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Abstract. Quantization is a pivotal technique for managing the
growing computational and memory demands of Deep Neural Net-
works (DNNs). By reducing the number of bits used to repre-
sent weights and activations (typically from 32-bit Floating-Point
(FP) to 16-bit or 8-bit integers), quantization reduces memory foot-
print, energy consumption, and execution time of DNNs. However,
most existing methods typically target DNN inference, while train-
ing still relies on FP operations, limiting applicability in environ-
ments where FP arithmetic is unavailable. To date, only one prior
work has addressed integer-only training, and only for Multi-Layer
Perceptron (MLP) architectures. This paper introduces NITRO-D, a
novel framework for training deep integer-only Convolutional Neu-
ral Networks (CNNs) that operate entirely in the integer domain
for both training and inference. NITRO-D enables training of inte-
ger CNNs without requiring a separate quantization scheme. Specifi-
cally, it introduces a novel architecture that integrates multiple local-
loss blocks, which include the proposed NITRO-Scaling layer and
NITRO-ReLU activation function. The proposed framework also
features a novel learning algorithm that employs local error sig-
nals and leverages IntegerSGD, an optimizer specifically designed
for integer computations. NITRO-D is implemented as an open-
source Python library. Extensive evaluations on state-of-the-art im-
age recognition datasets demonstrate its effectiveness. For integer-
only MLPs, NITRO-D improves test accuracy by up to +5.96% over
the state-of-the-art. It also successfully trains integer-only CNNs,
reducing memory requirements and energy consumption by up to
76.14% and 32.42%, respectively, compared to the traditional FP
backpropagation algorithm.

1 Introduction
In recent years, quantization of Deep Neural Networks (DNNs) has
emerged as a pivotal trend in both the scientific and technological
domains [11]. This technique aims at lowering the computational de-
mand and memory requirements of DNNs by reducing the number of
bits to represent weights and activations (e.g., from 32-bit Floating-
Point (FP) to 16-bit or 8-bit integers). However, existing quantization
frameworks for DNNs retain a dependence on FP operations during
training. In this perspective, the aim of this paper is to address the
following research question: Is it possible to train arbitrarily deep
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) using only integer values for
both training and inference?

∗ Corresponding Author. Email: alberto.pirillo@mail.polimi.it
∗∗ Corresponding Author. Email: luca2.colombo@polimi.it

The literature in this field is extensive but highly fragmented.
Existing frameworks for integer-only DNNs can be grouped into
three main categories. The first, quantization-aware inference, ap-
plies quantization only at inference time, while training relies on FP
operations to compute gradients [18, 16, 7, 28, 43, 2, 22, 34, 24, 23].
The second, quantization-aware training, extends quantization to
the training process, further exploiting the advantages of integer
arithmetic at the cost of additional complexity in the quantization
scheme [42, 39, 40, 37, 5, 17, 26, 41, 4, 32, 10]. Despite these ad-
vancements, such approaches still partially rely on FP arithmetic or
employ custom fixed-point numeric formats that emulate it. The last
category, native integer-only training, uses integer-only arithmetic
during both inference and training. To date, the only solution in this
category targets Multi-Layer Perceptron (MLP) architectures [31].

This paper introduces NITRO-D, a native integer-only framework
for training deep CNNs exclusively employing integer arithmetic.
This approach eliminates the need for any explicit quantization steps
or FP operations during training. NITRO-D features a novel network
architecture composed of multiple local-loss blocks and introduces
novel components, such as the NITRO-Scaling layer and the NITRO-
ReLU activation function, which are specifically designed to prevent
integer overflow. In addition, NITRO-D employs a novel learning
algorithm adapted from Local Error Signals (LES) [27] to enable
integer-only training. Specifically, this algorithm relies on two key
innovations: the IntegerSGD optimizer and the NITRO Amplification
Factor, which is used to calibrate the learning rate. To the best of
our knowledge, NITRO-D is the first framework in the literature to
enable native integer-only training of deep CNNs. Thanks to the sim-
plicity of integer arithmetic [8], NITRO-D offers reduced hardware
complexity and lower energy consumption. Integer operations can be
executed using smaller bit-widths (such as 8-bit and 16-bit), enabling
faster execution times and lower memory requirements compared to
traditional 32-bit FP operations. NITRO-D is released as an open-
source library to the scientific community1.

The main contributions of this work are:

1. The NITRO-D architecture, which enables the construction of ar-
bitrarily deep CNNs operating entirely in the integer domain.

2. The NITRO-D learning algorithm, which enables native integer-
only training of the NITRO-D architecture without requiring nei-
ther quantization schemes nor FP operations.

Experimental results on multi-class image classification benchmarks
show test accuracy improvements of up to +5.96% for integer-

1 https://github.com/AI-Tech-Research-Lab/nitro-d
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only MLP architectures over the state-of-the-art, and demonstrate the
ability to train integer-only CNN architectures. Moreover, the pro-
posed NITRO-D framework reduces memory requirements by up to
76.14% and energy consumption by up to 32.42% compared to the
traditional FP Backpropagation (BP) algorithm.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2
reviews the related literature. Section 3 introduces the proposed
NITRO-D framework, and Section 4 presents experimental results to
evaluate its effectiveness. Conclusions and future works are finally
discussed in Section 5.

2 Related Literature

Research on integer-only DNN frameworks can be grouped into three
categories. The first involves applying quantization solely during in-
ference, specifically to weights and activations. This is the simplest
approach and has been extensively explored in Post-Training Quan-
tization (PTQ) [18], Quantization-Aware Training (QAT) [16], and
related methods [7, 28, 43, 2, 22, 34, 24, 23]. However, these tech-
niques rely on FP operations throughout the entire training process.

To address this shortcoming, the second category, known as com-
plete quantization, extends quantization to training, encompassing
errors, gradients, and weight updates [42, 4, 39, 40, 32, 10, 37, 5,
17, 26, 41]. While this approach typically results in negligible accu-
racy degradation, it introduces additional complexity and overhead
due to the sophisticated quantization scheme. Moreover, these tech-
niques are unsuitable for true integer-only scenarios, as they either
partially rely on FP arithmetic [42, 39, 40, 37, 5, 17, 26, 41], or em-
ploy custom fixed-point formats that emulate FP numbers [4, 32, 10],
limiting portability and compatibility.

Finally, the third category, known as native integer-only training,
employs exclusively integer arithmetic during both inference and
training. This approach fully harnesses the benefits of integer op-
erations and enables DNN training in scenarios that do not support
FP arithmetic. To date, this technique has been explored only by
PocketNN [31], which successfully implemented native integer-only
training for MLP architectures.

In contrast, NITRO-D is, to the best of our knowledge, the first
framework to achieve native integer-only training of deep CNNs,
entirely eliminating the need for quantization schemes and custom
fixed-point numeric formats.

3 The Proposed Solution

This section introduces NITRO-D. In particular, Section 3.1 provides
an overview of the framework. Section 3.2 details the proposed ar-
chitecture, while in Section 3.3 the proposed integer-only learning
algorithm is presented.

3.1 Overview

The proposed NITRO-D framework is designed to enable integer-
only training and inference of deep CNNs. It builds on the LES al-
gorithm [27], a variant of BP [29] that partitions a Neural Network
(NN) into local-loss blocks to confine gradient propagation. NITRO-
D leverages this structure to prevent integer overflow, a phenomenon
that typically arises in the backward pass when training DNNs with
integer-based BP. The primary novelty of NITRO-D is its adoption
of LES in a fully integer-only setting, where gradients, weights, acti-
vations, and updates are confined to the integer domain.
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Figure 1. Overview of the NITRO-D architecture for a simple CNN,
highlighting the structure of an integer convolutional local-loss block. For

each quantity, the required integer bit-width is indicated in brackets.

The NITRO-D architecture is illustrated in Figure 1, with a fo-
cus on its core components: the integer local-loss blocks. Each block
comprises forward layers, which handle the flow of activations dur-
ing the forward pass, and learning layers, which are dedicated solely
to training the forward layers using a locally computed loss. By
stacking multiple local-loss blocks that can be trained independently,
NITRO-D allows for the construction of arbitrarily deep NNs. As
shown in Figure 1, the blocks include several components designed
to stabilize training by preventing integer overflow and preserving ef-
fective propagation of learning signals. More precisely, the NITRO-
Scaling layer and the NITRO-ReLU activation function bound acti-
vation magnitudes during the forward pass, while the NITRO Am-
plification Factor maintains consistent weight-update magnitudes
across layers. As a result, NITRO-D achieves integer-only training
and inference without quantization, entirely eliminating FP opera-
tions. This is enabled by IntegerSGD, a novel optimizer specifically
designed for operating on integer weights and gradients.

3.2 NITRO-D Architecture

The fundamental component of the NITRO-D architecture is the
integer local-loss block. During the forward pass, each block l =
{1, . . . , L}, where L is the total number of blocks, receives the in-
teger activations al−1 from the previous block l − 1 and produces
new integer activations al, which are forwarded to the following
block. Concurrently, these activations al are processed by the learn-
ing layers, which reduce their dimensionality to match the number
of classes of the considered classification task, yielding an interme-
diate prediction ŷl. This process repeats across all L blocks until the
activations reach the final output layers, where the NN prediction ŷ
is produced. Conversely, during the backward pass, gradient flow is
confined within each local-loss block l. The intermediate prediction
ŷl and the one-hot ground-truth label y are used by the local loss
function to compute the error Ll and its gradient ∇Ll, which are
then used to update the parameters of the forward layers in block l.

To enable effective integer-only training, NITRO-D introduces
two key components: the NITRO-Scaling layer and the NITRO-ReLU
activation function.



3.2.1 NITRO-Scaling Layer

The NITRO-Scaling layer is introduced to rescale the integer pre-
activations zl produced by linear and 2D convolutional layers be-
fore they are passed to the NITRO-ReLU activation function. This
step is necessary to bring the pre-activation values into the opera-
tional range of NITRO-ReLU, which, as discussed in Section 3.2.2,
is [−127, 127]. Specifically, the NITRO-Scaling layer takes the in-
teger pre-activations zl ∈ Z and produces the rescaled integer pre-
activations z∗l ∈ [−127, 127], computed as follows:

z∗l =

⌊
zl
SFl

⌋
, (1)

where SFl ∈ N is the scaling factor.
Selecting an appropriate SFl is critical to ensure that the pre-

activations zl are properly scaled. To this end, we analyze how the
weights Wl of layer l transform the input al−1. For a linear layer,
the i-th element of the output zl is defined as

zil = al−1W
i
l =

Ml−1∑
j=1

aj
l−1 W ij

l

where Wi
l is the i-th column of the weight matrix Wl and Ml−1 is

the dimensionality of the input activations al−1. For a 2D convolu-
tional layer,

zil = al−1 ⊛Wi
l =

Cl−1∑
j=1

K2
l−1∑

k=1

ajk
l−1W

ijk
l ,

where Cl−1 and Kl−1 are the number of input channels and the ker-
nel size, respectively.

From these expressions, an upper bound bzl on the bit-width re-
quired to represent zl can be derived. More specifically, for a linear
layer the upper bound is:

bzl =

Ml−1∑
j=1

O(bal−1 + bWl − 1)

= O(bal−1 + bWl − 1 + log2 Ml−1), (2)

while for 2D a convolutional layer it is:

bzl =

Cl−1∑
j=1

K2
l−1∑

k=1

O(bal−1 + bWl − 1)

= O(bal−1 + bWl − 1 + log2 K
2
l−1 + log2 Cl−1), (3)

where bal−1 and bWl bound the bit-widths required to represent each
element of the input al−1 and weights matrix Wl, respectively.

For each block l = {2, . . . , L}, the input al−1 is the output of
NITRO-ReLU of the previous block l−1, and thus lies in the interval
[−127, 127]. For this reason, bal−1 = 8. Assuming the weights share
the same 8-bit range (i.e., bWl = 8), the bound for an integer linear
layer, defined in Equation 2, simplify to

bzl = O(15 + log2 Ml−1).

Similarly, the bound for a 2D convolutional layer, defined in Equa-
tion 3, simplify to

bzl = O(15 + log2 K
2
l−1 + log2 Cl−1).

Following this analysis, the scaling factor, used by NITRO-Scaling in
Equation 1 to scale the pre-activations zl to [−127, 127], is set to

SFl =

{
28 ×Ml−1 for linear layers

28 ×K2
l−1 × Cl−1 for convolutional layers

,

where 28 denotes the target 8-bit scale of the activation range.
Conversely, the backward pass of the NITRO-Scaling layer is im-

plemented using the straight-through estimator (STE) [3] due to the
non-differentiability of integer division. Hence, for each block l, the
gradients are passed unchanged through the layer, i.e., δill = ∇Ll

and δicl = δsll , with ∇Ll being the gradient of the loss function and
δsll the gradient propagated by NITRO-ReLU, as shown in Figure 1.
The use of STE does not affect training stability: the forward pass
applies a uniform per-feature scale, which does not change the direc-
tion of the activation vector.

3.2.2 NITRO-ReLU Activation Function

The proposed NITRO-ReLU is a variant of the LeakyReLU activa-
tion function [38], specifically designed to operate natively on 8-bit
integers. Its definition is a piecewise function consisting of four seg-
ments: two inherit the LeakyReLU shape, and two arise from satu-
rating the output to the range [−127, 127]. This range is the largest
zero-centered interval available in the int8 datatype, the smallest
hardware-supported integer type. Specifically, NITRO-ReLU takes
the rescaled pre-activations z∗l ∈ [−127, 127] from the NITRO-
Scaling layer and produces integer activations al ∈ [−127, 127] as
follows:

NITRO-ReLU(x) =


⌊
max {x,−127}

αinv

⌋
− µint8 x < 0

min {x, 127} − µint8 x ≥ 0

,

where αinv =
⌊

1
α

⌋
∈ N, with α ∈ R+ being the negative slop, and

µint8 is the function’s mean. This mean value is used to center the
output al around zero, and is calculated by computing the mean of
each segment i = {1, 2, 3, 4} defined as:

µi
int8 =



⌊
−127
αinv

⌋
x < −127⌊

−127
2αinv

⌋
−127 ≤ x ≤ 0

63 0 < x ≤ 127

127 x > 127

.

The final mean µint8 is the average of these four segment means,
and subtracting this pre-computed value centers the function’s output
around zero. This is crucial for a stable training procedure, as zero-
centered activations are known to reduce bias shift and improve con-
vergence [20, 21]. In an integer-only setting, this built-in centering
is extremely important because standard techniques like Batch Nor-
malization (BN) [15] are infeasible. Implementing BN would require
differentiable operations and standard deviation calculations that can
easily cause overflow with integer arithmetic. Therefore, by provid-
ing built-in and zero-cost normalization, NITRO-ReLU is particularly
suitable for integer-only scenarios.

3.3 NITRO-D Learning Algorithm

The ability of NITRO-D to train integer-only deep CNNs stems from
its novel learning algorithm. This section first outlines the overall



training process and then details its key components: weight initial-
ization, the loss function, the IntegerSGD optimizer, and the NITRO
Amplification Factor.

After initializing the CNN with an integer adaptation of the Kaim-
ing method [12], training begins with the forward pass, which uses
only the blocks’ forward layers and the network’s output layers,
shown in Figure 1. At each iteration, a batch of input data (X,y) is
fed to the first block, producing integer activations a1. This process
repeats sequentially: each block l receives activations al−1 from the
previous block until the final activations aL reach the output layers,
where the NN prediction ŷ is generated.

At this point, the backward pass begins, involving the learning lay-
ers of each block l. First, the global loss gradient ∇Lo is computed
from the final prediction ŷ and the target y. This gradient is then
back-propagated to the output layers, whose parameters are updated
using the IntegerSGD optimizer. Subsequently, local training occurs
independently within each block l. The block’s integer activations al

are downsampled by a pooling layer to produce zmp
l . These are fed to

the learning layers to generate a local prediction ŷl, which, together
with the target y, is used to compute the local loss gradient ∇Ll.
This local gradient drives the backward pass for the block. First, it
is used to update the parameters of the learning layers using the In-
tegerSGD optimizer. Then, the new gradient δfwl is computed and
back-propagated to the forward layers. Finally, the parameters of the
forward layers are updated using IntegerSGD along with the NITRO
Amplification Factor. Crucially, the training of each integer local-loss
block is independent, as no gradients flow between them, as shown in
Figure 1. This independence allows the backward pass for all blocks
to be executed in parallel, significantly enhancing training efficiency.
Once all blocks complete their backward pass, training proceeds to
the next iteration.

3.3.1 Weight Initialization

NITRO-D employs an integer-based adaptation of the Kaiming ini-
tialization method [12], which is commonly used with ReLU-like
activation functions. Our approach modifies the standard formula-
tion by approximating all operations to be compatible with integer
arithmetic. Specifically, the constant

√
3 is approximated using the

integer ratio
⌊
1732
1000

⌋
, while the square root of the layer’s input di-

mensionality
√
fanin is computed using the integer square root al-

gorithm [33]. The result is then rescaled by a factor of 128 to map the
initial weights to a suitable integer range. With the proposed method-
ology, the weights for both forward and learning layers are initialized
from a discrete uniform distribution U ∼ (−b, b), where the bound b
is given by:

b =

⌊
128× 1732√
fanin × 1000

⌋
.

3.3.2 Loss Function

The computational limitations associated with integer arithmetic also
extend to the selection of the loss function. NITRO-D utilizes the
Residual Sum of Squares (RSS), defined as:

Ll =

bs∑
i=1

1

2

(
ŷi
l − yi

)2

,

where ŷl is the output of the learning layers of the l-th block, y is
the one-hot encoded ground-truth label, and bs is the mini-batch size.

Algorithm 1 Proposed IntegerSGD with weight decay
Input: γinv (inverse learning rate), λinv (inverse weight decay rate),

Wt (model weights), N (training epochs)
1: ηinv = γinvλinv

2: for t = 1 to N do
3: δt ← ∇Ll(Wt−1)

4: δt ←
⌊

δt
γinv

⌋
5: if ηinv ̸= 0 then
6: δt ← δt +

⌊
Wt−1

ηinv

⌋
7: end if
8: Wt ←Wt−1 − δt
9: end for

10: return Wt

This choice is motivated by the straightforward nature of its gradient,
which is computed as:

∇Ll =

bs∑
i=1

ŷi
l − yi. (4)

3.3.3 IntegerSGD Optimizer

The proposed IntegerSGD optimizer, described in Algorithm 1,
adapts traditional SGD for native integer-only training and introduces
a custom weight decay procedure. To avoid FP multiplication, the
learning rate γ and weight decay rate λ are redefined as their integer
reciprocals, γinv =

⌊
1
γ

⌋
∈ N and λinv =

⌊
1
λ

⌋
∈ N. Consequently,

update steps involving these rates are performed using integer divi-
sion. In the integer domain, standard weight decay is challenging as
the truncation from integer division can render the decay term negli-
gible. To address this issue, IntegerSGD reformulates the update rule
to handle the contributions of the gradient δt and the weight decay
term

⌊
Wt−1

λinv

⌋
separately (see Line 6). Furthermore, to control the in-

teraction between the learning and decay rates, a composite inverse
rate ηinv = γinvλinv is introduced (see Line 1). This approach has
a straightforward effect: only weights whose absolute value exceeds
the threshold ηinv are penalized by the decay term. Indeed, for any
weight wij

l of the weight matrix Wl where |wij
l | < ηinv , the decay

term becomes zero, and no regularization is applied.

3.3.4 NITRO Amplification Factor

Within a block, the gradients flowing through the forward layers and
the learning layers are characterized by different magnitudes. Specif-
ically, the learning layers receive exactly the loss gradient ∇Ll,
whereas the forward layers receive an amplified gradient

δfwl = ∇Ll W
il⊺
l .

due to matrix multiplication with the weights Wil
l in the learning

layers. Consequently, a learning rate γlr
inv that is suitable for the

learning layers proves to be too small for the forward layers, leading
to disproportionately large weight updates that can lead to divergence
of the training process.

To address this issue, NITRO-D calibrates the forward-layer learn-
ing rate γfw

inv using the learning rate from the learning layers γlr
inv and

a shared NITRO Amplification Factor AF ∈ N. Determining AF
requires analyzing the gradient δfwl . Following the same approach



introduced in Section 3.2.1 for the NITRO-Scaling layer, an upper
bound on the bit-width of the gradient δfwl is computed as:

bδl = O(b∇Ll + bWl − 1 + log2 G), (5)

where G is the number of classes of the considered classification task
and b∇Ll bounds the bit-width of the loss gradient∇Ll.

NITRO-D uses a custom one-hot scheme in which the target class
is encoded as 32 and the remaining G−1 entries are equal to 0. This
design, combined with the RSS loss function, ensures that the gradi-
ent of the loss ∇Ll fits within 6 bits, resulting in b∇Ll = 6. Thus,
considering the previous assumptions regarding the magnitude of the
weights (i.e., bWl = 8), the bit-width for the amplified gradient de-
fined in Equation 2 simplifies to

bδl = O(13 + log2 G).

To rescale such magnitudes to the range [−127, 127], the NITRO Am-
plification Factor AF is defined as:

AF = 26 ×G. (6)

Because learning rates are represented by their integer reciprocals,
reducing the actual forward layers learning rate by a factor AF cor-
responds to multiplying its inverse by AF :

γfw
inv = AF · γlr

inv.

This adjusted learning rate is used by the IntegerSGD optimizer to
compute weight updates for the forward layers.

4 Experimental Results

This section evaluates the performance of the proposed NITRO-D
framework on state-of-the-art image recognition datasets. The goals
are twofold: (i) to show that NITRO-D outperforms the current state-
of-the-art native integer-only training framework for MLPs [31],
and (ii) to demonstrate that its performance on CNNs is compara-
ble to that of traditional FP training algorithms. In particular, we
consider three image classification datasets: MNIST [9], FashionM-
NIST [36], and CIFAR-10 [19]. MNIST and FashionMNIST provide
60,000 training and 10,000 test samples of 28 × 28 grayscale im-
ages. CIFAR-10 contains 50,000 training and 10,000 test samples of
32 × 32 RGB images. While our primary focus is on image recog-
nition tasks, we emphasize that NITRO-D is a general framework
applicable to any task suited for MLPs and CNNs. The source code
is publicly available to the scientific community.

Experiments were conducted on an Ubuntu 20.04 LTS workstation
equipped with 2 Intel Xeon Gold 5318S CPUs, 384 GB of RAM,
and an Nvidia A40 GPU. Bayesian hyperparameter optimization was
used for each configuration to determine the optimal settings that
maximize the test accuracy. Specifically, tuned hyperparameters for
NITRO-D included: the learning rate γinv , the weight decay rates for
forward layers ηfw

inv and for learning layers ηlr
inv , the dropout rates

for integer 2D convolutional blocks pc and for integer linear blocks
pl, and the number of input features for the learning layers dlr . The
complete set of hyperparameters used for each configuration can be
found in Appendix B.

Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 present comparisons between the pro-
posed NITRO-D framework and state-of-the-art baselines for MLP
and CNN architectures, respectively. Lastly, an ablation study on hy-
perparameter selection is detailed in Section 4.3.

Table 1. Overview of the MLP and CNN architectures. The number of
filters for Integer 2D Convolution (IntConv2D) and the number of features
for Integer Linear (IntLinear) layers are reported between parenthesis. All

layers except the last are followed by NITRO-ReLU. IntConv2D
configuration: kernel size = 3× 3, stride = 1, and padding = 1.
MaxPool2D configuration: kernel size = 2× 2, and stride = 2.

Name Architecture
MLP 1 IntLinear (784) → IntLinear (100) → IntLinear (50)

→ IntLinear (10)
MLP 2 IntLinear (784) → IntLinear (200) → IntLinear (100)

→ IntLinear (50) → IntLinear (10)
MLP 3 IntLinear (784) → IntLinear (1024) → IntLinear (1024)

→ IntLinear (1024) → IntLinear (10)
MLP 4 IntLinear (1024) → IntLinear (3000) → IntLinear (3000)

→ IntLinear (3000) → IntLinear (10)
VGG8B IntConv2D (128) → IntConv2D (256) → MaxPool2D

→ IntConv2D (256) → IntConv2D (512) → MaxPool2D
→ IntConv2D (512) → MaxPool2D → IntConv2D (512)
→ MaxPool2D → Flatten → IntLinear (1024)
→ IntLinear (10)

VGG11B IntConv2D (128) → IntConv2D (128) → IntConv2D (128)
→ IntConv2D (256) → MaxPool2D → IntConv2D (256)
→ IntConv2D (512) → MaxPool2D → IntConv2D (512)
→ IntConv2D (512) → MaxPool2D → IntConv2D (512)
→ MaxPool2D → Flatten → IntLinear (1024)
→ IntLinear (10)

4.1 Evaluating NITRO-D on MLP Architectures

The objective of the first set of experiments is to compare the per-
formance of MLP architectures trained with the proposed NITRO-D
framework against three baselines: the state-of-the-art integer-only
MLP framework [31], FP 32-bit (FP32) LES [27], and the traditional
FP32 BP algorithm. The considered MLP architectures, detailed in
Table 1, match those used in the baseline studies [31, 27].

The first two rows of Table 2 show that NITRO-D outperforms
the state-of-the-art integer-only solution for MLPs with both two
and three hidden layers on the MNIST and FashionMNIST datasets.
Moreover, its accuracy is comparable to traditional FP32 BP, exhibit-
ing only a minimal accuracy degradation of −0.64% and −1.13%.
This gaps reflect the advantages of the categorical cross-entropy loss
over RSS for classification tasks, and of Adam over SGD [1]. Sim-
ilarly, the last three rows of Table 2, showing the accuracy for two
MLPs composed of three hidden layers, confirm that NITRO-D’s re-
sults are comparable to those obtained with traditional FP32 learn-
ing algorithms across all datasets, with accuracy differences ranging
from −0.97% to −6.67%.

On the other hand, the proposed solution reduces memory require-
ments due to the use of smaller bit-widths (such as 8-bit and 16-bit)
and leverages the benefits of reduced hardware complexity and lower
energy consumption due to the inherent simplicity of integer arith-
metic over FP arithmetic. Specifically, Table 4 summarizes the es-
timated costs in terms of energy consumption and memory require-
ments per batch and per step during the training of the considered
MLPs. The proposed NITRO-D framework reduces memory require-
ments by up to 74.37% and energy consumption by up to 32.42%
compared to the traditional FP32 BP learning algorithm.

These results validate the effectiveness of the proposed NITRO-
D framework for integer-only training of MLPs. It achieves superior
accuracy over the state-of-the-art baseline and remains comparable to
standard FP32 LES and BP learning algorithms, while substantially
reducing resource consumption.



Table 2. Test accuracy on 10 different runs of MLP architectures.

Integer-only training FP32 training
Architecture Dataset NITRO-D PocketNN [31] FP LES [27] FP BP

MLP 1 MNIST 97.36± 0.23 96.98 - 98.00 [31]
MLP 2 FashionMNIST 88.66± 0.46 87.70 - 89.79 [31]
MLP 3 MNIST 98.28± 0.08 - 99.32 99.25 [27]
MLP 3 FashionMNIST 89.13± 0.41 - 91.40 91.63 [27]
MLP 4 CIFAR-10 61.03± 0.60 - 67.70 66.40 [27]

Table 3. Test accuracy on 10 different runs of CNN architectures.

Integer-only training FP32 training
Architecture Dataset NITRO-D FP LES [27] FP BP [27]

VGG8B MNIST 99.45± 0.05 99.60 99.74

VGG8B FashionMNIST 93.66± 0.40 94.34 95.47

VGG8B CIFAR-10 87.96± 0.39 91.60 94.01

VGG11B CIFAR-10 87.39± 0.64 91.61 94.44

4.2 Evaluating NITRO-D on CNN Architectures

The goal of the second set of experiments is to demonstrate that the
proposed NITRO-D framework enables native integer-only training
of deep CNNs. Experiments are conducted on the same VGG-like ar-
chitectures used in [27] and summarized in Table 1. The performance
of NITRO-D is compared with FP32 LES and BP baselines.

As shown in Table 3, the use of CNNs, as enabled by NITRO-
D, significantly outperforms the state-of-the-art native integer-only
training solution for MLPs, yielding considerable test accuracy im-
provements of up to +2.47% on MNIST and +5.96% on Fashion-
MNIST datasets. When compared to traditional FP32 learning algo-
rithms, NITRO-D exhibits small accuracy degradation, ranging from
−0.15% to−7.05%. This gap is an expected trade-off resulting from
the use of an integer-compatible RSS loss and SGD optimizer instead
of the standard categorical cross-entropy and Adam optimizer [1].
This trade-off in accuracy is offset by significant gains in efficiency.
As shown in Table 4, NITRO-D reduces memory requirements by up
to 76.14% and energy consumption by up to 30.45% compared to
the traditional FP32 BP algorithm.

4.3 Ablation Study: Selecting the Hyperparameters

This section investigates the effects of NITRO-D’s key hyperparam-
eters. In particular, the weight decay rates for the forward layers ηfw

inv

and learning layers ηlr
inv play a crucial role in mitigating overfitting

by constraining weight magnitudes. The decision to utilize two sep-
arate decay rates stems from the observation that weights in the for-
ward layers are generally larger than those in the learning layers.
Given this disparity, and since the proposed decay mechanism only
affects weights whose absolute value exceeds the threshold ηinv , as
described in Section 3.3.3, a single shared rate would lead to sub-
optimal regularization. It would either be excessively strong for the
learning layers or negligible for the forward layers.

Figure 2-Left shows the impact of different values for ηfw
inv and

ηlr
inv on the mean absolute weight value in an integer 2D convolu-

tional layer of the VGG8B model of Table 1. The figure shows that
both hyperparameters help to reduce the weights’ magnitude. This
is because increasing regularization in the learning layers results in
smaller gradients being back-propagated to the forward layers. As
expected, the highest weight magnitude occurs with no regulariza-
tion (i.e., “No decay” in the figure), whereas the smallest occur when
strong regularization is applied to both forward and learning layers.

Table 4. Estimated training costs for MLPs and CNNs. Memory and
energy requirements are computed per batch and per step, accounting for

Conv2D and Linear layers operations. FP32 BP of MLP 1 and MLP 2 uses
SGD [31], while the other architectures use Adam [27]. Operation energy

costs are taken from [13]. †: costs computed on the CIFAR-10 dataset.

Memory (MB) Energy (mJ)
Architecture NITRO-D FP32 BP NITRO-D FP32 BP

MLP 1 0.54 0.89 0.053 0.075
MLP 2 1.07 1.65 0.114 0.162
MLP 3 10.28 40.11 1.813 2.675
MLP 4 78.91 291.79 13.116 19.396

VGG8B† 67.94 278.69 583.365 838.745
VGG11B† 92.12 386.04 861.692 1238.883

The number of input features for the learning layers dlr directly
affects the trade-off between underfitting and overfitting. A low value
for dlr can cause underfitting, as information is overly condensed.
Conversely, a high value for dlr increases the expressive power of the
integer local-loss block, raising the risk of overfitting. Figure 2-Right
indicates that dlr = 4096 is a practical starting point that balances
this trade-off and provides a solid foundation for further tuning.

Lastly, selecting an appropriate inverse learning rate γinv is essen-
tial for convergence. Excessively low values of γinv can cause over-
sized parameter updates, leading to weights that exceed the expected
operational range of the NITRO-Scaling and NITRO-ReLU layers.
Conversely, excessively high values can truncate all weight updates
to zero, halting the learning process. Table 5 presents results demon-
strating this trade-off for the VGG11B model of Table 1 on CIFAR-
10. For these experiments, no weight decay or dropout are applied,
and the number of input features for the learning layers dlr is set to
4096. The results indicate that a value of γinv = 512 yields optimal
performance, making a practical starting point for further tuning.

Although NITRO-D introduces some hyperparameters, finetuning
is relatively straightforward. The learning rate γinv and the number
of input features for the learning layers dlr can be easily optimized
by testing a small grid of discrete values. Tuning the decay rates ηfw

inv

and ηlr
inv is guided by the heuristic that weights in the forward layers

are typically larger and thus require a larger decay rate than those
in the learning layers. Finally, we observed that the dropout rates pc
and pl have minimal impact on performance, likely due to the strong
regularization already provided by weight decay and the use of low-
bit-width integer weights.
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Figure 2. Ablation study of hyperparameters: effect of ηfwinv and ηlrinv on weights magnitude (left), and of dlr on accuracy (right). Experiments are
conducted with the VGG8B architecture of Table 1 on the CIFAR-10 dataset.

Table 5. Training and test accuracy for the VGG11B architecture of
Table 1 on the CIFAR-10 dataset for different learning rates γinv . No weight

decay or dropout are used, while dlr is set to 4096.

γinv Training accuracy (%) Test accuracy (%)
256 (unstable) (unstable)
512 88.86 84.66
1024 85.95 83.10
2048 72.43 70.23
4096 (no learning) (no learning)

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we introduced NITRO-D, the first framework to en-
able native integer-only training of deep CNNs. By design, NITRO-
D does not require a quantization scheme, completely eliminating
FP operations from both training and inference. The experimental
results demonstrate that NITRO-D significantly advances the state-
of-the-art by enabling the use of CNNs in this domain. Additionally,
extensive comparisons with FP training algorithms for DNNs indi-
cate that, despite its ability to consider integer-only operations on
training and inference, NITRO-D provides comparable classification
accuracies than FP baselines, while significantly lowering both mem-
ory demand and energy consumption.

NITRO-D has significant implications for deploying DNNs in
resource-constrained settings where FP arithmetic is unavailable.
This is particularly relevant for tiny machine learning applications
targeting low-end devices [30, 14] and for privacy-preserving ma-
chine learning based on homomorphic encryption [35, 6].

Future work will focus on three main directions. First, we plan
to enhance the framework’s efficiency by exploring further bit-width
reductions to optimize computational time, memory, and energy con-
sumption. Second, to narrow the performance gap with FP solutions,
we will explore improved integer-compatible optimizers with adap-
tive behaviors, refine the surrogate loss function to better approxi-
mate standard training objectives, and investigate learning rate sched-
ulers such as cosine annealing [25]. Finally, we will broaden valida-
tion by applying NITRO-D to a wider range of modern architectures
and deploying it in real-world tiny machine learning and privacy-
preserving applications to confirm its practical effectiveness.
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Appendix

A Data Pre-Processing

NITRO-D proposes a novel integer-only pre-processing technique
designed to transform an integer 2D input dataset X, such as images,
into an integer dataset X̂ with mean µ = 0 and standard deviation
σ = 64. This technique allows obtaining a Gaussian distribution of
the input data around the range of the int8 datatype, also align-
ing the input data to the operational range of the NITRO-ReLU. In
a Gaussian distribution, approximately 95% of the values lie within
two standard deviations from the mean. Therefore, a Gaussian dis-
tribution with µ = 0 and σ = 64 ensures that approximately 95%
of the values are contained in the interval [−127, 127], matching the
range of the int8 datatype. Given the challenges of computing the
standard deviation under integer arithmetic, NITRO-D uses the Mean
Absolute Deviation (MAD) ω as a measure of dispersion, as it in-
volves only simple operations that can be carried out effectively with
integers.

The first step involves centering the data by subtracting the mean.
Then, to obtain σ = 64 in the pre-processed data X̂, it is required to
multiply by 64 and then divide by σ. For Gaussian data, the MAD ω
can be derived as ω ≈ 0.8σ. Therefore, in NITRO-D this rescaling
is performed by multiplying the data by ⌊64 × 0.8⌋ = 51 and then
dividing by ω. Thus, the proposed normalization technique employs
the following operations:

µint =

⌊∑N
i=0 xi

N

⌋
,

ωint =

⌊∑N
i=0 |xi − µint|

N

⌋
,

x̂i =

⌊
(xi − µint)× 51

ωint

⌋
,

where xi represents the i-th element of the dataset X consisting of
N elements. Conversely, µint and ωint are the mean and MAD of
the dataset computed with integer-only arithmetic, and x̂i is the nor-
malized version of the i-th element.

Regarding the encoding of the target variable y, NITRO-D relies
on a custom version of one-hot encoding, which involves creating a
matrix of zeros and then setting to 32 the elements corresponding
to the correct class. This modification allows for greater flexibility
in the values that the gradient of the loss ∇Ll can take, given that
there are no integer values between 0 and 1 (and thus, a traditional
one-hot encoding would have significantly constrained the gradient’s
magnitude).

B Experiments Hyperparameters

This section details the full set of hyperparameters utilized to obtain
the results presented in Section 4, summarized in Table 6. A batch
size of 64 was used across all setups, and training was conducted for
150 epochs. Lastly, the learning rate was reduced by a factor of three
whenever the test accuracy reached a plateau.

Table 6. Hyperparameters used to obtain the results reported in Table 2
and Table 3. λfw

inv : weight decay rate of forward layers, λlr
inv : weight decay

rate of learning layers, dlr : number of input features of the learning layers,
pl: dropout rate of Integer Linear Blocks. The learning rate is set to
γinv = 512, and the dropout rate of Integer Conv2D Blocks is set to

pc = 0.0.

Architecture Dataset λfw
inv λlr

inv dlr pl
MLP 1 MNIST 12000 3000 - 0.00
MLP 2 FashionMNIST 10000 8000 - 0.00
MLP 3 MNIST 28000 5000 - 0.00
MLP 3 FashionMNIST 29000 6000 - 0.00
MLP 4 CIFAR-10 19000 7500 - 0.10

VGG8B MNIST 30000 3000 4096 0.00
VGG8B FashionMNIST 28000 3500 4096 0.10
VGG8B CIFAR-10 25000 3000 4096 0.15

VGG11B CIFAR-10 28000 4500 4096 0.00


