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Abstract—ATM-Net is a novel neural network architecture
tailored for energy-harvested IoT devices, integrating adaptive
termination points with multi-precision computing. It dynamically
adjusts computational precision (32/8/4-bit) and network depth
based on energy availability via early exit points. An energy-
aware task scheduler optimizes the energy-accuracy trade-off.
Experiments on CIFAR-10, PlantVillage, and TissueMNIST show
ATM-Net achieves up to 96.93% accuracy while reducing power
consumption by 87.5% with Q4 quantization compared to 32-
bit operations. The power-delay product improves from 13.6J to
0.141J for DenseNet-121 and from 10.3J to 0.106J for ResNet-18,
demonstrating its suitability for energy-harvesting systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

The proliferation of Internet of Things (IoT) devices is
reshaping our digital landscape at an unprecedented pace, with
projections indicating over 75 billion connected devices by
2025. This explosive growth drives a fundamental transfor-
mation in how we process and analyze data, necessitating
a shift from centralized cloud computing to distributed edge
intelligence. Traditional cloud-centric architectures, while pow-
erful, face mounting challenges, including network congestion,
communication latency, privacy concerns, and escalating energy
consumption in data centers. For instance, data centers currently
consume approximately 1% of global electricity, with this
figure projected to reach 3-8% by 2030 [1]–[4].

The migration toward edge intelligence, where data process-
ing occurs directly on IoT devices, offers a promising solution
to these challenges. Edge computing not only reduces network
bandwidth consumption and latency but also enhances privacy
by keeping sensitive data local. However, this paradigm shift
introduces critical energy management challenges. Currently,
most IoT devices rely on batteries as their primary power
source, creating substantial environmental and logistical prob-
lems. The environmental impact is particularly concerning – it’s
estimated that over 3 billion batteries are discarded annually in
the United States alone, with most containing toxic materials
that pose significant environmental hazards. Moreover, the
maintenance costs associated with battery replacement in large-
scale IoT deployments are prohibitive, often exceeding the ini-
tial hardware costs over the device’s lifetime. These challenges
have spurred interest in energy-harvested IoT devices powered
entirely by energy harvesting. Such devices eliminate battery-
related environmental concerns and maintenance requirements
while offering theoretically indefinite operational lifetimes.
However, operating sophisticated computational tasks, partic-
ularly neural network inference, on harvested energy presents
unprecedented challenges. Energy harvesting is inherently un-
stable, with power availability fluctuating based on environmen-

tal conditions. Traditional neural networks, designed for stable
computing environments, are ill-equipped for such intermittent
operation scenarios.

Traditional convolutional neural networks (CNNs) process all
inputs through every layer, regardless of the input’s complexity.
This one-size-fits-all approach is inefficient, particularly when
handling simple inputs that could be accurately classified
using fewer computational steps. The inefficiency is especially
problematic in energy harvesting systems that rely on harvested
energy, such as solar-powered IoT sensors. These devices face
extreme energy fluctuations - a solar-powered sensor might
have 100 times more energy available at noon compared to
dawn or dusk. Current neural network architectures aren’t
designed to adapt to such dramatic energy variations. Multi-
exit architectures offer a solution by adding decision points
throughout the network [5]. At each point, the system can
evaluate if it has enough confidence to make a prediction,
allowing it to exit early for simpler inputs rather than forcing
all computations through the entire network. This adaptive
approach reduces both processing time and energy usage,
making it particularly valuable for devices that operate under
strict power and time constraints.

This paper introduces a novel adaptive neural network archi-
tecture that synergistically combines multi-precision comput-
ing with multiple termination points, specifically designed for
energy-harvested IoT devices. Unlike previous approaches, our
system dynamically adjusts both computational precision and
network depth based on instantaneous energy availability. This
dual-adaptation mechanism enables fine-grained control over
the energy-accuracy trade-off, allowing the system to maintain
operational continuity under highly constrained and variable
energy conditions.

II. PROPOSED ATM-NET

Adaptive neural networks are innovative architectures ca-
pable of dynamically modifying their computation paths to
balance efficiency, accuracy, and resource usage. This adapt-
ability makes them particularly well-suited for deployment in
constrained environments, such as energy harvesting systems
(EHS) and edge devices. This study focuses on two pivotal
aspects of adaptive neural networks: quantization and multi-
termination, both of which contribute to optimizing perfor-
mance and energy efficiency while maintaining task-specific
accuracy.

A. Quantization Synergy
Quantization is a pivotal optimization technique that reduces

the precision of weights and activations in neural networks,
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Fig. 1: Proposed architecture, including ATM-Net and the
energy-aware task scheduler.

significantly enhancing computational efficiency and energy
consumption. Herein, we explored 8-bit (Q8) and 4-bit (Q4)
quantization schemes to optimize neural network performance
under various resource constraints. These methods were ap-
plied uniformly across all layers, leveraging Quantization-
Aware Training (QAT) [6] to ensure accuracy retention. QAT
simulates quantization effects during both the forward and
backward passes, enabling the network to adapt its parameters
and mitigate the loss of precision. The loss function in QAT is
computed as:

L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

ℓ
(
yi, f

(
Ŵ , xi

))
(1)

where Ŵ represents the quantized weights, f(·) denotes the
model’s output, ℓ is the loss function (e.g., cross-entropy), and
xi, yi are the input and ground truth for the i-th sample. This
approach ensures that quantized models maintain robustness
and achieve accuracy levels comparable to their full-precision
counterparts. The Q8 quantization scheme used a linear quan-
tization approach, where weights W and activations A were
quantized as:

Ŵ = clip
(

round
(
W − α

∆

)
,min,max

)
·∆+ α (2)

with α as the zero-point and ∆ as the scale factor, clip-
ping values to the range [−128, 127] for 8Q representation.
This method balances computational efficiency and accuracy,
making it suitable for general-purpose deployment in moder-
ate resource-constrained environments. For Q4 quantization,
a Custom Observer method was employed to address the
reduced dynamic range of [−8, 7]. This observer dynamically
adjusted the scale factor ∆ to minimize quantization errors,
ensuring the preservation of critical features despite the lower
bit-width. This approach proved effective in ultra-constrained
environments, such as edge devices with strict energy budgets,
by significantly reducing memory and computational demands
while maintaining reasonable accuracy.

B. Multi-Exit CNN Models

Multi-termination is an advanced design strategy that in-
troduces early exit (EE) points within neural network archi-
tectures, enabling dynamic termination of computations based
on input complexity. By incorporating intermediate prediction
layers, the network generates outputs earlier in the forward
pass for inputs with high-confidence predictions. This approach
optimizes computational efficiency and energy consumption

while preserving competitive accuracy, making it particularly
advantageous for resource-constrained environments and low-
latency applications. EE points are strategically placed after
layers capable of extracting essential features, such as low-
and mid-level abstractions. Initial layers focus on fundamental
patterns like edges and textures, making them ideal for shal-
low exits. Intermediate layers refine these features, processing
moderately complex inputs, while deeper layers handle intricate
representations, utilizing the network’s full computational depth
for challenging inputs. This hierarchical placement ensures
simpler inputs exit early, significantly reducing computational
overhead, while more complex inputs proceed to deeper layers
for higher accuracy. To facilitate early termination, confidence
scores are evaluated at each exit point using the softmax
probability distribution:

Ci = max(P (y|x; θi)), (3)

where Ci represents the confidence score at the i-th exit,
P (y|x; θi) is the softmax probability of the predicted class,
and θi denotes the network parameters up to the i-th exit.
If Ci exceeds a predefined threshold Ti, the computation
halts, and the corresponding prediction is outputted. These
thresholds are calibrated through experimentation to balance
computational savings with prediction accuracy. For datasets
with high-dimensional or intricate features, deeper layers cap-
ture the required abstractions, while simpler datasets benefit
from shallow exits. This adaptability underscores the scalability
and efficiency of multi-termination, making it a robust approach
for modern neural network applications.

C. Target Networks

The first model employed in our study is a modified ResNet-
18 [7] architecture integrated with three exit mechanisms:
Early Exit 1 (EE1), Early Exit 2 (EE2), and the Main Exit
(ME). ResNet-18 architecture is designed for efficient feature
extraction through its residual block design. In our adaptation,
EEs are strategically placed after the first and second residual
layers, leveraging intermediate feature representations for early
predictions. EE1, located after the first residual layer, extracts
low-level features such as edges and textures. This exit com-
prises an adaptive average pooling layer, which reduces spatial
dimensions, followed by a fully connected layer tailored to the
dataset’s classification requirements. EE1 allows the model to
terminate computations dynamically for simpler inputs that do
not require deeper feature processing, significantly reducing
computational overhead. EE2 is positioned after the second
residual layer and captures mid-level feature abstractions, such
as object parts and more complex patterns. Similar to EE1,
it consists of an adaptive average pooling layer and a fully
connected layer, enabling moderately complex inputs to be
classified effectively without traversing the entire network. The
ME handles high-level feature abstractions at the final stages of
the network, ensuring accurate predictions for complex inputs
requiring comprehensive processing. This multi-termination
strategy in ResNet-18, combined with Q8 and Q4 quantizations
facilitated through QAT.
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The second model employed is a modified DenseNet-121
[8] architecture, also incorporating three exits: EE1, EE2, and
ME. DenseNet-121 is characterized by its dense connectivity,
where each layer receives input from all preceding layers. This
dense connectivity promotes efficient feature reuse, enhancing
parameter efficiency and gradient flow during training. EE1
is integrated after the second dense block and is responsible
for capturing low- and mid-level features. It consists of an
adaptive average pooling layer and a fully connected layer,
similar to the setup in ResNet-18. This exit provides predictions
for inputs that are less complex, reducing the need for further
computation. EE2, located after the third dense block, handles
more intricate feature abstractions and serves inputs of mod-
erate complexity. ME processes the most challenging inputs,
utilizing DenseNet-121’s robust feature propagation capabili-
ties to ensure accurate predictions.DenseNet-121’s architecture
inherently complements the early exit strategy, as its dense
connectivity ensures comprehensive feature extraction at all
levels. This integration of three exits, alongside the application
of QAT, further enhances the model’s efficiency for deployment
on resource-constrained hardware, while maintaining high ac-
curacy across a variety of datasets.

D. Proposed Energy-Aware Task Scheduler (EATS)

EHS represents a cutting-edge approach to powering elec-
tronic devices without the need for traditional batteries. These
systems capture and convert ambient energy from the envi-
ronment, such as solar light, thermal gradients, vibrations, or
radio frequency signals, into electrical power. Once energy is
captured, it is stored in a capacitor and then managed and
regulated by power management circuits to ensure a stable
and usable power supply for the device. By eliminating battery
dependency, EHS not only reduces maintenance and replace-
ment costs but also enhances the sustainability and longevity
of electronic systems, making them ideal for applications in
remote sensing, wearable technology, and IoT. However, a pri-
mary challenge for these systems is the instability of the power
source. For example, in the case of solar panels, the energy
received can fluctuate as a result of varying conditions such as
the position of the Sun and cloud cover [9]–[11]. Consequently,
to maximize energy efficiency and device performance over
time, these systems must adapt to different energy availability
scenarios. To address this issue, we have designed two modules:
the Adaptive Scheduler, which comprises the Controller (CTR),
and the Smart Power Management (SPM) modules.

These components work together to adjust the operation’s
precision and expedite computations by utilizing designed
early exits in cases of power limitations. Herein, two critical
energy-related factors are considered: charging rate (Rc) and
remaining energy in the capacitor (Esys). To achieve opti-
mal performance, the SPM must continuously monitor both
parameters. In the proposed system, EATS, the precision of
computation significantly affects both the power consumption
rate and the resulting accuracy. Additionally, once computation
for a given input begins, the precision level remains constant
and cannot be altered mid-process. Consequently, the SPM

measures the charging rate and, based on this measurement,
selects an appropriate precision level. In this context, two
distinct threshold rates are considered. These thresholds (Rth)
are determined by the following formula:

Rth = κ× Fmax ×NMAC × EMAC (4)

Where, Rth is charging rate threshold (W), κ is the scaling
factor for hardware efficiency and safety margin, Fmax is the
maximum required frame rate (fps), NMAC is total number of
MAC operations per frame, and EMAC is the energy required
per MAC operation (J). Based on the calculated Rth, the SPM
module selects the appropriate precision (quantization) level
for computations by comparing the current charging rate (Rc)
against predefined thresholds (Rth1 and Rth2 ). The precision is
chosen as follows:

precision =


32-bit if Rc ≥ Rth2

Q8 if Rth1 ≤ Rc < Rth2

Q4 if Rc < Rth1

(5)

Another responsibility of the SPM is measuring the remain-
ing charge in the system. When the system’s energy falls below
a certain threshold, computations are finished using the nearest
early exit. The value of this threshold depends on several
factors, including the energy required for a MAC operation
based on hardware specifications, the maximum number of
MAC operations from the start of computation to EE1, from
EE1 to EE2, and from EE2 to ME as determined by the network
architecture. The threshold energy (Eth) can be calculated using
the following formula:

Eth = κ× EMAC ×Max (NMAC1 , NMAC2 , NMAC3) (6)

Where, Eth is the threshold energy (J), κ is the scaling factor for
the safety margin, EMAC is the energy required per Multiply-
Accumulate (MAC) operation (J), NMAC1 is the number of
MAC from the start to EE1, NMAC2

is the number of MAC from
EE1 to EE2, NMAC3

is the total number of MAC from EE2 to
ME. The entire data flow of ATM-net is illustrated in Fig. 2.
In this structure, each quantization level is represented by a
distinct gray box. EATS selects one of these levels based on
the current charge value Rc, step 1 . Subsequently, at each exit
point (E), the system’s energy Esys is compared to the threshold
Eth in the step 2 . If the system has sufficient energy to proceed,
the network advances to the next E point. Otherwise, it utilizes
the current E point to terminate the computation.
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Fig. 2: Design flow of the proposed ATM-Net architecture.
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III. RESULTS

Experimental Setup: The analysis of our model parameters,
as shown in Table I, MAC operations, and parameter size, high-
lights the efficiency of our quantization and multi-termination
approach. ResNet-18 and DenseNet-121 are evaluated across
their full model and various exit points, providing insights
into computational demands and memory usage. The MAC
operations for the full model are not calculated, as our focus
lies on early exit points where computational savings are
critical. This omission aligns with the intent of our multi-
termination framework, which dynamically halts computation
based on input complexity, making full model operations
less relevant for such adaptive architectures. For ResNet-
18, the total parameters and MAC operations progressively
increase from EE1 (1.58e+05 params, 4.02e+07 MACs) to
ME (1.12e+07 params, 1.41e+08 MACs). This trend reflects
the hierarchical nature of feature extraction, where deeper
layers process increasingly complex representations. Similarly,
DenseNet-121 demonstrates a consistent rise in computational
complexity, with EE1 (3.79e+05 params, 9.57e+07 MACs) and
EE2 (1.30e+06 params, 1.54e+08 MACs) being significantly
more efficient compared to ME (1.47e+06 params, 1.62e+08
MACs). Quantization further optimizes these models, as evident
in the parameter size reduction from FP32 to Q8 and Q4.
For instance, ResNet-18 at ME sees a drop in parameter
size from 47.19 MB (FP32) to 11.28 MB (Q8) and 5.64
MB (Q4). DenseNet-121 exhibits a similar trend, with ME
reducing from 5.88 MB (FP32) to 1.47 MB (Q8) and 0.74
MB (Q4). This reduction highlights the resource efficiency
achieved without compromising key performance metrics. The
absence of MAC calculations for the full model emphasizes
the practical utility of early exits, which align with the energy
and latency constraints of edge computing environments. Such
efficient resource allocation is critical for deploying these
networks in energy-constrained environments, such as edge
devices and energy-harvesting systems, while maintaining a
balance between accuracy and operational overhead.
Datasets: To evaluate the performance of our models un-
der different quantization schemes, we utilized three diverse
datasets: CIFAR-10 [12], PlantVillage [13], and TissueMNIS
[14]. CIFAR-10 is a widely used benchmark dataset for image
classification tasks, consisting of 60,000 color images divided
into 10 classes, with each image having a resolution of 32×32
pixels. The dataset is split into 50,000 training images and
10,000 test images, representing objects such as airplanes,

TABLE I: Comparison of model parameters, MAC operations, and
parameter sizes across different quantization levels for ResNet-18 and
DenseNet-121.

Params Size (MB)
MODEL Stage Total Params # MAC FP32 Q8 Q4

Full Model 2.24e+07 – 47.19 21.94 10.97
RESNET-18 EE1 1.58e+05 4.02e+07 1.95 0.48 0.24

EE2 6.84e+05 7.37e+07 4.72 1.15 0.58
ME 1.12e+07 1.41e+08 47.19 11.28 5.64
Full Model 8.03e+06 – 5.91 1.48 0.74

DENSENET-121 EE1 3.79e+05 9.57e+07 1.52 0.38 0.19
EE2 1.30e+06 1.54e+08 5.21 1.3 0.65
ME 1.47e+06 1.62e+08 5.88 1.47 0.74

birds, and automobiles. Its balanced class distribution and
manageable size make it ideal for assessing the general perfor-
mance of deep learning models. PlantVillage comprises a large
collection of high-resolution images of healthy and diseased
plant leaves spanning multiple crop species. For this study,
the dataset was preprocessed to standardize input dimensions
to 32 × 32 pixels, enabling compatibility with the model
architectures. This dataset was chosen to evaluate the models’
capability in real-world agricultural diagnostics, where accurate
classification is crucial for early disease detection. TissueM-
NIST is derived from histopathological images of human tissues
and consists of grayscale images categorized into nine tissue
types. It contains 236,386 images with a standardized resolution
of 28 × 28, split into training, validation, and test sets. This
dataset is particularly challenging due to its grayscale nature
and subtle inter-class variations, making it ideal for testing the
robustness of the proposed models in medical image analysis.
These datasets collectively provide a comprehensive evaluation
framework, encompassing general-purpose classification tasks,
domain-specific agricultural diagnostics, and challenging med-
ical imaging applications.

A. Accuracy

The accuracy results across ResNet-18 and DenseNet-121,
illustrated in Table II, reveal significant insights into the impact
of quantization and dataset characteristics on the models’
performance at different exits. For instance, in the PlantVillage
dataset, ResNet-18 under Q4 quantization exhibits a stark drop
in accuracy at EE2 (21.30%) and EE1 (20.62%) compared to
its base precision counterparts (93.48% at EE2 and 86.22%
at EE1). This discrepancy can be attributed to the reduced
representational capacity of Q4 quantization, which, when cou-
pled with EEs, struggles to capture the high-resolution features
required for accurate classification in PlantVillage—a dataset
with a diverse set of high-dimensional images. This highlights
the sensitivity of shallow exits to extreme quantization when
the dataset demands detailed feature extraction.

Conversely, TissuemNIST presents a unique trend where
the base model’s EE1 accuracy (64.33%) surpasses that of
the Main exit (62.62%). This anomaly is likely due to the
hierarchical nature of the features in TissuemNIST, where
low-level features such as textures and patterns—effectively
captured at EE1—are more discriminative for classification
than the high-level abstractions processed by deeper layers.
This phenomenon underscores the importance of aligning exit
placement with dataset-specific feature hierarchies.

Additionally, DenseNet-121 demonstrates consistent robust-
ness across exits and quantization schemes, particularly in

TABLE II: Accuracy comparison (in %) across different quantization
schemes and datasets for ResNet-18 and DenseNet-121.

CIFAR-10 PLANTVILLAGE TISSUEMNIST
Base Q8 Q4 Base Q8 Q4 Base Q8 Q4

RESNET-18
EE1 83.70 77.66 75.60 86.22 87.31 20.62 64.33 59.09 43.20
EE2 88.00 83.05 80.37 93.48 92.61 21.30 61.34 62.72 52.00
ME 89.06 84.32 81.10 98.40 94.65 93 62.62 59.90 57.30

DENSENET-121
EE1 84.53 78.46 73.17 92.81 91.06 90.33 50.65 43.00 41.80
EE2 88.14 82.53 80.71 96 94.90 94.39 57.95 56.47 54.33
ME 88.35 82.57 81.18 99.81 96.93 95.43 61.00 59.52 57.59
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Fig. 3: Accuracy trends for DenseNet-121 across different datasets.

PlantVillage and CIFAR-10, where Q4 accuracy remains above
90% at all exits. This robustness is evident in Figure 3, which
highlights DenseNet-121’s ability to maintain high accuracy
across varying quantization levels and datasets. This can be
attributed to the dense connectivity of DenseNet-121, which
facilitates effective feature reuse and compensates for the loss
of precision due to quantization. However, in TissuemNIST,
DenseNet-121 also suffers a decline in accuracy at deeper exits
for Q4 quantization, indicating that the combined effect of
aggressive quantization and complex spatial relationships in the
dataset adversely impacts the model’s ability to generalize.

These observations underline the critical interplay between
dataset characteristics, model architecture, and quantization
levels. While shallow exits under low-precision quantization
can provide computational savings, their effectiveness is highly
dataset-dependent. This analysis reinforces the need for careful
tuning of quantization strategies and exit placements tailored
to specific datasets to optimize both accuracy and efficiency.

B. Performance

To evaluate the performance of the proposed ATM-Net, the
examined networks were implemented on the Xilinx Artix-7
XC7A200T FPGA, leveraging its DSP48E1 slices. This FPGA
features 740 DSP slices, each capable of high-performance
arithmetic operations essential for MAC computations, which
are foundational in deep learning inference. Additionally, the
FPGA includes 215,360 logic cells and 13,140 Kb of block
RAM, providing the resources required for computationally
intensive workloads while maintaining energy efficiency.

The implementation targeted three precision levels: FP32,
Q8, and Q4, as shown in Table III. The DSP48E1 slices,
originally designed for high-precision arithmetic, were recon-
figured to support lower-precision operations by optimizing
their internal structures. This approach allowed efficient use
of hardware resources and reduced both power consumption
and computational delay. For Q8 and Q4 operations, a similar
technique was employed to map multiple smaller precision
inputs onto the DSP slices. The operands were packed into
the 48-bit accumulator and 25 × 18 multiplier of the DSP
slice. For Q8 operations, each DSP slice processed multiple
MAC operations in parallel by packing the Q8 inputs into the
wider input and accumulator fields, thereby leveraging the full
hardware capacity. Similarly, for Q4 operations, the inputs were
further packed to allow even greater parallelism, with each DSP
slice supporting up to 12 MAC operations concurrently. This

method maximized computational throughput and minimized
resource utilization. The reduced bit widths also lowered the
switching activity within the DSP slice, contributing to sub-
stantial reductions in power consumption and delay. At FP32
precision, the DSP slices were used to their full capacity,
performing a single MAC operation per slice due to the higher
bit-width requirements of floating-point arithmetic. While this
provided high computational accuracy, it came at the cost of
higher power consumption and delay.

TABLE III: The Results of power, delay, and PDP for different
networks and precisions.

RESNET-18 DENSENET121
Power Delay PDP Power Delay PDP

EE1 (FP32) 9.36e+00 8.92e-02 8.34e-01 2.23e+01 2.13e-01 4.74e+00
EE2 (FP32) 1.72e+01 1.64e-01 2.81e+00 3.59e+01 3.42e-01 1.23e+01
ME (FP32) 3.28e+01 3.13e-01 1.03e+01 3.78e+01 3.60e-01 1.36e+01
EE1 (Q8) 2.17e+00 1.49e-02 3.22e-02 5.17e+00 3.54e-02 1.83e-01
EE2 (Q8) 3.98e+00 2.73e-02 1.09e-01 8.31e+00 5.70e-02 4.74e-01
ME (Q8) 7.61e+00 5.21e-02 3.96e-01 8.77e+00 6.01e-02 5.27e-01
EE1 (Q4) 1.16e+00 7.43e-03 8.65e-03 2.78e+00 1.77e-02 4.92e-02
EE2 (Q4) 2.14e+00 1.36e-02 2.91e-02 4.46e+00 2.85e-02 1.27e-01
ME (Q4) 4.08e+00 2.61e-02 1.06e-01 4.71E+00 3.00e-02 1.41e-01

The experimental results in Table III highlight the efficiency
of lower precision arithmetic. For example, in the final output
stage of DenseNet-121, power consumption decreased from
37.8 W for FP32 to 8.77 W and 4.71 W for Q8 and Q4
precisions, respectively. Similarly, the delay improved from
0.36 ms for FP32 to 0.06 ms for Q8 and 0.03 ms for Q4. The
power-delay product (PDP) followed a similar trend, improving
from 13.6 J for FP32 to 0.527 J (Q8) and 0.141 J (Q4).
For ResNet-18, similar improvements were observed; the PDP
for the final output stage decreased from 10.3 J for FP32 to
0.396 J and 0.106 J for Q8 and Q4, respectively. These results
demonstrate the significant energy efficiency and computational
benefits of adopting lower precision arithmetic while leveraging
the proposed architecture. The observed trends validate the
effect of using lower bit widths for MAC operations in battery-
less systems where energy efficiency is a critical requirement.

To validate the energy-aware task scheduler (EATS) module,
we conduct system simulations using actual charging rate data.
The results are presented in Fig. 4. Figure 4(a) illustrates the
charging rate along with two thresholds, Rth1 and Rth2. Fig-
ure 4(b) shows the precision levels of the operations, as defined
in Eqs. 4 and 5. For instance, in 1 , when the charging rate
exceeds Rth1 but remains below Rth2, the precision transitions
from Q4 to Q8. Subsequently, when the charging rate surpasses
Rth2, the precision increases to FP32. Figure 4(c) depicts the
system’s energy alongside the energy threshold, Eth. As de-
scribed in Eq. 6, Eth corresponds to the energy consumption per
MAC operation and varies across precision levels (FP32, Q8,
and Q4) due to their distinct energy requirements. When Eth
reaches zero, it indicates that the system has depleted its energy
and is unable to continue executing the network. Figure 4(d)
represents the system’s early exits. In this figure, the system
waits until it accumulates sufficient energy to exceed Eth before
beginning computation. At each exit point (EE1, EE2, and ME),
EATS evaluates the remaining energy to decide whether to
continue computation or use the nearest early exit based on
the current energy state. For example, in 2 , the system starts
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in an off state but eventually accumulates enough energy to
initiate computation. At this point, the system completes the
entire computation and exits at the ME point twice. In the
subsequent start phase, the system’s energy depletes quickly,
leading it to perform computations through EE1.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

Rth1

Rth2

Q4
Q8

Eth
Energy
Eth
off
ME
EE2

Off

Eth

Time

EE1

1

2

FP32

Charging Trace

Fig. 4: (a) The charging rate. The (b) quantization level, (c) system’s
energy at runtime, and (d) behavior of the system w.r.t exit points.

IV. CONCLUSION

ATM-Net offers a robust framework for deploying deep
neural networks on energy-harvested IoT devices. Integrating
multi-precision computing with adaptive early exits addresses
power instability in energy harvesting systems. Experimental
results highlight significant energy savings, with DenseNet-121
achieving over 90% accuracy at Q4 precision while reducing
power consumption by up to 87.5%. The energy-aware sched-
uler effectively manages the precision-accuracy trade-off, estab-
lishing ATM-Net as a promising solution for energy-efficient,
batteryless edge intelligence. Future research could explore
dynamic precision adjustment and dataset-specific optimization
of exit points.
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