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Fig. 1: (a) A transformer network with multiple encoder layers and a classification layer for a specific downstream task, (b)
Distribution of Floating Point Operations (FLOPs) for image classification models and Transformers with varying sequence

lengths (The distribution for image classification models is shown from 90%-100%)

keeping both the engines fully utilized. We finally compare the
performance of our hardware design with a NVIDIA GeForce
GTX 1060 GPU and a previously proposed crossbar-based
machine learning accelerator on several benchmarks and report
the improvements in energy and latency. In summary, our key
contributions are:

• We design X-Former, an in-memory hardware architec-
ture for Transformers comprising of Projection engine
and Attention engine, to efficiently accelerate attention
layers in Transformers.

• We propose an intra-layer sequence blocking dataflow for
the proposed architecture, which increases the hardware
utilization and reduces intermediate on-chip memory re-
quirements.

• We also develop a simulation framework to evaluate the
performance of X-Former, and observe 85x and 7.5x
improvements in latency and energy on average compared
to a NVIDIA GeForce GTX 1060 GPU and upto 10.7x
and 4.6x improvements in latency and energy over a state-
of-the-art NVM accelerator.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II provides an
overview of transformer models, its associated computational
challenges and a brief background on resistive crossbars.
Section III discusses the existing efforts related to this work.
Section IV describes our proposed hardware architecture in
detail. Section V highlights different dataflows for X-Former
and lists their advantages. Section VI explains the experimental
methodology used for the work. We present the performance
results of X-Former in Section VII and conclude the paper in
Section VIII.

II. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we describe the operations in a transformer
network and analyze the various computational challenges. We
also present a background on resistive crossbars.

A. Transformers
Background. Figure 1(a) represents an example Transformer
network architecture. It consists of an embedding layer fol-
lowed by multiple Transformer encoders and a final classifi-
cation layer fine-tuned for a specific downstream task. Every
Transformer encoder is further divided into an attention layer
that contains multiple self-attention heads followed by feed
forward layers. Multi-headed attention layers help capture fine-
grained relationships in a specific context for every word in a
sequence [3]. A batch of input sequences are first processed by
an embedding layer to obtain a learned vector representation
of each word in the sequence. Within each self-attention
head, these inputs are multiplied by distinct weight matrices
to obtain the Query, Key and Value matrices. The outputs,
Query and Key matrices are now multiplied and normalized
by a softmax layer to generate the intermediate attention
probabilities. The intermediate attention probabilities are then
multiplied with the Value matrix to obtain the final attention
output. Multiple attention heads are processed in parallel and
the resultant matrices are concatenated before advancing the
output to the feed forward layers. This procedure is repeated
for all the encoder layers.
Computational challenges. Compute kernels in a Transformer
network differ from traditional image classification and previ-
ously proposed language models. Matrix vector multiplication
operations are typically performed between inputs/activations
and weights in traditional deep learning networks. Since
the weights do not require reprogramming, these opera-
tions are matrix vector multiplications with static matrices
or MVMStatic. Transformers, in addition to MVMStatic
operations, also encompass matrix vector multiplications be-
tween Query, Key and Value. These data structures change
for every input, hence they are dynamic and we refer to them
as MVMDynamic operations. We categorize other compute
kernels such as softmax, layerNorm, vector operations, etc.
as NonMVM operations. Figure 1(b) shows the floating
point operations (FLOPs) distribution of various traditional
deep learning networks compared to a Transformer self-
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