed in [9], which harnessed
floating-point numbers to accelerate massive MIMO non-linear
algorithms. Non of the these works combine positioning and
communication processing in one system.

As this work’s contribution, we utilize RISC-V [10] as
the base instruction set architecture (ISA) and augment it
with reduced-precision floating-point capabilities. RISC-V is
picked as it is an open standard ISA, with modular design
and explicit support for custom extensions, and is predicted
to become a major player in the global processor market [[11].
The work presented in [12] is re-designed and, on top of a
more streamlined vector core, now benefits from a bigger,
more self-sufficient systolic array with floating-point support
for complex matrices. Furthermore, the convolutional neural
network (CNN) accelerator in [13]] has been incorporated into
the design to reinforce the processor’s capabilities at handling
the positioning process.

The remainder of this article is organized as follows.
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Fig. 1: Task mapping.

Section [[] briefly lays out the communication and position-
ing processes, as well as their attendant algorithms. Section
switches over to the processor proper and its micro-
architecture, while providing a more detailed account of the
accelerators attached to the processor. In section [[V] evaluation
and implementation results are discussed. And finally, section
wraps up the article with concluding remarks.

II. COMMUNICATION AND POSITIONING USING MASSIVE
MIMO

A. Algorithms and Tasks

The communication and positioning tasks both utilize the
information acquired through the channel estimation process.
Fig.[I]diagrams how the channel state information is exploited
to enable both positioning and communication. For position-
ing, the relevant chunk of the channel state information is
fed to a pre-processor first, e.g. fast fourier transform (FFT)
[14] or spatial covariance matrix and channel impulse response
extractor [15], and then the data is forwarded to a CNN
module for final positioning. In case of FFT, the channel state
information (CSI) is transformed from the antenna-frequency
domain into the angular-delay domain, which creates a sparse
image for easier digestion in the CNN. This is simply carried
out as a two-dimensional (2D) FFT that can be performed
as left and right matrix multiplications to carry out the 2D
FFT. The matrix multiplication operation features prominently
in the communications algorithms as well, and hence can
take advantage of the might of the systolic array. After 2D
FFT, the processed data is steered towards the CNN, which
has its dedicated module as an accelerator to supercharge the
positioning application.

The communication task, on the other hand, takes its rele-
vant part of the channel state and runs a linear algorithm, such
as zero-forcing (ZF) or minimum mean-square error (MMSE),
to perform either precoding or postcoding (detection). The
communication algorithm for a system with M antennas and
K user equipments (UEs) can be summarized as in the
following. An estimate for the transmitted symbol vector ¢
is acquired by multiplying the M x 1 received data vector r
by the K x M detection matrix Wy, expressed as

g = Waar (D

The detection matrix in (1)) is obtained from the information
contained in the estimated up-link (UL) channel matrix H.
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For the ZF algorithm, which is used for analysis in this paper,
the Wy, is equivalent to the pseudo-inverse of the estimated
channel matrix HT, given as

HY = (AYA) " A" = Wy, )

B. Computational Analysis

As can be observed, the calculation involves matrix and
vector manipulations, implying reliance on certain algebraic
operations discussed in the next subsection. But here we
look at the system from a higher abstraction level in terms
of its computational demands. Fig. [2] lays out the resource
grid structure, for a one-second interval, used in the newer
generations of communication standards (4G onwards). The
structure divides the time-frequency domain into M Orthog-
onal Frequency Division Multiplexing (OFDM) symbols in
one second and N subcarriers. By inspecting this grid we
can expose the computational requirements that are put on
processing systems. Table [[] lists the requirements for a couple
of scenarios based on subcarrier spacing and channel band-
width. By assuming channel coherencyﬂ for 16 subcarriers
and 5 OFDM symbols, as depicted by the highlighted box

'Meaning a channel with an unvarying channel impulse response.



TABLE II: Example kernel operations.

Description Symbol ‘ Operation
Matrix multiplication A X B Cij => 1 Aik X By
Hadamard (element-wise) | a ©® b (a); x (b);
vector product

Element-wise vector atb (a)i £ (b);
addition/subtraction

Vector dot product* a-b >i(a; x b;)
Vector-scalar product axs (a); x s
Vector element modify aln]=s | an=s
Vector-vector element axbn] | (a); xby,
product

Vector norm llal| va-a

*# b signifies complex conjugation of b

in Fig. |2| 210k channel inversions are required every second
for a 15 kHz subcarrier spacing and 20 MHz bandwidth. This
metric is increased to 2.3M required inversions preformed in
one second if we bump up the spacing to 60 kHz and increase
the bandwidth to 200 MHz. This should make it clear that
the communications processing is putting up stiff challenges
to overcome in terms of processing throughput.

C. Algebraic Operations

Table [II] lists some of the kernel algebraic operations that
need to be supported in order to implement the communica-
tions algorithms. The efficient execution of these operations
is important, and the processor must provide the necessary
facilities to speed them up. Section digs deeper into the
processor’s micro-architecture and goes into more detail as to
how this is accomplished.

D. Data Type

In the world of digital processing for embedded systems the
fixed-point data type is king. There are usually good reasons
behind this:

« size: the fixed-point hardware is less complex and hence

is smaller. It also needs less memory space

o power consumption: smaller circuits lead to less power

draw

« speed: the simpler design means the critical path is shorter

and calculations can be done faster

« cost effectiveness: fixed-point hardware can result in cost

savings compared to its floating-point counterpart

But fixed-point numbers are not the only method of bene-
fiting from real numbers in hardware. On the other side of
the spectrum for real numbers we have the floating point
number formats. For instance, there are the IEEE standard 32-
bit floating point type (float32) and its half-precision sibling
(float16), which provide a lot better flexibility and precision
at the cost of requiring more resources. These are mostly
deployed in systems that have less stringent hardware resource
requirements.

Contrary to popular belief, reduced-precision floating-point
formats can be serious contenders to fixed-point implemen-
tations [16], [9]. A rather recent addition to the potpourri

of floating-point number representations is the brain floating-
point format (bfloatl16), which has gained popularity in ma-
chine learning training and inferencing tasks, with support
from major architectures and accelerators [17], [18], [19]. The
bfloatl6 data type is a truncated version of the float32 type,
occupying 16 bits. It has almost the same dynamic range due
to the same number of bits dedicated to the exponent (8 bits),
but has only 7 bits in the fractional part, which means it has
less precision.

One of the benefits of the bfloatl6 data type is its relaxed
requirements on the hardware resources. With a smaller num-
ber of bits dedicated to the mantissa (7 bits), the bfloatl6
multipliers take up about half the silicon area compared to
float16 multipliers, and this is even more pronounced in
juxtaposition with float32 (eight times smaller) [20]. Another
advantage of the bfloatl6 data type is the extremely easy
up/down conversion to/from the float32 type. This is simply
accomplished by either stripping away the lower 16 bits of
the float32 to down-convert, or by appending 16 zeros to the
lower bits of the bfloat16 to up-convert.

In terms of performance, it has been demonstrated that
bfloatl6 can closely compete with the double-precision
floating-point representation sans re-calibration in a massive
MIMO setting [9]. While the usage of fixed-point numbers
in all stages of computation can lead to a performance loss
of 0.5 dB at 0.1% Bit Error Rate (BER), doing so entails
extensive simulation and calibration effort to combat the loss.
Moreover, the places where massive MIMO is deployed take
on a multitude of scenarios, depending on the number of
antennas, number of users, and a mix of line-of-sight (LOS)
and non-line-of-sight (NLOS) propagation [21]]. This variety
further widens the performance gap between fixed-point and
floating-point representations, when the number of users is
higher, and support for both LOS and NLOS is needed. The
dynamic range granted by floating-point numbers is a boon in
dealing with the varied nature of these systems.

For the above-mentioned reasons, bfloat16 has been chosen
as the main representation for the system. Specifically, the vec-
tor core and the systolic array utilize this data type, while the
CNN accelerator retains its native fixed-point implementation.

E. System Parameters

Massive MIMO systems come in a variety of setups in terms
of the number of users and the antenna elements. This design
adds further flexibility in its support for systems with more
antennas and more number of users.

ITII. THE ASIP ARCHITECTURE
A. High-level Overview of the Processor

The efficient execution of the aforementioned communica-
tion and positioning tasks demands special consideration when
it comes to the design of the processor. Toward this end, the
work presented in [12] has been redesigned from scratch and
has joined forces with the CNN accelerator in [[13] to tackle
both tasks efficiently. The processor now consists of a quartet
of principal datapath components, in the form of a scrawny
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Fig. 3: Bird’s-eye view of the innards of the processor, illustrating the stylized structure of the RISC-V processor and the vector core

surrounded with the different memories and the two accelerators.

RISC-V scalar core, a brawny 16-lane vector core, a beefed-
up, tightly-coupled 16 x 16 systolic array accelerator, and a
CNN module accelerator. Fig. [3| (not to scale) portrays the
high-level view of the processor subsystem.

General purpose and light-weight processing is carried out
in the scalar core, while the vector core presides over data-
parallel workloads in single instruction multiple data (SIMD)
fashion. The SIMD processing is chosen as it excels at amor-
tizing the overhead incurred by instruction fetch and decode
over a larger datapath width. Additionally, a systolic array
accelerator works as an offload engine which is tailor-made for
computations that are heavy on regular matrix math. Finally,
a standalone CNN engine takes on the role of expediting the
positioning task.

B. Memory System

In order to sustain the required throughput, it is necessary
to execute communication and positioning simultaneously. In
view of this problem, the proposed system exploits two dif-
ferent vector memories. One is shared between the processor
and the systolic array, while the other is solely accessible by
the CNN accelerator. This separation of memories means that
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Fig. 4: Memory controller.

the system ends up requiring more memory space, but on the
other hand it makes it possible to run communication and
positioning tasks in parallel.

The shared vector memory is an instance of parallel mem-
ory. For readers who wish to take their understanding further,
the technical details of this memory are described in [22],
[23], with the implementation explained fully in [12]]. Since
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the systolic array and the vector core access the same vector
memory, only one can be actively using it. As a result,
while the systolic array is operational, the processor suspends
operations until the array is finished, and only then it will
resume its normal execution.

One caveat of the two-memory system is that the channel
data needs to be copied from the parallel vector memory to
the CNN vector memory before positioning can commence.
This is carried out by a dedicated module inside the memory
controller that reads the complex-valued matrix channel data
from parallel vector memory, and, after splitting the real and
imaginary parts, stores the results as two matrices in the
CNN vector memory. This is prosecuted by the direct memory
access (DMA) module in the memory controller, which is
launched by the processor and then performs the copy-and-
split action in an unsupervised fashion.

Fig. sketches out the block diagram of the memory
controller. The data shuffler performs address generation and
element swizzling for the parallel vector memory, which
enables fast access to the matrix rows/columns. To tap into
this feature, the matrices of different dimensions need to be
placed in the parallel vector memory in a special manner. The
following subsection is devoted to this topic.

C. Matrix Memory Layout

The matrices are stored in the parallel vector memory as
one-dimensional arrays of 16-element vectors. For instance,
a 32 x 32 matrix will be stored as a flat 64-element array
of vectors. This matrix flattening is accomplished by first
partitioning the matrix into blocks of 16 x 16 sub-matrices.
Secondly, these sub-matrix blocks are placed in a block-wise
column-major fashion in the memory.

Fig. [b] depicts how two different matrices are stored in the
vector memory. The 16 x 16 matrix is simply stored as an

array with a 16-element-wise access granularity. The matrix
of the order 32 x 32 is laid out in the vector memory as four
blocks. The four 16 x 16 blocks composing the matrix (that
is, B1, B2, B3, B4) dwell in the vector memory one after the
other. As can be seen, the whole matrix spans over 64 vectors
in the memory.

This way of matrix layout makes it so that access to any
column or row of a high-dimensional matrix can be done easily
and efficiently. For the 32 x 32 example above each full row
or column access requires two cycles.

D. RISC-V Core

The control tower of the processor is materialized as the
RISC-V core. It is based on the standard 5-stage pipeline, aug-
mented with extensions for processing bfloat16 numbers, such
as the handy inverse square root instruction. The square root
unit’s implementation is based on the harmonized parabolic
synthesis method [24], with a very small footprint, low latency,
and good error properties. This instruction’s execution path is
divided in two stages to break the critical path.

E. Vector Core

Table [[I| summarized some of the kernel operations that
require special attention from the processor. The scalar core
by itself can not crunch numbers in an aggressive manner
to satisfy this. Therefore, to extend the envelope of the
processor’s capabilities, a vector core is included in the design,
which can be thought of as the SIMD heart of the processor.
To simplify the design it has the same number of pipeline
stages as the baseline RISC-V core (Fig.[3). At every pipeline
stage some form of processing is carried out, as described in
the following:

(a) Decode: At the decode stage the vectors undergo pre-
processing. At this stage the first vector operand supplied
to the next stage can be the first vector read from the
vector register file, its conjugate, or a zero vector. The
second operand has more possibilities. These include
the second register file vector passing through intact,
indexed into by a scalar value and broadcasted, indexed
and conjugated and broadcasted, or a scalar value being
broadcasted. Alternatively a scalar value can be broadcast
to the next stage. Furthermore, the RISC-V register file
can supply a register to be used in vector indexing
operations in the following stages.

(b) Execute: The execution stage performs the main op-
erations on the vectors such as addition, subtraction,
and multiplication. Vector indexing also happens here.
The indexing operation can be used to either read a
single value from the first vector into one of the RISC-V
registers, or to write a value from the scalar registers into
a single element of the first vector, indexed by a RISC-V
register.

(c) Post Execute: The multiply-accumulate (MAC) and dot
product operations are two of the most useful calculations
in linear algebra. This stage helps in implementing these
in an efficient manner. The MAC unit here gives the
possibility to add a third vector read from the vector



void cholesky (vcbfloatlé* in, vcbfloatlé* out)
{
for(int j = 0;
{

J < 16; j++)
vcbfloatlé s = read col_shuffled c(&in[j]);

for (int k = 0;
{

k <= j-1; kt+)

vcbfloatlé tmp =
read col_shuffled c(&out[k]) *
read col_shuffled c(&out[k]) [j];
s = s - tmp;
}

cbfloatlé one_by sqrt = inverse_sqrt_c(s[j]);
store_col_shuffled c(&out[j]l, s * one by sqrt, 15, j);

Fig. 6: C code that implements the Cholesky algorithm on the ASIP.
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register file to the running sum. As for the dot product,
since it needs to take the sum over 16 vector elements,
this could create a long critical path and, therefore, it has
been implemented as a binary tree adder and broken into
two parts, with the first part completed in this stage and
the second part done in the writeback stage.

(d) Write Back: The vector result is written back to the
vector register file in this stage. The dot product is
finalized here and written back to the scalar register file.
The vector indexing read operation’s result will be written
back to the RISC-V register file.

Fig. [6] demonstrates how the processor can perform
the Cholesky decomposition by exploiting the hardware-
expressive features available through the use of compiler
intrinsics. The code is written for a 16 x 16 input matrix and
uses memory-specific and vector-related instructions to carry
out the task at hand. The following subsection switches to the
topic of acceleration and outlines how it ties to the ASIP and,
additionally, shows how the programmer can take advantage

TABLE III: Systolic array vs. the 16-lane vector core for matrix
multiplications of varying dimensions (in cycles)

Matrix multiplication Vector  Systolic  Speedup
order core array

(Ai6x16) * (Bi6x16) 946 73 12.9x
(A32><32) * (B32><32) 6958 400 17.4 %
(A64><54) * (B64><64) 54k 2632 20.5x
(A128x128) * (B128x128) 424k 19k 22.3%
(A256><256) * (B256><256) 3367k 143k 23.5%
(A16><128) * (Blgg><16) 6658 304 22X
(A16><256) * (B256>< 16) 13k 568 22.9x%
(Hiox128) * (Hg16)* 2162 168 12.9x

@ For the Gramian matrix (H H) the second matrix is the conjugate
transpose of the first, leading to faster calculation

TABLE IV: Matrix multiplication (MM) throughput in MM/s and
giga floating-point operations per second (GLFOP) at a frequency
of 800 MHz on the systolic array for complex bfloat16 matrices

Matrix multiplication Throughput  Throughput
order (MMV/s) (GLFOP)
(Ai6x16) * (B16x16) 10.9M 86
(A3z2x32) * (B32x32) M 129
(Apax64) * (Beaxea) 303k 157
(A128x128) * (B128x128) 42k 175
(A2s6x256) * (B256x256) 5.5k 184

of this mechanism while being shielded from the intricacies
of the hardware.

F. Systolic Array

In the communications domain, and in science and engineer-
ing disciplines in general, linear algebra plays a significant
role. The set of low-level routines that provide the building
blocks of common linear algebra operations are categorized
as basic linear algebra subprograms (BLAS). There are three
levels to these routines with level 3 signifying functions that
perform matrix-matrix operations [235].

Systolic arrays are suited to the BLAS-3 operations and
specifically excel at general matrix multiply (GEMM). As
such, they have served as souped-up matrix multipliers in
computer architecture designs since their inception [26], [27].
A key hardware ingredient in achieving high performance
is parallelization. Consequently, systolic arrays gang many
processing elements (PEs) together in a fabric that can work
in parallel in a highly regular fashion, but their hardware
realizations can take on a multitude of forms [28]].

Previously, we had designed an 8 x 8 systolic array that was
embedded directly inside the extended processor pipeline with
16 stages [12]. Although this had advantages, such as giving
visibility of the internals of the systolic array to the compiler, it
also came with drawbacks of much higher design complexity
and lower efficiency as compared to a full-on accelerator.
Consequently, for this work the systolic array has migrated
out of the processor pipeline, and now acts as a fully fleshed-
out, tightly-coupled accelerator. This means that the processor
endorses a hands-off approach toward the systolic array, which
allows the array to have full autonomy over the stewardship
of the data flow.

Fig.|/| depicts the block diagram of the systolic array, which
is composed of three main blocks: the outer buffer registers



TABLE V: GEMM Memory access profile for the vector core and the systolic array

Different matrix dimensions

(16 x 16) (32 x 32) (64 x 64) (128 x 128) (256 x 256) (16 x 128)
(16 x 16) (32 x 32) (64 x 64) (128 x 128) (256 x 256) (128 x 16)
.2 #Memory read cycles 32 256 2048 16.4k 131k 256
£  #Memory write cycles 16 64 256 1024 4096 16
& #Memory cycles 48 320 2304 17.4k 135k 272
#Memory cycles / #Execution cycles 66% 80% 88% 92% 94% 89%
& #Memory read cycles 272 2176 17.4k 139k 1114.1k 2176
éﬂ #Memory write cycles 16 64 256 1024 4096 16
#Memory cycles 288 2240 17.7k 140k 1118k 2192
#Memory cycles / #Execution cycles 30% 32% 33% 33% 33% 33%

(labeled with @), the inner buffer registers along with their
associated MAC units (marked with @), and the systolic
control unit (tagged with @)).

The outer buffer registers are loaded from the parallel vector
memory, with the registers at the bottom left of the Fig.
receiving the left-hand matrix’s vectors row-wise, and the
registers at the top right accepting the right-hand matrix’s
vectors column-wise. There is an option here to conjugate the
vectors, as needed for the Gramian matrix multiplication (not
shown in the figure for brevity). The register contents will
then shift as ordained by the systolic control’s scheduler, and
the shifted values are fed into the inner buffer registers. There
lies the bulk of the systolic array’s arithmetic muscle with
the MAC units co-located with their inner register neighbors.
As was the case for the outer registers, the shifting is also
controlled by the scheduler.

The systolic control is configured by custom instructions,
which set up the input and output matrix addresses and
dimensions, and the multiplication type (either normal GEMM
or Gramian mode). To keep tabs on the matrix multiplication
process, the scheduler mainly employs two counters and two
bit shifters. These units, in conjunction with the information
provided by the custom instructions, conspire to determine
which vectors are to be put in the outer registers, which
registers need to be in shifting mode, and when the blocks
need to be written back to the parallel vector memory.

It takes some time for the array to warm up, but once the 256
available PEs are filled and operating concurrently, the array
can proceed at full throttle, providing an immense throughput
improvement over the regular vector core. Moreover, the innate
local buffering within the systolic structure obviates the need
for global memory accesses, and also helps to contain and
simplify the internal wire routing to local connections.

Table tabulates the performance improvements gained
by the addition of the systolic array accelerator for different
GEMM cases. Depending on the particular input matrix sizes,
the systolic array yields an uplift of 6.3x to 23.5x in terms
of the number of cycles. Table quantifies the throughput
capability of the system in terms of the number of matrix
multiplications per second that can be performed on the
systolic array for an assortment of matrix sizes.

We can formulate the required number of cycles in a more
formal fashion. For a GEMM of the order (M x N) times

void multiply systolic(
vcbfloatlé* mat a, vcbfloatlé* mat_b, vcbfloatlé* mat_c,
int m, int n, int p

systolic_multiply c(mat_a, mat b, mat ¢, m, n, n, p);

Fig. 8: C code with a function-like intrinsic for matrix multiplication
using the systolic array accelerator

(N x P) the total number of cycles for the systolic array to
finish the job is approximately calculated according to (3]

M P

16 16 )

From (3) we can derive the numbers in Table |V} The table
shows a head-to-head comparison for the total number of
memory access cycles required (broken down into reads and
writes) and the percentage to the total number of execution
cycles (including memory accesses). It can be seen that the
systolic array achieves much better results when it comes to
overlapping computation with memory accesses with up to
94% ratio compared to the maximum of 33% for the vector
core.

Now, we shift gears to see how the programmer can take
advantage of the systolic array in code in an unobtrusive
manner. The listing in Fig. [§] demonstrates the usage of the
systolic array accelerator with a C language code fragment.
The function multiply_systolic accepts input matrices mat_a
and mat_b and output matrix mat_c which are delivered to
the function as arrays of a custom complex bfloatl6 vector
type (vebfloat16). The extra arguments m, n, and p determine
the input matrix dimensions as m X n and n X p. The
systolic_multiply_c at line 6 looks like a function call, but in
fact is just a compiler intrinsic that helps to maintain a dialog
between the programmer and the compiler. The execution of
this intrinsic acts as a trigger that sets the wheels of the
systolic array in motion. What this means is that the compiler
has information about this intrinsic, and whenever it comes
across this name in the C code it will translate it to the
relevant custom assembly instructions, which in turn initialize
the parameters in systolic control as discussed earlier. This
abstraction mechanism provides a much friendlier environment

(2N reads + 16 writes + 16).
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Fig. 9: CNN model.

void f£ft_2d(
vcbfloatlé* mat_a,
vcbfloatlé* mat _wn, vcbfloatlé* mat_wm,
vcbfloatlé* mat o,

systolic_multiply c(mat wn, mat_a, mat_c, 128, 128, 128, 64)
systolic multiply c(mat c, mat_wm, mat_o, 128, 64, 64, 64);

Fig. 10: C code for the 2D FFT.

by insulating the programmer from all the complexities of the
matrix multiplication scheduling, which are handled by the
accelerator in silicon.

G. CNN

The CNN module is adopted from [13] and has been
integrated in this design as the main workhorse for positioning.
The CNN model follows the structure laid out in Fig. [9] The
input matrix comes from a system with 128 antennas and 64
subcarriers with real and imaginary components separated,
ending up with a size of 64 x 128 x 2. There are four
back-to-back convolutional layers in the network culminating
with a fully-connected layer. The kernel size is fixed at 3
x 3. Fig. replicates the convolutional engine part of the
CNN module which employs a row-stationary dataflow model
[29]. The fixed-point implementation of the original design
has been preserved, but the distinguishing factor here is that
the accelerator now owns the vector memory attached to
it. The coefficients used during the different stages of the
CNN processing hold court in this memory and are grabbed
according to the whims of the scheduler inside the CNN
accelerator. The memory also acts as the staging area for the
temporary values while working on different layers.

Before the CNN module can start operating, the input matrix
needs to undergo pre-processing using 2D FFT, which is
carried out as two matrix multiplications by exploiting the
available systolic array. So, the 2D FFT is implemented by
applying 1D FFT along two dimensions, more specifically,
once on the rows and once on the columns. For this we need
to calculate the N x N and M x M Discrete Fourier Transform
(DFT) matrices Wy and W) using
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Fig. 11: The convolution engine of the CNN accelerator module.

TABLE VI: Selected instructions from the ISA.

Instruction Description

Idv vO, (val++) [modeO] Load from vector memory

with mode0 (shuffled row)

Store to vector memory with model
(shuffled column) using a mask
SIMD vector addition

SIMD vector subtraction

SIMD vector multiplication

Multiply and accumulate

with vector indexing

Calculate the dot product

(conjugate the2nd operand)

Calculate inverse square root

Modify vector register at index

Read vector element at index location
Systolic multiply with

matrix addresses provided

Systolic matrix sizes (multiples of 16)
Systolic multiply destination address

stv v1, (va4) [model] [mask vs1]

addv vl, v2, v3
subv v1, v2, v3
mulv vl, v2, v3
vmac vl, v3, v2[vs0]

vdot vs0, v2, conj(v2)

inv.sqrt vs1, vsO
idxvm v0, vs0, x1
idxv x5, v0, x4
sys.mul (x11), (x10)

sys.sz 1,4, 4, 1
sys.des (x11)

Armed with this knowledge, the 2D FFT of the N x M input
matrix A can be obtained from pre- and post-multiplying A
with the DFT matrices according to

F=WyAW{, (6)

Fig. [I0] lists the C code function that realizes the above
method using two left and right matrix multiplications utilizing
the systolic array.

The rationale for this transformation is to bring the data into
the angular-delay domain, in order to represent the channel
snapshots with a sparse structure, as the CNN machines are
more efficient when the input features are sparsely distributed
[14]. Once ready, the complex matrix will be broken in
two planes (that is, real and imaginary) by the memory
controller and the result is copied from the parallel vector
memory to the CNN vector memory. Finally, with the real and



TABLE VII: Throughput, area efficiency and energy efficiency for the developed ASIP, for system dimensions of 64x16, 128x16 and
256x 16, utilizing the ZF algorithm and OFDM

System dimension 64x16 | 128x 16 | 256x16

User equipment (UE) speed [km/h] 5 50 100 \ 5 50 100 \ 5 50 100
System Parameters

Coherence bandwidth ny, [#subcarriers] 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16
Coherence time [ms] 7.2 0.73  0.36 7.2 0.73  0.36 7.2 0.73  0.36
Coherence time n [#OFDM symbols] 100 10 5 100 10 5 100 10 5
ASIP Performance

Clock cycles to detect nyng 26.5k 4.4k 3.2k 39.7k 5.8k 3.9k 66.3k 8.6k 5.4k
Calculation time to detect npnt [ps] 33.1 5.5 4.0 49.6 7.2 49 82.8 10.7 6.7
Symbol detection throughput® [Gb/s] 4.6 2.8 1.9 3.1 2.1 1.5 1.9 14 1.1
Area efficiency [Gb/s/mm?] 1.8 1.1 0.76 1.2 0.85 0.63 0.74 057 046
Energy efficiency® [pJ/b] 193 324 469 291 425 575 485 628 787

@ Throughput = Coherence Bandwidth x #OFDM Symbols x #Users (16) x #Modulation Bits (6) / Calculation time to detect nyn
b Based on estimated power consumption using switching activity results obtained from gate-level synthesized netlist simulation

TABLE VIII: Synthesis results with area breakdown for the ASIP,
vector memories and the accelerator modules

Block Area [mm?]
CNN vector memory (614 kB) 0.77
Parallel vector memory (512 kB) 0.76
Systolic array 0.73
CNN engine 0.08
Vector arithmetic logic unit (ALU) 0.06
Instruction memory (2 kB) 0.05
Scalar memory (2 kB) 0.05
Miscellaneous 0.01
Overall 2.51

imaginary matrices residing in the CNN vector memory, the
ASIP programmatically configures the accelerator by setting
up configuration registers that determine the input size and
layer shapes. From this point on, and by the processor’s green
light, the CNN module assumes full autonomy to carry out
the positioning.

H. Instructions

In the preceding sections we visited the challenges that crop
up in communications and positioning and then unpicked the
computational demands that are put on the processing system,
while providing a basket of kernel operations that ought to
be implemented in such systems. We decided to go with an
ASIP as the main conduit for providing flexibility and married
it to custom accelerators as the scaffolding around it. Now, let
us take a brief look at the instructions that exemplify this
customization to drive the point home. Table [V]] puts together
a sample list of instructions implemented in the ASIP that ties
directly to the discussions up to this point. The next section
devotes itself to evaluating the design and implementation
results.

IV. EVALUATION AND IMPLEMENTATION RESULTS
A. Algorithm Run-time Analysis and System Performance

The processor is developed with the ASIP Designer [32] tool
from Synopsys, and is programmable in the C programming

language. The tool keeps the compiler in the loop during
design time and furnishes handy hardware-expressive features.
Furthermore, it comes with a cycle-accurate simulator which
is utilized to obtain the following evaluation results. The
benchmarks are for UL detection for massive MIMO systems
utilizing the ZF algorithm with different dimensions.

For positioning, the CNN input tensor size is K x M x
2, in which 2 represents the real and imaginary components
of the complex inpuﬂ For evaluation purposes, we assume
the number of antennas to be M = 128, and the number of
subcarriers to be K = 64, resulting in an input to the CNN
of dimensions 64 x 128 x 2. The network is composed of
four convolutional layers and a fully connected layer at the
end. The network utilizes the rectified linear unit (ReLU) to
introduce non-linearity. There are 16 filters per convolutional
layer, with 2 kernels per filter for the first layer (to match real
and imaginary channels), and 16 kernels per filter afterwards,
with a kernel size of 3 x 3 applied across all the layers [13].

The overall system performance in terms of detection time,
throughput, area efficiency and energy efficiency are quan-
tified in Table assuming a coherence bandwidth of 16
subcarriers and a 64-QAM constellation scheme. The results
are given for the UE speeds of 5, 50, and 100 km/h. A 128
x 16 massive MIMO setup achieves a maximum throughput
of 2.1 Gb/s for the 50 km/h case. Notably, the system can
keep up with frequent CSI estimations (e.g. every 1 ms). The
processor takes roughly 2M cycles to perform one localization,
of which a significant portion is spent on the CNN calculation.
This means a user terminal’s position can be determined every
2.5 milliseconds (for an 800 MHz clock), with a positioning
error of 40 cm on average.

B. Synthesis Results

The design has been synthesized using the 22nm fully
depleted silicon-on-insulator (FD-SOI) process node, and is
fully verified against the cycle-accurate simulator. A real
estate breakdown of the different components in the system

2For this work we consider real-valued CNN processing only, thus real and
imaginary parts are fed to the network as two separate input channels.



TABLE IX: Comparison with state-of-the-art designs. Area efficiency numbers are scaled down to a 28nm reference.
Area efficiencyswm = (Throughput / Area) x (22/28)3

‘ This work Prabhu [5]] Peng (6] Prabhu [7] Wei [8] Castafieda[9] Tan [30]
Process [nm] 22 28 28 28 28 22 N/A
Implementation Synthesis Tape-out Tape-out Tape-out Tape-out Tape-out FPGA
Architecture type ASIP ASIP Reconfigurable ASIC ASIC ASIC FPGA
Programmability C-programmable  C-programmable N/A N/A N/A C-programmable N/A
Positioning support Yes No No No No No No
MIMO dimension(s) Programmable 128x8 128x8 128x8 128x%16 Programmable 128x8
Algorithm Linear ZF/MMSE MMSE [31] ZF/MMSE EPD® Varied Near-MMSE
(e.g. ZF/MMSE)
Datatype Floating-point + Fixed-point Fixed-point Fixed-point  Fixed-point Floating-point Fixed-point
fixed-point
Frequency [MHz] 800 290 800 300 569 293 210
Power [mW] 900 180 528 18 127 97 N/A
Area [mm?] 2.55% L1 4.8 1.1 2 0.42 N/A
Positioning rate ~390 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Detection/Precoding rate 2115¢ 169 1540 300 1800 240 31
[Mb/s]
Area efficiency 410° 154 321 272 900 271 N/A
[Mb/s/mm?]
Energy efficiency [pJ/b] 425¢ 543 343 60 70 404 N/A

@ Expectation Propagation Detection, which has around 3-4 dB gain in more correlated channels compared to ZF.

b Includes memories

¢ For a 128 x 16 massive MIMO system with a coherence time of 10 OFDM symbols and 64-quadrature amplitude modulation (QAM)

is provided in Table [VITI] The whole system takes up an area
of around 2.5 mm?, synthesized with an operating frequency
of 800 MHz. The systolic array and the two vector memories
assume the bulk of the area. The rest of the modules pale in
comparison and sit apart at below 0.1 mm?.

Table [IX| summarizes the comparison results by pitting our
ASIP design against the state of the art, which includes other
ASIP, configurable, and ASIC implementations appearing
in [S], 6, [7], (8], [9]. Despite being programmable, the
proposed ASIP system can closely compete with the ASIC
designs.

V. CONCLUSION

Creating compute systems that meet the needs of the com-
plex communications networks of the present and posterity is
a tall order for system architects. This has compelled designers
to shift thier focus towards algorithms/software performance-
engineering along with specialization of computer architecture,
to forge a viable path forward. In this paper we investigated the
utilization of an ASIP vector processor, allied with a tightly-
coupled systolic array accelerator to tackle the compute-
heavy task of detection and precoding for massive MIMO
systems. Moreover, a CNN module accelerator further beefs up
the processor to undertake the positioning functionality. The
programmable processor achieves a post-synthesis frequency
of 800 MHz, and secures a maximum detection throughput of
2.1 Gb/s in a 128 x 16 massive MIMO system for the UE speed
of 50km/h, with an estimated power draw of 900 mW. As for
the positioning, it can churn out around 390 user positions per
second, with an average distance error of 3.5 \.
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