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Abstract—Approximate computing (AC) has become a
prominent solution to improve the performance, area, and
power/energy efficiency of a digital design at the cost of output
accuracy. We propose a novel scalable approximate multiplier
that approximates the multiplication of two operands using fitted
linear functions with two inputs, referred to as linearization.
Multiplication operations can be completely replaced by addition
and bit-wise shift by using linearization. Moreover, it utilizes a
lookup table-based compensation unit as a novel error-reduction
method. Input operands are truncated to a reduced bitwidth
representation (e.g., h bits) based on their leading one positions.
Then, a curve-fitting method is employed to map the product term
to a linear function, and a piecewise constant error-correction
term is used to reduce the approximation error. In order to
compute the piecewise constant error-compensation term, we
divide the function space into M segments and average the errors
within each segment. The multiplier supports various degrees of
truncation and error-compensation to exploit accuracy-efficiency
trade-off. The proposed approximate multiplier offers better
error metrics such as mean and standard deviation of absolute
relative error (MARED and StdARED) compare to a state-of-the-
art integer approximate multiplier. The proposed approximate
multiplier improves the MARED and StdARED by about 38%
and 32% when its energy consumption is about equal to the state-
of-the-art approximate multiplier. Moreover, the performance
of the proposed approximate multiplier is evaluated in image
classification applications using a Deep Neural Network (DNN).
The results indicate that the degradation of DNN accuracy is
negligible especially due to the compensation properties of our
approximate multiplier.

Index Terms—Approximate Computing, Approximate Multi-
plier, Error-Reduction, Scalable,Truncating, Efficiency, Trade-off,
Compensation, DNNs, Machine Learning.

I. INTRODUCTION

Power consumption is a critical design concern for mod-
ern embedded devices. Due to the inherently error-tolerant
behavior of a large number of application domains, such as

digital signal processing (DSP) [13], data mining, and deep
learning [7], using approximate computing (AC) appears as
a promising solution to reduce their power/energy consump-
tion [17], [6]. A major part of energy consumption in these
applications is associated with the multiplication operations,
which motivated researchers to investigate approximate mul-
tiplier architectures [10]. Research efforts focus on designing
efficient hardware designs at the cost of minor accuracy loss.
The accuracy can further be improved by compensating for the
errors with ease in successive computations [15]. As different
applications require different accuracy targets, an approximate
multiplier with a wide range of trade-offs between accuracy
and resource efficiency is highly desirable [14], [21].

A multiplication operation is generally accomplished by
generating partial products, accumulating partial products,
and summing the remaining two rows using a fast adder.
In order to approximate the multiplier, the approximation
can be applied to each of the three aforementioned steps
of the approximate multiplication operation. Accordingly, in
some works such as [18] [23] [8] and [22], approximations
are applied in the first step of the approximate multiplier
by reducing the number of partial products or reducing the
complexity of partial product generation units. Some prior
works aim to decrease the energy consumption or latency
by applying approximate compressors to the different levels
of partial product accumulation [1][5]. The architecture of
the adder being used for accumulating the partial product
affects the energy consumption of the multiplier [4]. Thus,
employing approximations for adders can further reduce the
energy consumption of a multiplier.

Motivational Analysis: It is important to note that, fixed
approximate accuracy designs cannot accommodate a wide
range of applications due to their diverse resilience profiles
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and different accuracy requirements. A class of approximate
multipliers which provided flexibility and tunable error in-
cludes TOSAM [20], DSM [13] and DRUM [8]. These designs
provide variable accuracy, but their efficiency in terms of
delay, power and area drops as accuracy requirements rise,
which negatively impacts both cost and computation power.
Fig. 1 shows the Absolute Relative Error Distance (ARED)
of these multipliers relative to one of the input operands (A).
As depicted in Fig. 1, the peak error and mean of ARED
(MARED) of these approximate multipliers is relatively high,
i.e., TOSAM has the least MARED between these multipliers
which is equal to 5.76%. However, the MARED of one of our
proposed multiplier configurations (e.g. scaleTRIM (3,4)) is
equal to 3.73%. Moreover, as shown in Fig. 1 (a-d), the peak
ARED of our scaleTRIM (3,4) has the least ARED among the
other state-of-the-art works.

(e)

Figure 1. Absolute Relative Error (ARED) of state-of-the-art works (a-c)
and proposed approximate multiplier (d), and Mean of ARED (MARE) of
Approximate Multipliers (e)

Our Novel Contributions: In this paper, a novel scalable
approximate multiplier that utilizes a lookup table-based com-
pensation unit to reduce the approximation error is proposed.
To improve energy efficiency, input operands are truncated
to the h bits based on the position of their Leading One
bits Detection (LODs) position. The multiplication is then
approximated using a curve fitting method to linear operations,
dramatically reducing the energy cost of multiplication. More-
over, to decrease the error of the approximation, we obtained
a piecewise constant error-correction term. For computing the
piecewise constant error-compensation term, we partitioned
the error value of approximate multiplier space into M seg-
ments and compute the compensation factor for each segment
by averaging the errors in the segment. Hence, as depicted
Fig. 1, the MRED of one of the scaleTRIM configurations has
the lowest error behavior compared to state-of-the-art works.
In Section III, we will demonstrate that error-configurable
scaleTRIM offers better error-efficiency trade-offs than state-
of-the-art approximate multipliers. The accuracy of our error-
configurable approximate multiplier is dependent on multiple
degrees of truncation (h) and error-compensation (M ) pa-
rameter values, and provided various design points to exploit
the accuracy-efficiency trade-off. These are the key concepts

Figure 2. Overview of our novel design of scaleTRIM (h,M ) consist of
4 steps: design a novel approximate multiplier based on linearization, error
compensation model, design space provided by various value of h and M ,
and Investigate for DNN as a case-study

of our methodology to design approximate multiplier. Fig. 2
presents an overview of our novel design of approximate
multiplier called scaleTRIM (h,M ) where h and M refer
truncation bits and error-compensation term, respectively. The
key contribution of this paper are summarized as follows.
• We present a novel scalable approximate unsigned mul-

tiplier which finds the position of inputs’ Leading-One
Detector (LODs) and uses a curve fitting model to fit the
inputs product with a linear function called linearization.

• We propose a novel compensation scheme to reduce the
approximation error. For computing the constant piece-
wise compensation error term, The error value space of
approximation are divided into M segments and average
the errors within each segment.

• We provide a design space to target different applications.
Our approximate multiplier supports various degrees of
truncation (h) and error-compensation terms (M ) to offer
better accuracy-efficiency trad-off.

• We investigate the application of our proposed multi-
plier for image classification using deep neural networks
(DNN).

II. RELATED WORK

A review of works dealing with the design of approxi-
mate multipliers is presented in this section. The dynamic
segment method (DSM) is proposed in [13] which is used
for approximating fixed point multiplier. It captures m bits
of n-bit inputs from two or three fixed bit positions depend
on LODs position to feed into the m × m multiplier for
calculating the approximate product of two input operands.
This method made high mean relative error (MRE) in the
output. In order to reduce the error of the truncated multiplier,
a dynamic range unbiased multiplier (DRUM) method is
proposed. DRUM captured the m bits of n-bit inputs from
the LODs position and set the low significant bit (LSB) of



m bits to ′1′. Then, the m bits of inputs are fed into the
mxm multiplier to calculate the approximate product of inputs
operand. In recent years, new designs are proposed to improve
the efficiency of approximate multipliers such as DRUM and
DSM. LETAM [19] proposed the method that truncated the
inputs operand to improve the efficiency of the proposed
approximate multiplier. In RoBA [22], the authors used the
rounding method. In this method, the input operands are
rounded to the nearest power of two. In TOSAM [20] proposed
the salable approximate multiplier using the truncating and
rounding methods. First, the LODs position of input operands
is found. Then, the next t bits which is placed next to LODs
are fed into the t-bit adder. Moreover, the next h bits of LODs
are captured and set the LSB with ′1′. Then (h+1) bits are fed
into the (h+1)×(h+1) multiplier. However, TOSAM achieves
offers better quality in trade off between these multiplier,
but the mean of absolute relative error (MRED) is still high,
as depicted in Fig.1. Some works are focused on improving
the speed of multiplication by performing addition instead of
multiplication. One approach is to use the linearization method
to transform the multiplication into a linear function. In this
regards, ApproxLP [9] proposed a method which transformed
the product of two input operands into linear functions. Hence,
this method removed the multiplication with linearization
method. However, ApproxLP is compatible with GPU and
uses for floating point numbers. Another approach is to change
the numbering system to a logarithmic which removed the
multiplication. In this approach which called Mitchell [12], a
logarithm is generated for each input operand, their sum is
calculated, then an antilogarithm operation is applied to the
sum to achieve the final result. Several studies have focused
on improving the Mitchell approximate multiplier [16], [2] and
[15]. In MBM [15] an error-reduction mechanism are proposed
for Mitchell approximate multiplier to decrease the error of ap-
proximation. In this approach, the complexity arises from the
calculations involving logarithms and antilogarithms. In this
paper, a scalable approximate multiplier based on truncation
and linearization is proposed which utilizes a compensating
unit to reduce the approximation error. We will describe our
approximate multiplier in detail in the following section.

III. PROPOSED METHOD

In this paper, an approximate multiplier is proposed which
utilizes a compensating unit to reduce the approximation error.
To improve energy consumption, after finding the leading
one bits position of inputs operands, input operands are
truncated to h bits. Then, a curve-fitting method based on
the truncated input operands summation are proposed to fit
the product to a linear function. This method approximate
the multiplication operation with bit-wise shifter and adder
operations. Moreover, to reduce the error of approximation,
an error-reduction method is proposed based on partitioning
approximation error into M segments and error-reduction
factors are obtained by averaging the errors of each segment.
We first present a mathematical formulation of the proposed

method. Suppose two N -bit unsigned integers A and B, which
can be represented as:

A =

N−1∑
i=0

2iai , B =

N−1∑
i=0

2ibi ai = bi = {0, 1} (1)

Assume the leading-one bit position of A and B are nA and
nB , respectively. By factoring the 2nA and 2nB from the inputs
operand binary representation shown in Eq.(1), we can rewrite
this equation as:

A = 2nA ∗ (1 +

N−1∑
i=0

2i−nAai) = 2nA ∗ (1 +X)

ai = {0, 1}, 0 ≤ X < 1

B = 2nB ∗ (1 +

N−1∑
i=0

2i−nBbi) = 2nB ∗ (1 + Y )

bi = {0, 1}, 0 ≤ Y < 1

(2)

The multiplication result of A by B is calculated based on Eq.
(3).

MACC = A ∗B = 2nA ∗ (1 +X) ∗ 2nB ∗ (1 + Y )

= 2nA+nB ∗ (1 +X + Y +X ∗ Y )
(3)

Where, MACC represents the result of accurate multiplica-
tion. To perform multiplication using the truncating method,
the approximate result of multiplication is calculated based on
Eq. (4).

MAppR = A ∗B ∼ 2nA+nB (4)

Where, MAppR represents the result of truncated approx-
imate multiplication. Based on Eq. (3), the time and energy
consumption are heavily dominated by calculating the terms
of (X + Y + X ∗ Y ) for accurate multiplication. In order to
improve the speed of computation, we can truncate the X and
Y to h bits. Moreover, we proposed a method to improve the
computational time used to calculate the value of these terms.
Adder and multiplication operations are required to calculate
these terms accurately, in which multiplication is a nonlinear
operation. We proposed a curve-fitting method to estimate the
value of these terms using linear operations such as addition
and shifting. In order to achieve better hardware performance,
we estimate the error value based on Eq.(5).

X + Y +X ∗ Y ∼ α ∗ (Xh + Yh) (5)

Where Xh and Yh represent the the X and Y with h bits
width. For better illustration, Fig. 3a shows an example of the
estimation method based on the curve-fitting method. In this
figure, we assumed h = 3 (the width of X and Y equal to
3 bits), and estimated the terms of (X + Y +X ∗ Y ) with a
linear approximated curve modelled by 1.407∗ (Xh +Yh), i,e,
in Eq.(5) the value of α = 1.407. In order to achieve better
hardware performance with only adder and left or right bit-
wise shift, we estimate the value of Eq.(5) based on Eq.(6).



(a) (b)

Figure 3. An Example of (a) Curve Fitting method (b) rounded value for
efficient hardware based on Curve Fitting method

Note that according to the experiment, α is within the range
varying between 1 and 2.

α ∗ (Xh + Yh) ∼ (1 + 2∆EE) ∗ (Xh + Yh)

= (Xh + Yh) + 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh)
(6)

Where ∆EE is an integer number, we can obtained the
estimated value by an adder operator and left or right bit-
wise shift. To find the ∆EE value, it is required to round
the α− 1 to powers of two (2∆EE). For this example shown
also in Fig. 3b, the rounded value ∆EE and estimated line
for effective hardware is shown in Fig. 3b. It is noteworthy
that the ∆EE is equal to −2. Hence, the result of proposed
approximate multiplier with is obtained based on Eq.(7).

MAppP (h) = A ∗B ∼
2nA+nB ∗ (1 + (Xh + Yh) + 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh))

(7)

Where, MAppP (h) represents the result of the the proposed
approximate multiplication of inputs operand with h bit-width.
Furthermore, the proposed approximation method causes er-
rors in the computed result of multiplication. So a solution
must be found to compensate for the error of approximation.
In the next subsection, we describe our proposed compensation
for approximation error.

A. Proposed Error Compensation Method

The approximate multiplier error is calculated by Eq. (8).

Err = MAcc −MAppP (h) =

2nA+nB ∗ (1 +X + Y +X ∗ Y )− 2nA+nB

∗ (1 + (Xh + Yh) + 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh)) =

2nA+nB ∗ (X + Y +X ∗ Y )− 2nA+nB

∗ ((Xh + Yh) + 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh))) =

2nA+nB ∗ ((X + Y +X ∗ Y )− ((Xh + Yh)

+ 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh)))

(8)

It is noteworthy that the proposed approximate multiplier error
depends on the width value of X and Y , called h. The
approximate multiplier error value with h = 3 for Xh + Yh
is shown in Fig. 4. We can observe from Fig. 4 that the
approximate multiplier’s error value (EV) is different for each
interval of Xh + Yh. We can add the average error value of
the approximate multiplier for each interval of Xh + Yh as
an error-compensated term to the result of the approximate
multiplier.

Figure 4. An Example of Error Value (EV) of proposed approximate
multiplier

In order to obtain the error-compensated term, we seg-
mented Xh + Yh into M partitions, and then we took the
average from each interval of Xh+Yh. Thus, for M partitions,
we only need to compute and store M values. Ci is presented
as the error-compensated term value for a given interval of seg-
mented Xh +Yh, where i ∈ {1, 2, ..,M}. We proposed to add
error-compensated term value before scaling the approximate
multiplier final results. Mathematically, the error-compensated
approximate multiplier is obtained by Eq.(9)

MAppP (h) = A ∗B ∼ 2nA+nB ∗ (1 + (Xh + Yh)

+ 2∆EE ∗ (Xh + Yh) + Ci)
(9)

Where Ci represents the error-compensated term calculated
offline before building the multiplier and storing M values
in the look-up table (LUT). In the following subsection, we
will explain in detail the hardware design of the approximate
multiplier. Our proposed approximate multiplier is defined by
scaleTRIM (h,M ), where h is the bit-width of X and Y , and
M is the number of segmented intervals of Xh + Yh.

B. Proposed Hardware Design

The block diagram of the hardware design of our proposed
approximate multiplier is shown in Fig. 5a. First, the absolute
value of the inputs operand is evaluated then the absolute
values are fed into the Leading One Detector (LOD) block
5b. Furthermore, the LOD block determines the position of
the absolute values leading to one bit. The LOD block can be
implemented by : (1) implementing the logic [11], or (2) using
look-up tables (LUTs) [20]. For some applications, including
DNN, LUTs are a severe bottleneck because they increase
memory usage. Therefore, the LOD block is implemented by
logic. The output of the LOD block is represented by nA and
nB , showing the position of absolute values of inputs’ leading
one bits. Also, the absolute value of inputs and inputs’ LODs
are fed into barrel shifters to generate the next bits of inputs
LOD, which X and Y represent. Next, the truncated forms of
the X and Y are generated using the Truncation block. The
output of this unit Xh and Yh, which has h bits.

In the next step, Xh and Yh are fed into the Arithmetic
unit 5c. First, the Xh and Yh are added to the Arithmetic unit.
Next, the added Xh and Yh is bit-wise shifted with the amount
that is calculated based on a curve fitting calculation in pre-
processing. In order to decrease the error of the approximate
multiplier, the compensated block generates the value added to
the Arithmetic unit’s output. The compensated values are cal-
culated offline in pre-processing and stored in M -sized look-
up-table (LUT). The values are stored as read-only hardwired



(a)

(b) (c)

Figure 5. The hardware design of scaleTRIM

constants without the use of memory. Furthermore, the value
for compensating the error is selected based on added Xh and
Yh value by M × 1 multiplexer. In the last step, the result of
added compensated unit and arithmetic unit is bit-wise shifted
with the amount resulting from adding the LODs of the inputs
operand.

Error-configurability: The proposed multiplier is error con-
figurable by parameters of h and M . The parameter of h
is used to truncate the input operands’ low significant bits
(LSBs). Truncating the input operands from N − 1 bits to h
bits reduces the size of adders and bit-width shifters. Hence,
design metrics such as area, delay, and power decrease, while
output error increases. Additionally, The parameter of M is
used to compensate for the error of the proposed approximate
multiplier. Higher M requires a bigger multiplexer, which
increases hardware overhead and reduces approximation error.
Therefore, these two parameters (h and M ) provided various
trade-offs between accuracy and efficiency.

IV. RESULTS

In this section, we examine the scaleTRIM in terms of
accuracy and efficiency, i.e., area, delay and energy. Therefore,
we develop the software and hardware implementation of
scaleTRIM. We compare the proposed approximate multiplier
with several state-of-the-art approximate multipliers such as
DRUM [8], DSM [13] and TOSAM [20]. For error analysis,
we developed the scaleTRIM behavioral simulation model
with PYTHON. The error metrics such as mean, max and
variance of absolute relative error distance (ARED) were used
to report the accuracy of scaleTRIM. Absolute relative errors
are obtained by Eq.(10). The mean and standard deviation (std)
of ARED and relative error (RED) are known as MARED,
StdARED, MRED and StdRED, respectively. All error metrics
are in percentage.

ARE = |MAppP (h)−MAcc

MAcc
| (10)

Where MAcc and MAppP (h) represent the exact and approx-
imate values of the product result respectively.

We compare the efficiency of scaleTRIM and other state-
of-the-art multipliers using Synopsys Design Compiler in a
freepdk − 45nm Nangate technology. The metrics such as
area, delay and power-delay product (PDP) are considered
to gauge the compassion. Synthesis is performed using the
“compile ultra” command and targeting performance opti-
mization. Post-synthesis timing simulations are performed
using Modelsim to obtain precise switching activity. We sim-
ulate the examined multipliers for 100,000 random inputs to
obtain accurate switching activity estimation. Then, Synopsys
PrimeTime is used to calculate the power consumption.

1) Accuracy Comparison: The accuracy of 8-bit
scaleTRIM with different configurations compared to
the 8-bit state-of-the-art approximate multiplier is depicted
in Fig 6a. Approximate multipliers such as DSM, DRUM,
and TOSAM were implemented in different configurations to
report the respective configurations’ accuracy. Their papers
describe these configurations in detail. All accuracy values
in Fig. 6a are in percentage. Our evaluations depict that
the MARED and StdARED values of scaleTRIM have
improved compared to other approximate multipliers with
the same truncation bits width. For example, the MARED
and StdARED of scaleTRIM(4, 8) (see pointer b in Fig.6a)
improved about 25% and 30% compared to the TOSAM(1, 4)
(see pointer a in Fig.6a ), respectively. Moreover, the StdRED
values of scaleTRIM are lower than those of other works
with the same truncation’s bits width.

2) Hardware Comparison: The efficiency results of
scaleTRIM and other state-of-the-art works in terms of power,
delay, area, and power-delay product (PDP) are shown in Fig.
6b.

In Fig. 6b, we can observe that 8-bit scaleTRIM achieves
lower area and power in most configurations with the same
truncation’s bit-width. For instance, scaleTRIM(5, 0) (see
pointer b in Fig.6b) improve the area and power about 7.5%
and 6.5% in compared to TOSAM(1, 5) (see pointer a in
Fig.6b), respectively. However, the delay of scaleTRIM com-
pared to TOSAM has higher values since the TOSAM used
LUT-based LODs to find the position of the leading-one.

3) Design-space Comparison: To show the efficiency of
scaleTRIM as an aspect of the design trade-off, we present the
results of 8-bit and 16-bit scaleTRIM in the form of design
space in Figs. 7 and 8. We depict the design space of the
scaleTRIM based on the two design parameters of h and M
in terms of area and power versus MARED. By noting the
design space, we conclude that the scaleTRIM fall into Pareto
optimal points. Hence, scaleTRIM offers better accuracy and
efficiency in comparison with state-of-the-art works.

4) Applied scaleTRIM in CNN: We applied the proposed
approximate multiplier in a VGG19, Resnet 18, and Resnet 50
used for Cifar10 data set and Lenet 5 used for Mnist data set.
Fig. 9 compares the accuracy of different CNN architectures
for the Mnist and Cifar10 datasets using approximate multipli-
ers to their baseline accuracy using accurate multipliers. For



(a) Accuracy Comparison

(b) Hardware Comparison

DS3 : DSM (3)
DR3 : DRUM (3)
T0,3 : TOSAM(0,3)
T1,3 : TOSAM(1,3)
sT3,0: scaleTRIM (3,0)
sT3,4: scaleTRIM (3,4)
sT3,8: scaleTRIM (3,8)
DS4 : DSM(4)
DR4 : DRUM(4)
T0,4 : TOSAM(0,4)
T1,4 : TOSAM(1,4)
sT4,0: scaleTRIM (4,0)
sT4,4: scaleTRIM (4,4)
sT4,8: scaleTRIM (4,8)
DS5 : DSM(5)
DR5 : DRUM(5)
T0,5 : TOSAM(0,5)
T1,5 : TOSAM(1,5)
sT5,0: scaleTRIM (5,0)
sT5,4: scaleTRIM (5,4)
sT5,8: scaleTRIM (5,8)

Figure 6. Accuracy and Efficiency of 8-bit Approximate Multipliers

(a) (b)

Figure 7. Design space of comparison the 8-bit scaleTRIM with the state-
of-the-art

(a) (b)

Figure 8. Design space of comparison the 16-bit scaleTRIM with the state-
of-the-art

implementing the proposed approximate multiplier in different
CNN architecture, we used the Adapt: Fast Emulation of
Approximate DNN Accelerators in PyTorch [3] to give the
accuracy result of different CNN architecture.

The evaluation shows that the accuracy of CNN with
scaleTRIM(4, 4) is almost similar to that of CNN with an
accurate multiplier. Hence, scaleTRIM has a negligible effect
on the accuracy of CNN.

Figure 9. Comparison of accuracy of different CNN architecture used for
Mnist and Cifar10 dataset by using an accurate and some configuration of
8-bit scaleTRIM multiplier

V. CONCLUSIONS

scaleTRIM is a new scalable integer approximate multiplier
that utilizes the compensating unit to reduce the error of ap-
proximation. It designs based on truncation and linearization.
First, the input operands are truncated to h bits based on
their leading one-bit position. Then, we present a curve fitting
method to fit the product term to the linear function based
on their summation. Due to truncation and linearization, the
accuracy of output is dropped. Therefore, an error-reduction
method is proposed. The approximation error is partitioned
into M segments, and error-reduction factors are obtained
by averaging the errors of each segment. The obtained error-
reduction factors are stored in the LUT to reduce the hardware
overhead. scaleTRIM offers better error metrics, such as mean
absolute relative error (MARED), compared to other state-of-



the-art approximate multipliers. Furthermore, results show that
compared to different state-of-the-art approximate multipliers,
scaleTRIM falls into Pareto optimal points in design space.
Moreover, employing scaleTRIM in DNN demonstrates that
using scaleTRIM in DNN has negligible impact on DNN
accuracy.
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