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Abstract
Mobile phones are the most ubiquitous end devices, gen-
erating vast amounts of human-authored data and serving
as the primary platform for end-side applications. As high-
quality public data for large language models (LLMs) ap-
proaches exhaustion, on-device fine-tuning provides an op-
portunity to leverage private user data while preserving
privacy. However, existing approaches are predominantly
simulation-based or rely on IoT devices and PCs, leaving com-
modity mobile phones largely unexplored. A key gap is the
absence of an open-source framework that enables practical
LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones. We present MobileFine-
Tuner, a unified open-source framework that enables end-to-
end LLM fine-tuning directly on commodity mobile phones.
MobileFineTuner is designed for efficiency, scalability, and
usability, supporting full-parameters fine-tuning (Full-FT)
and parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT). To address the
memory and energy limitations inherent to mobile phones,
we introduce system-level optimizations including parameter
sharding, gradient accumulation, and energy-aware compu-
tation scheduling. We demonstrate the practicality of Mo-
bileFineTuner by fine-tuning GPT-2, Gemma 3, and Qwen 2.5
on real mobile phones. Extensive experiments and ablation
studies validate the effectiveness of the proposed optimiza-
tions and establish MobileFineTuner as a viable foundation
for future research on on-device LLM training.
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1 Introduction
Large language models (LLMs), such as GPT [20], LLama [30]
and Gemma [10], have achieved remarkable success by train-
ing on massive public datasets. Nevertheless, recent analyses
suggest a growing concern that the supply of high-quality
human-generated public data may be exhausted between
2026 and 2032 [32]. Early signs of this scarcity are already
apparent: rather than actively collecting or generating new
data, an increasing number of studies rely on repackaging
existing datasets [35] or on synthetic corpora generated by
LLMs themselves [36]. This trend highlights a looming bot-
tleneck for LLM development, as scaling laws indicate that
model performance continues to improve with access to
larger and higher-quality training data [14], which synthetic
data may not fully replace.

Meanwhile, enormous amounts of valuable private-domain
data reside on end devices, especially on the billions of mo-
bile phones that people use in daily life [1]. This data - such
as personal communication logs, notes, and app interactions
- is highly relevant for personalization and downstream adap-
tation of LLMs [17]. However, transmitting such sensitive
data directly to a central server for fine-tuning raises se-
vere privacy concerns [12]. Such practices may conflict with
data protection regulations such as the General Data Pro-
tection Regulation (GDPR) [7] and often contradict user ex-
pectations, particularly in domains such as finance [39] and
healthcare [29].

To leverage private data while preserving privacy, recent
work has explored on-device federated LLM fine-tuning
[16, 42] and personalized LLM fine-tuning [24, 33]. These
approaches ensure that data remains on end devices during
training [9]. However, existing implementations are mostly
simulation-based, or they run on Internet-of-Things (IoT)
devices such as NVIDIA developer boards, or on personal
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computers (PCs). In contrast, commodity mobile phones,
which generate vast amounts of human-authored data, are
rarely used as practical platforms for LLM fine-tuning.

From a systems perspective, the main obstacle to enabling
LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones is the lack of a frame-
work that supports flexible and scalable training in mobile
environments. Popular LLM fine-tuning frameworks—such
as PyTorch or Hugging Face Transformers—rely heavily on
Python and native Linux/Windows runtimes [21, 38], mak-
ing them incompatible with mobile operating systems. More-
over, Mobile phones, in contrast, do not natively support
Python [23], which prevents these mature LLM fine-tuning
frameworks from being used on mobile devices, creating
a critical gap in the infrastructure necessary for on-device
LLM fine-tuning.
To bridge this gap, we presentMobileFineTuner, a uni-

fied open-source framework that enables practical LLM fine-
tuning directly on commodity mobile phones. MobileFine-
Tuner provides an end-to-end system that supports experi-
mentation with both algorithmic innovations and systems-
level challenges in on-device LLM training. MobilefineTuner
is designed around three key properties: efficiency, scala-
bility, and usability.
Efficiency. MobileFineTuner is developed entirely in C++
with a modular operator design that implements automatic
differentiation and full backpropagation natively on mobile
hardware. By avoiding Python runtimes, virtual machines
(VM), and external ML frameworks, the system achieves sub-
stantially lower runtime and memory overhead, enabling
practical LLMfine-tuning under the tight resource constraints
of mobile phones.
Scalability.MobileFineTuner supports multiple mainstream
LLM architectures and can be easily extended to new models
or downstream tasks through its modular operator interface.
The system enables both full-parameter fine-tuning (Full-FT)
and parameter-efficient fine-tuning (PEFT, e.g., LoRA), and
provides flexible interfaces for integrating custom training
strategies such as federated fine-tuning. This design makes
the framework scalable across model families, training algo-
rithms, and deployment settings.
Usability. MobilefineTuner is distributed as a standalone
package with simple high-level APIs that abstract away low-
level operator management and system complexity. This
design allows both researchers and developers to fine-tune
LLMs onmobile phones withminimal integration effort, facil-
itating rapid prototyping and practical mobile AI application
development.
While these properties make MobileFineTuner broadly

applicable, enabling LLM fine-tuning on mobile devices re-
quires addressing two fundamental hardware constraints:
limited memory capacity and strict energy budgets.
These constraints shape both the feasibility and performance

of on-device training and therefore motivate several system-
level optimizations in MobileFineTuner.
Memory optimization. MobileFineTuner combines two
complementary techniques to reduce peak RAM usage. First,
it uses a ZeRO-inspired parameter sharding mechanism that
offloads inactive parameters to disk. Second, it adopts gradi-
ent accumulation to divide large batches into micro-batches,
enabling stable forward and backward computation under
tight memory budgets.
Energy optimization. To handle mobile energy constraints,
MobileFineTuner includes an energy-aware computation
scheduler that adjusts computation frequency according to
battery level, reducing power draw during sustained fine-
tuning.

In summary, MobileFineTuner fills a critical gap in the cur-
rent on-device LLM ecosystem by enabling practical, privacy-
preserving, and resource-aware fine-tuning directly on com-
modity mobile devices. Our contributions are as follows:

• A unified framework for LLM fine-tuning on mo-
bile phones.We develop MobileFineTuner, an open-
source framework that enables practical end-to-end
Full-FT and PEFT of mainstream LLMs on commodity
mobile phones. We opensourse our framework at:
https://github.com/AndyLu666/MobileFineTuner .

• System-level techniques for overcoming mobile
memory and energy constraints.We design and in-
tegrate optimizations-including ZeRO-inspired param-
etern sharding, gradient accumulation, and an energy-
aware computation scheduler-that make LLM fine-
tuning feasible on mobile hardware.

• A comprehensive empirical study across models,
devices and data tasks.We validate MobilefineTuner
through extensive experiments and ablations, demon-
strating its effectiveness and performing ablations to
quantify the impact of the proposed memory and en-
ergy optimizations.

Roadmap: The roadmap of this paper is shown in Fig.1.
In Section 2, we discuss the background and related works.
In Section 3, we introduce MobileFineTuner, including its
framework and APIs, the processes for using Full-FT and
PEFT, and a comparison between MobileFineTuner and exist-
ing mature LLM implementation frameworks. In Section 4,
we present the built-in optimizations, including memory op-
timization and energy optimization. Sections 5 and 6 present
experimental validation.

2 Related Work
In this section, we review prior work related to LLM fine-
tuning from two perspectives. First, we discuss methods that
leverage private-domain data for on-device LLM fine-tuning,
examine the implementation setups they rely on, and analyze
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Figure 1: MobileFineTuner overview.

why they do not typically adopt mobile phones as target
platforms. Second, we review recent efforts that attempt to
enable LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones, analyzing their
implementation strategies and inherent limitations.

2.1 Leveraging Private-Domain Data for
on-device LLM Fine-Tuning

To leverage private-domain data for LLM fine-tuning, recent
works have proposed several approaches that allow data on
end devices to participate in the fine-tuning process while
preserving privacy by ensuring the data never leaves the
device. These methods can be broadly categorized into two
groups. The first is on-device federated LLM fine-tuning,
where models trained on multiple clients are aggregated by
a federated server to obtain a globally fine-tuned model. The
second is on-device personalized LLM fine-tuning, which
focuses on adapting LLMs to achieve better personalization
on a specific end device.

For on-device federated LLM fine-tuning, methods such as
FedIT [42], FLoRA [37], HeLoRA [8], HetLoRA [5], and PCFT-
LLM [33] investigate federated LoRA-based techniques to en-
able PEFT of LLMs across heterogeneous client devices. Sim-
ilarly, ME-SFL [4] and FlexP-SFL [41] explore split learning-
based solutions for federated LLM fine-tuning across dis-
tributed and heterogeneous edge systems.
For on-device personalized LLM fine-tuning, methods

such as MobiLLM [16] and PAE-MobiLLM [40] adopt side-
tuning strategies, where server-side resources assist mobile

or edge devices in adapting LLMs to local data distributions.
PocketLLM [22] proposes a memory-efficient fine-tuning
technique that relies only on forward propagation to sig-
nificantly reduce device memory usage. XPerT [34] studies
personalized LLM selection to better adapt models for dif-
ferent devices. SP-LLM [24] focuses on selecting the most
representative local data samples for efficient on-device fine-
tuning. Crayon [2] introduces an adapter-pool mechanism
that enables effective personalization with minimal addi-
tional computing overhead.
We summarize these works in Tab. 1, highlighting the

frameworks, implementation setups, and open-source avail-
ability. The comparison reveals a notable gap: although all of
these methods aim at enabling on-device LLM fine-tuning,
among the 13 surveyed works, 7 works (over half) rely on
simulation-based experiments, 4 works employ NVIDIA de-
veloper boards, SoCs, Raspberry Pis or PCs, while only 2
works (PocketLLM and XPerT) actually evaluate their meth-
ods on mobile phones. This raises a critical question: given
that mobile phones are the most ubiquitous end devices in
daily life, generating massive amounts of human-generated
data and serving as the primary target platform for most end-
side applications, why are they rarely used the mobile
phones as the actual implementation setup?
To answer this question, we first examine the implemen-

tation frameworks on which these works are based. Except
for two studies that utilize mobile phones (which will be dis-
cussed in Section 2.3), the remaining works rely on mature
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Table 1: Recent methods on leveraging private-domain data for LLM fine-tuning.

Method On-device Fine-tuning Target Based Framework Implementation Setup Open Source

FedIT [42]
√

Transformers and Huggingface PEFT Simulation
√

FLoRA [37]
√

PyTorch and Transformers Simulation
√

HeLoRA [8]
√

PyTorch and Flower Simulation
√

HetLoRA [5]
√

Not mentioned Simulation ×
PCFT-LLM [33]

√
PyTorch and Transformers Simulation

√

ME-SFL [4]
√

Not mentioned NVIDIA developer boards, SoCs and PCs ×
FlexP-SFL [41]

√
PyTorch NVIDIA developer boards and RasberryPi

√

MobiLLM [16]
√

PyTorch and Transformers NVIDIA developer boards and PCs ×
PAE-MobiLLM [40]

√
PyTorch and Transformers NVIDIA developer boards and PCs ×

PocketLLM [22]
√

PyTorch and Transformers by Termux (inefficiency due to the VM) Mobile Phones ×
XPerT [34]

√
ONNX Runtime Python API (high-cost offline development) Mobile Phones ×

SP-LLM [24]
√

Not mentioned Simulation ×
Crayon [2]

√
PyTorch and Huggingface PEFT Simulation ×

frameworks such as PyTorch [21], Hugging Face Transform-
ers [38], Hugging Face PEFT [18], and Flower [3]. A common
characteristic of these frameworks is that they are all Python-
based. These frameworks can be conveniently deployed on
operating systems that support Python, such as Linux and
Windows, and they have streamlined the LLM fine-tuning
process, allowing researchers and developers to readily reuse
packages for algorithmic development with minimal coding
effort.

However, mobile phones, such as those running Android,
do not natively support Python [23], which means the afore-
mentioned frameworks cannot be directly deployed. Cur-
rently, there is no unified framework for LLM fine-tuning on
mobile phones. As a result, implementing real-world LLM
fine-tuning on mobile phones requires significant effort from
researchers to develop thousands of lines of custom code.
This is why many studies opt for simulations or use devices
running Linux or Windows, rather than mobile phones. Con-
sequently, a significant portion of mobile phone scenarios
has been largely overlooked in practical implementations.
This gap motivated us to develop MobileFineTuner, a uni-
fied open-source framework for LLM fine-tuning on mobile
phones, providing researchers and developers with a flexible
platform for experimentation and further development.

2.2 Limitations of Existing Efforts on LLM
Fine-Tuning on Mobile Phones

Although some recent efforts such as PocketLLM and XPerT
have attempted to enable LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones,
they still face significant limitations:

• PocketLLM [22], proposed by OPPO, demonstrates
on-device LLMfine-tuning through forward-only prop-
agation, but it relies on Termux, a virtual machine (VM)
for Android. This means that Python code executed
on Termux must first be translated by the Termux
environment before it can run on the mobile phone

system. This introduces additional computational over-
head and leads to low efficiency under the constrained
resources of mobile phones.

• XPerT [34] achieves mobile LLM fine-tuning by first
converting models to ONNX and then using the ONNX
Python API to integrate them into an Android applica-
tion via Java. This workflow requires significant offline
development effort, and each new model or task ne-
cessitates building a separate application, making it
inconvenient, inflexible, and difficult to scale. Addi-
tionally, this approach demands that researchers or
developers possess multi-language development skills,
such as proficiency in both Python and Java.

Additionally, the implementation processes of both Pock-
etLLM and XPerT lack a unified framework and have not
been open-sourced, hindering other researchers from easily
reusing or extending them. As a result, the absence of a uni-
fied open-source framework to support LLM fine-tuning on
mobile phones creates a critical gap, which MobileFineTuner
is designed to address.

3 MobilFineTuner Framework
In this section, we first introduce the four-layer architecture
of MobileFineTuner, its functionalities, and corresponding
API interfaces in Section 3.1. Then, we describe its usage pro-
cess for full-parameter fine-tuning (Full-FT) and parameter-
efficient fine-tuning (PEFT) in Section 3.2.

3.1 Framemwork Details and APIs
To achieve high efficiency and fine-grained control suitable
for mobile phones, MobileFineTuner is implemented entirely
in C++. The framework employs a four-layer hierarchical
architecture, which separates low-level computational prim-
itives from high-level application logic. This design allows
higher-level modules to automatically invoke lower-layer
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functionalities, while also enabling researchers and devel-
opers to directly call specific APIs for algorithm prototyp-
ing, experimental exploration, or system-level customization.
The functionality and interfaces of each layer are as follows:

• Basic Layer: The Basic Layer constitutes the com-
putational foundation of the MobileFineTuner frame-
work. It provides core infrastructure including a uni-
fied tensor system tensor.h/cpp, operator implementa-
tions ops.h/cpp, automatic differentiation support back-
ward_functions.h/cpp, data type definitions dtype.h, de-
vice management device.h, and utility functions utils.h
/cpp. This layer ensures efficient tensor operations and
abstracts underlying hardware functions, forming the
essential building blocks upon which all higher-level
components rely.

• Intermediate Layer: Built atop the Basic Layer, the
Intermediate Layer implements commonly used neural
network components and PEFT extensions. It includes
the definitions of standard neural network layers such
as attention modules attention_layer.h/cpp, multilayer
perceptrons mlp.h/cpp, and embedding layers embed-
ding_layer.h/cpp, all derived from a base layer abstrac-
tion base_layer.h/cpp. LoRA adapters lora_ops.h/cpp,
lora_optimizer.h/cpp are also integrated to support PEFT
of LLMs. Additionally, it provides flexible functional
APIs also integrates functional.h for operator invoca-
tion, facilitating modular and experimental develop-
ment similar to the PyTorch.

• Abstract Layer: The Abstract Layer defines high-level
interfaces and abstractions for neural network mod-
eling. It includes module and layer interfaces mod-
ule.h, layers.h that standardize component behavior,
enabling modularity and extensibility across the frame-
work. This layer also encompasses optimizer imple-
mentations optimizer.h, adam.h, and related files in
optim/ and optimizers/ , responsible for parameter up-
dates based on gradient information during training.
By providing these abstractions, the Abstract Layer
bridges the gap between low-level computation and
complete model construction.

• Application Layer: The Application Layer represents
the highest level of the framework, responsible for con-
structing LLM architectures and executing end-to-end
tasks. It includes core Transformer components trans-
former_block.h, autoregressive_ops.h/cpp, kv_cache.h,
components.h/cpp and model definition/loading utili-
ties {model_name}.h, model_loader.h under model/ and
models/ . By leveraging modules from the lower layers,
this layer enables complete model training, fine-tuning,
and inference.

3.2 Usage Process for Full-FT and PEFT
In terms of fine-tuning capabilities, MobileFineTuner sup-
ports both Full-FT and PEFT. Full-FT enables research on
novel fine-tuning paradigms, such as secondary develop-
ment for implementing federated split fine-tuning. For PEFT,
we support LoRA fine-tuning, which is currently the most
widely used parameter-efficient method for LLM fine-tuning.
Users can invoke these functionalities via high-level APIs, in
a manner similar to PyTorch. The usage processes for Full-FT
and PEFT (LoRA) are illustrated below.

Listing 1: Simplified Full-FT Usage Code
1 void train(DataLoader& data_loader) {
2 for (int epoch = 0; epoch < config_.max_epochs; ++epoch) {
3 float total_loss = 0.0f;
4 for (int step = 0; step < config_.steps_per_epoch; ++step) {
5 // Load a batch of data
6 auto [input_ids, targets] = data_loader.get_batch(config_.

batch_size);
7 // Forward pass
8 auto logits = model_->forward(input_ids);
9 auto loss = model_->compute_loss(logits, targets);
10 // Backward pass
11 optimizer_->zero_grad(); // Reset gradients
12 loss->backward(); // Automatic differentiation
13 optimizer_->step(); // Update model parameters
14 total_loss += loss->item<float>();
15 }
16 }
17 }

• Full-FT process: During the Full-FT process, users can
invoke MobileFineTuner through a concise high-level
API, as shown in Listing 1. The process begins by defin-
ing a DataLoader that provides training batches, ini-
tializing the model and optimizer objects, and then
executing the train() function. Within each training
iteration, the framework sequentially performs the
forward pass model_→forward(), loss computation
model_→compute_loss(), backward propagation loss→
backward(), and parameter update optimizer_→step().
This design enables researchers to conduct on-device
LLM fine-tuning using a PyTorch-like interface.

• PEFT (LoRA) process: MobileFineTuner defines a mod-
ular LoRA-based architecture that replaces standard
layers within the self-attention module and constructs
corresponding components, including LoRALinear , Lo-
RAAttention, and LoRATransformerBlock. Users can
conveniently perform LoRA fine-tuning by specifying
a configuration object LoRAFinetuneConfig, loading
pretrained LLM parameters, and invoking the unified
LoRAFinetune interface to enable PEFT.

MobileFineTuner supports both input and output in down-
loadable model formats from Hugging Face, such as ".bin"
and ".safetensor". This allows researchers and developers
to directly download pretrained LLMs without the need
for format conversion. Furthermore, the fine-tuned model
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Table 2: Comparison of MobileFineTuner with LLM Implementation Frameworks (Opt. refers to Optimization; "
√
"

indicates support, "×" indicates no support, and "⃝" indicates ongoing development)

Framework LLM
Support

Inference
on Server

Inference
on Mobile

Fine-Tuning
on Server

Fine-Tuning
on Mobile

PEFT
Support

Quantization
Support

Built-in
Memory Opt.

Built-in
Energy Opt.

PyTorch
√ √ × √ × × √ × ×

Hugging Face Transformers
√ √ × √ × √ × × ×

Hugging Face PEFT
√ √ × √ × √ × × ×

Flower
√ √ × √ × × × × ×

Llama.cpp
√ √ √ × × × √ √ ×

MobileFineTuner (Ours)
√ √ √ √ √ √ ⃝ √ √

is also output in ".bin" or ".safetensor" format, enabling di-
rect integration with libraries such as PyTorch and Hugging
Face Transformers. This ensures compatibility with existing
frameworks and facilitates seamless integration for joint use.

3.3 Comparison with Mature Frameworks
for LLM Implementation

In this section, we compare our MobileFineTuner with exist-
ing mature frameworks. In the context of LLM implementa-
tion, widely recognized frameworks include PyTorch, Hug-
ging Face Transformers, Hugging Face PEFT, Flower, and
Llama.cpp. These frameworks have gained popularity due to
their efficiency, scalability, multi-model support, and ease of
use for development and research. Their key characteristics
and technical details are summarized as follows:

• PyTorch [21]: A Python-based deep learning frame-
work that provides flexible tensor computation and
automatic differentiation. PyTorch supports general
model training and inference but does not natively pro-
vide mobile phone deployment or built-in system-level
optimizations.

• Hugging Face Transformers [38]: Built on top of
PyTorch, this Python library specializes in transformer-
based models, offering pre-trained LLMs and stream-
lined pipelines for both inference and fine-tuning. It
simplifies model handling and supports multiple LLM
architectures, but it is limited to environments that
support Python, such as Linux or Windows servers.

• Hugging Face PEFT [18]: A Python-based library fo-
cused on PEFT for LLMs, such as LoRA and adapters.
While it reduces the computational cost of fine-tuning
and enables flexible algorithmic experimentation, it is
designed for server-side execution and does not sup-
port mobile devices directly.

• Flower1 [3]: A Python-based federated learning frame-
work that orchestrates federated model training across

1Flower does not currently support LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones. It
allows Python-based LLM fine-tuning on servers and supports federated
learning of traditional models on mobile devices. The mobile SDK is still
under development and the updated version has not yet been released.

multiple clients. Flower enables federated LLM train-
ing on server and edge devices that support Python,
but it does not natively provide on-device LLM fine-
tuning for mobile phones or built-in optimizations.

• Llama.cpp [11]: A C++ framework designed for effi-
cient inference of LLMs on edge devices such as mobile
phones. It integrates quantization and other device-
side optimizations, achieving high efficiency without
relying on Python. However, Llama.cpp focuses exclu-
sively on inference and does not support LLM fine-
tuning.

The features of these mature frameworks are summarized
in Tab. 2. It is evident that none of them support LLM fine-
tuning directly on mobile phones. In contrast, MobileFine-
Tuner not only enables fine-tuning on mobile devices but
also integrates the functionalities provided by existing frame-
works, including support for multiple LLM architectures,
inference on both servers and mobile phones, server-side
fine-tuning, PEFT support, and built-in system optimizations
such as memory optimization, and energy optimization. By
combining these features into a streamlined package, Mobile-
FineTuner allows researchers and developers to implement
LLMs with minimal overhead and reduced development ef-
fort, facilitating both experimentation and practical deploy-
ment.

4 Built-in Optimizations
MobileFineTuner identifies two central challenges for LLM
fine-tuning on mobile phones:memory limitations (RAM)
and energy constraints. On the memory side, a “rule-of-
thumb” estimate suggests that 16 GB of RAM is required
per 1 billion parameters for FP16 training [19], with the re-
quirement doubling for FP32 training . In contrast, typical
mobile phones in 2025 are equipped with only 4-16 GB of
RAM [31], making memory capacity a major bottleneck for
LLM fine-tuning on mobile phones. On the energy side, con-
tinuous forward and backward passes over large models im-
pose sustained computational loads, resulting in significant
power consumption and accelerated battery drain. Since mo-
bile devices typically rely on relatively small battery packs
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Figure 2: ZeRO-inspired parameters sharding.

(e.g., 3000–5000 mAh) and must simultaneously support reg-
ular user activities, performing LLM fine-tuning on mobile
phones without energy optimization would severely degrade
the overall user experience.

In this section, we propose several built-in optimizations
specifically designed for fine-tuning LLMs on mobile phones,
which can be directly invoked by users. Section 4.1 presents
our memory optimization techniques, covering parameters
sharding and gradients accumulation, while Section 4.2 in-
troduces our energy optimization strategy.

4.1 Memory Optimization
4.1.1 ZeRO-inspired parameters sharding. Considering the
limited RAM on mobile phones and the relatively large disk
storage available (often in the hundreds of GBs), it is crucial
to offload some of the fine-tuning process to disk to alleviate
the pressure on RAM. Therefore, MobileFineTuner imple-
ments a parameter sharding mechanism to optimize RAM
usage during the fine-tuning process.
The core design is inspired by the ZeRO-3 (Zero Redun-

dancy Optimizer) principle [26], but is re-engineered for
single-device execution on mobile phones. Instead of main-
taining a complete copy of all parameters in RAM, Mobile-
FineTuner partitions the model parameters into multiple
contiguous segments and loads only the active segment re-
quired for the current forward or backward pass, as shown
in Fig. 2. Once a segment becomes inactive, it is promptly
offloaded to disk storage to release RAM resources.

Furthermore, we have developed a real-time memory man-
agement module to dynamically clear memory redundancy
caused by reading or offloading parameter shards2. During
computation, MobileFineTuner also maintains an efficient
mapping table that tracks the physical location and state of
each parameter shard, ensuring seamless parameter swap-
ping and uninterrupted model training without redundant
recomputation.

2Python has an automatic memory management system, whereas Mobile-
FineTuner based on C++ requires real-time monitoring of memory usage
and release to prevent memory leaks.

Figure 3: Energy-aware dynamic computation schedul-
ing.

4.1.2 Gradients accumulation. During fine-tuning, both for-
ward activations and backward gradients consume a signifi-
cant amount of memory. While smaller batch sizes reduce
memory usage, they also result in gradient updates derived
from fewer samples, leading to higher noise and greater
fluctuations during training. Conversely, larger batch sizes
lead to more stable model updates but increase memory us-
age [15].
To address this, MobileFineTuner incorporates gradient

accumulation, which effectively balances memory usage and
training stability. The approach works by breaking a single
large-batch update into multiple micro-batches for forward
and backward propagations. Gradients are accumulated, and
a single optimizer update is performed afterward, achieving
training stability similar to that of a large batch with the
memory requirements of a micro-batch.

4.2 Energy Optimization
MobileFineTuner proposes an energy-aware dynamic compu-
tation scheduling method to optimize energy consumption
during fine-tuning of LLMs on mobile phones. Given the
typical usage patterns of smartphones, this method aims
to reduce the computation frequency of LLM fine-tuning
under conditions of low battery, thereby alleviating the com-
putational load on the phone and ensuring a better user
experience.

We have integrated a PowerMonitor that tracks the mobile
phone’s battery percentage during fine-tuning. The Pow-
erMonitor performs checks every 𝐾 fine-tuning steps. As
shown in Fig. 3, when the battery percentage drops below
a user-defined threshold 𝜇, the computation frequency is
dynamically adjusted, reducing it by a percentage 𝜌 . Both
𝐾 , 𝜇 and 𝜌 are configurable hyperparameters, allowing the
system to be adapted to various use cases. The frequency
adjustment is implemented by introducing a sleep delay at
each fine-tuning step, ensuring that the computational pro-
cess is dynamically managed to balance energy efficiency
with system performance.

5 Implementation
In this section, we provide the implementation details of Mo-
bileFineTuner for our common evaluation, including device
setup, models support, and data tasks.
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Table 3: Device Specifications

Device Name OS CPU Model RAM Size Disk Size

Google Pixel 8 Android 14.0 Google Tensor G3 8 GB 128 GB
Google Pixel 7 Pro Android 13.0 Google Tensor G2 12 GB 256 GB
Google Pixel 8 Pro Android 14.0 Google Tensor G3 12 GB 256 GB
MacBookAir 2023 macOS Sequoia 15.6.1 Apple M2 16GB 512GB

5.1 Device Setup
5.1.1 Framework compilation. MobileFineTuner supports all
mobile devices running Android 10+ (API level 29+). The
framework offers two compilation methods3: the first in-
volves server-side NDK compilation followed by uploading
the compiled project to the mobile device via ADB (Android
Debug Bridge4); the second method places the source code
directly on the mobile device and compiles it on mobile
phone via ADB. Once the compilation is complete, users can
upload the model and dataset, configure the necessary run-
time parameters, and execute the compiled binary to initiate
the fine-tuning process. This entire workflow eliminates the
need for additional development efforts from the user.

5.1.2 Metrics observer. MobileFineTuner includes a built-in
metrics observer that logs key statistics at each step, includ-
ing step number, training loss, testing loss, testing perplexity
(PPL) / accuracy, RSS (Resident Set Size), and power con-
sumption. Below is an explanation of the observers for RSS
and power consumption:

• RSS is a crucial memory metric that indicates the ac-
tual amount of RAM used by a process. It is calculated
by summing the private memory used by the process
and the memory occupied by shared libraries. RSS
represents the total physical memory consumed by a
process, including its code, data, heap, and stack. Mo-
bileFineTuner retrieves RSS information by calling the
dumpsys procstats command, which provides memory
usage statistics for running processes.

• Power consumption is measured using the built-in
PowerMonitor, which interacts with Android’s Bat-
teryStatsService. Our PowerMonitor acquires power
consumption data by reading the Android kernel’s
power configuration files, power_profile.xml.

5.1.3 Device specifications for our common evaluation.

5.1.4 Device specifications for our common evaluation. For
our common evaluation, we selected four devices, including
three Android smartphones and one laptop, as listed in Tab.3.
The specifications are summarized as follows:

3The first one is recommended for faster performance.
4ADB is a versatile tool that enables direct communication with the device’s
backend, allowing operations via shell-like commands, thus simplifying the
process for users.

Figure 4: Loss of Full-FT on GPT2-127M@WikiText-2.

• Google Pixel 8: The Pixel 8 runs Android 14.0 and
is equipped with the Google Tensor G3 processor. It
features 8 GB of RAM and 128 GB of internal storage.

• Google Pixel 7 Pro: The Pixel 7 Pro operates on An-
droid 13.0 and is powered by the Google Tensor G2
chipset. It includes 12 GB of RAM and 256 GB of stor-
age, offering higher memory capacity suitable for more
demanding workloads.

• Google Pixel 8 Pro: The Pixel 8 Pro runs Android 14.0
and is also built with the Google Tensor G3 processor.
With 12 GB of RAM and 256 GB of storage, it serves as a
high-performance Android platform for computation-
intensive evaluation tasks.

• MacBook Air 2023: The MacBook Air is equipped
withmacOS Sequoia 15.6.1 and the AppleM2 processor.
It features 16 GB of RAM and a 512 GB SSD. We in-
clude this device to evaluate the one-server finetuning
capability and cross-platform adaptability of Mobile-
FineTuner. In addition, theMacBook Air can effectively
support the finetuning of relatively large-scale models
due to its ability to extend usable memory through
ROM virtualization as supplementary RAM.

5.2 Models
Unlike inference, fine-tuning requires significantly more
memory and computational resources—often several times
more than inference. Consequently, large models with exten-
sive parameters are impractical on mobile devices, as they
would exceed the capabilities of most mobile phones.

Thus, we have focused on models specifically designed for
deployment on resource-constrained devices. The models
selected for our evaluation include: GPT2-small-124M, GPT2-
medium-355M [25], Qwen2.5-0.5B [28], Gemma3-270M, and
Gemma3-1B [27]. The fine-tuning processes for these models
have already been integrated as examples within MobileFine-
Tuner, enabling users to run them directly without additional
development. For other models, we plan to gradually update
the examples. For user-defined models, users can also make
adjustments as needed, requiring only minor modifications
to the high-level functions (such as adjusting the tokenizer
to suit their specific model).
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Table 4: System Metrics of each device on WikiText-2
Tasks with MobileFineTuner

Model Devices Peak RSS (MB) Average RSS (MB)

GPT2-124M

MacBookAir 2023 4058 1920
Pixel 8 4066 1935

Pixel 7 Pro 4059 1928
Pixel 8 Pro 4061 1925

GPT2-355M

MacBookAir 2023 8863 2712
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro 8966 2764
Pixel 8 Pro 8878 2753

Qwen2.5-0.5B

MacBookAir 2023 6111 2986
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro 6132 2988
Pixel 8 Pro 6125 3002

Gemma3-270M

MacBookAir 2023 10810 4183
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro - -
Pixel 8 Pro - -

Gemma3-1B

MacBookAir 2023 25432 10911
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro - -
Pixel 8 Pro - -

5.3 Datasets
For our common evaluation, we validate the effectiveness of
MobileFineTuner under two types of data tasks:

• TextGenerationTask:We use theWikiText-2 dataset
[6] which consists of approximately 2 million tokens,
sourced from a subset of Wikipedia articles. We fine-
tune the large models on this dataset and observe their
PPL, which measures the model’s ability to predict the
next word in a sequence.

• Text-based Question Answering Task: We use the
MMLU (Massive Multitask Language Understanding)
dataset [13], a comprehensive benchmark designed to
evaluate models on 57 diverse tasks across various do-
mains, including history, science, literature, and more.
For this task, we input both the question and answer
options into the model, and the model generates a re-
sponse. The predicted answer is then extracted from
the model’s output, and the model’s accuracy is evalu-
ated by comparing the predicted answer to the correct
answer.

6 Framework Evaluation
In this section, we present the common evaluation of Mo-
bileFineTuner, which is divided into two parts. The first part
is the base evaluation, which evaluates Full-FT and PEFT
(LoRA) on mainstream LLMs. The second part focuses on

Table 5: SystemMetrics of each device on MMLU Tasks
with MobileFineTuner

Model Devices Peak RSS (MB) Average RSS (MB)

GPT2-124M

MacBookAir 2023 3722 3708
Pixel 8 3733 3709

Pixel 7 Pro 3729 3715
Pixel 8 Pro 3732 3712

GPT2-355M

MacBookAir 2023 7418 5627
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro 7425 5631
Pixel 8 Pro 7431 5629

Qwen2.5-0.5B

MacBookAir 2023 9557 8046
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro 9558 8045
Pixel 8 Pro 9562 8056

Gemma3-270M

MacBookAir 2023 7349 6185
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro 7358 6188
Pixel 8 Pro 7369 6196

Gemma3-1B

MacBookAir 2023 10208 5696
Pixel 8 - -

Pixel 7 Pro - -
Pixel 8 Pro - -

validating the built-in optimizations through ablation stud-
ies.

6.1 Base Evaluation
6.1.1 Full-FT.
Settings. To evaluate the feasibility of MobileFineTuner’s
Full-FT capability, we conduct full finetuning on GPT2-small-
124M using the WikiText-2 dataset. We choose this compact
model because Full-FT imposes substantial memory pres-
sure, and only such small models can be executed on mobile
phones. All experiments are performed on a Google Pixel 8
Pro device. In our configuration, we set the sequence length
to 128, use a batch size of 8, and adopt a learning rate of
1e-5 to ensure stable optimization under mobile resource
constraints.
Results. The results are presented in Figure 4, where we
compare the loss trajectories and PPL values produced by
MobileFineTuner with those obtained from the PyTorch im-
plementation. As finetuning progresses, the loss curve of
MobileFineTuner decreases steadily until convergence, con-
sistent with the behavior observed in PyTorch. Likewise,
the PPL values also exhibit a monotonic decline during the
training process. It is important to note that this comparison
with PyTorch is not intended to demonstrate performance
superiority; PyTorch runs on a server-side Python environ-
ment, whereas MobileFineTuner executes Full-FT directly
on mobile phones. Instead, the alignment between the two
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Table 6: Fine-tuning Metrics of PEFT (LoRA) with MobileFineTuner

Settings Fine-tuning Metrics

Model Data task Final Fine-tuning Loss Accuracy (%) PPL
MobileFineTuner PyTorch MobileFineTuner PyTorch MobileFineTuner PyTorch

GPT2-124M WikiText2 2.62(+/-0.2) 3.54(+/-0.3) - - 11.79 25.77
GPT2-355M WikiText2 2.27(+/-0.1) 3.25(+/-0.1) - - 8.20 18.08
Qwen2.5-0.5B WikiText2 3.93(+/-0.2) 3.02(+/-0.1) - - 20.10 20.50
Gemma3-270M WikiText2 3.03(+/-0.2) 3.08(+/-0.2) - - 20.74 21.68
Gemma3-1B WikiText2 2.62(+/-0.2) 2.61(+/-0.2) - - 13.77 11.56

GPT2-124M MMLU 1.38(+/-0.05) 1.39(+/-0.05) 23.53 25.45 3.88 4.00
GPT2-355M MMLU 1.35(+/-0.1) 1.37(+/-0.1) 29.18 30.06 3.89 3.87
Qwen2.5-0.5B MMLU 1.70(+/-0.1) 1.65(+/-0.1) 37.12 40.28 3.95 3.82
Gemma3-270M MMLU 1.33(+/-0.2) 1.45(+/-0.2) 26.72 25.16 3.81 4.28
Gemma3-1B MMLU 1.48(+/-0.1) 1.46(+/-0.1) 39.02 41.47 3.40 3.20

Figure 5: Loss of PEFT on Different Tasks.

results serves to validate the correctness and reliability of
our Full-FT implementation.

6.1.2 PEFT(LoRA).
Settings. We evaluate PEFT performance on five models
across two datasets, resulting in a total of ten tasks. For each
task, we apply a unified configuration, setting the sequence
length to 128 and the batch size to 8. The LoRA hyperparam-
eters are fixed as follows: a rank of 8, an alpha of 32, and a
dropout rate of 0.1. We adopt a learning rate of 2e-4 for all
experiments. To ensure a fair comparison, both the PyTorch
baseline and MobileFineTuner are executed under identical
experimental settings. We attempt to run all finetuning tasks

on all available devices to assess cross-device consistency
and robustness.
Results 1 – System Metrics. Tables 4 and 5 report the sys-
tem metrics of each device while executing MobileFineTuner
on tasks from WikiText-2 and MMLU, respectively. For each
model-task combination, we record the Peak RSS and Av-
erage RSS during fine-tuning. A dash (“-”) indicates that
the task could not be executed due to insufficient memory,
resulting in a crash or termination.
As observed, the ability to perform a task is determined

primarily by the Peak RSS relative to the available memory
of the device. On Android devices, system processes occupy
a portion of the RAM, so even if the recorded Peak RSS is
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Figure 6: PPL of PEFT on Different Tasks.

below the total physical memory, tasks may still fail. For
instance, the Qwen2.5-0.5B model on WikiText-2 exhibits a
Peak RSS of 6111 MB; however, this exceeds the available
memory on the Pixel 8 (8 GB), causing the process to crash. In
contrast, the MacBook Air 2023, equipped with macOS and
support for virtual memory, can execute all tasks regardless
of model size.
Results 2 – Fine-tuning Metrics. For each task, we report
the average fine-tuning metrics across all devices that were
able to complete the full fine-tuning process. The results are
presented in Table 6.We focus on the final fine-tuning loss, as
well as the model’s accuracy after convergence (for MMLU)
and perplexity (PPL, for WikiText-2). For comparison, we
also report results obtained using the same parameters on
PyTorch running on a server.

As shown in Table 6,MobileFineTuner achieves fine-tuning
results that are comparable to PyTorch, demonstrating that
on-device LoRA fine-tuning on mobile phones can produce
outcomes similar to server-side training. This validates the
effectiveness and correctness of MobileFineTuner for practi-
cal on-device fine-tuning. For instance, the PPL and final loss
values for WikiText-2 and the accuracy metrics for MMLU
are closely aligned with those obtained using PyTorch, indi-
cating that MobileFineTuner can faithfully replicate standard
training behavior on mobile phones.
We further illustrate the fine-tuning process in Figures 5

and 6, which show the evolution of the model’s fine-tuning
loss and PPL over training steps. While the convergence
speed occasionally varies—sometimes MobileFineTuner con-
verges faster, other times PyTorch does—the overall trends

Figure 7: Average RSS w/ or w/o Parameters Sharding.

and the final converged values are nearly identical. This con-
sistency provides additional evidence of the reliability and
effectiveness of our framework.

6.2 Evaluation of Built-in Optimizations
6.2.1 Parameters Sharding.
Settings. To evaluate the effectiveness of parameter sharding
in reducing memory consumption, we conduct experiments
on the WikiText-2 dataset with GPT2-small, GPT2-medium,
Gemma3-270M, and Gemma3-1B for PEFT. The experimental
settings includes a batch size of 8, sequence length of 128,
LoRA rank of 8, LoRA alpha of 16, and a learning rate of
2e-4. For each model, we measure the average RSS during
fine-tuning with and without parameter sharding.
Results. Figure 7 presents the average RSS observed during
PEFT for GPT2-small, GPT2-medium, Gemma3-270M, and
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Table 7: Fine-tuning Metrics on Different Gradients Ac-
cumulation Steps on Gemma3-270M@WikiText- 2.

Methods Convergence Steps Final Loss Final PPL

b4a2 1219 3.37 29.27
b2a4 1218 3.22 25.24
b1a8 1218 3.28 26.79

Figure 8: Gradients Accumulation on Gemma3-
270M@WikiText-2.

Gemma3-1B, both with and without parameters sharding. As
shown, parameters sharding consistently reduces memory
usage across all models. For instance, the average RSS for
GPT2-small decreases from 1,945 MB without sharding to
1,631 MB with sharding, and GPT2-medium decreases from
3,603MB to 3,462MB. Similarly, Gemma3-270M reduces from
5,060 MB to 4,719 MB, and Gemma3-1B from 11,448 MB to
10,782 MB. These results demonstrate that the parameters
sharding effectively mitigates memory consumption during
fine-tuning.

6.2.2 Gradients Accumulation.
Settings. To evaluate the effectiveness of gradient accumula-
tion, we perform PEFT fine-tuning with the Gemma3-270M
model on the WikiText-2 dataset. The experimental settings
include a total batch size of 8, sequence length of 128, LoRA
rank of 8, LoRA alpha of 16, and a learning rate of 2e-4.
We vary the gradient accumulation steps across 2, 4, and
8, corresponding to splitting the total batch size of 8 into
micro-batches of sizes 4, 2, and 1, respectively. These con-
figurations are denoted as b4a2, b2a4, and b1a8, where “b”
indicates the micro-batch size and “a” indicates the number
of accumulation steps.
Results. The results of gradient accumulation are illustrated
in Fig. 8, with the corresponding convergence steps, final
loss, and final PPL reported in Table 7. As shown in the fig-
ure, increasing the number of gradient accumulation steps
significantly reduces memory usage (as reflected in the peak
and average RSS) while maintaining training stability. Impor-
tantly, the total number of steps required for convergence
remains essentially unchanged across configurations, and
the final loss and PPL show negligible differences. These

Figure 9: Loss with Computation Scheduling.

results demonstrate that gradient accumulation effectively
mitigates memory pressure without compromising model
performance or training efficiency on mobile devices.

6.2.3 Computation Scheduling.
Settings. We perform PEFT to validate the energy-aware
computation scheduling mechanism using Qwen 2.5-0.5 on
the WikiText-2 dataset. The experimental settings include a
batch size of 8, sequence length of 128, LoRA rank of 8, LoRA
alpha of 16, and a learning rate of 2e-4. Experiments were
conducted on the Pixel 8 Pro, with wall-clock time recorded
at each step. We set 𝐾 = 1, 𝜇 = 60% and 𝜌 = 50%.
Results. The experimental results are shown in Fig.9. At step
53, approximately 4 hours in, the battery level dropped below
the 60% threshold. As a result, the computation frequency
was reduced from 0.081 hour/step to 0.164 hour/step, thereby
extending the smartphone’s usage time.

7 Conclusion
In this paper, we presented MobileFineTuner, the first uni-
fied open-source framework that enables practical large lan-
guage model (LLM) fine-tuning directly on commodity mo-
bile phones. MobileFineTuner addresses fundamental system
challenges—particularly limited memory capacity and strict
energy budgets—through a set of novel system-level opti-
mizations, including parameter sharding, gradient accumula-
tion, and energy-aware computation scheduling. Our design
demonstrates that on-device LLM fine-tuning is not only fea-
sible but can be performed efficiently across multiple model
architectures and training configurations. Beyond its imple-
mentation, MobileFineTuner provides new insights into the
behavior of large-model training under mobile hardware
constraints and establishes a foundation for future research
on resource-aware, privacy-preserving on-device learning.
Looking forward, we plan to extend MobileFineTuner to sup-
port heterogeneous mobile platforms and hardware acceler-
ators, and to explore integrating federated and collaborative
LLM fine-tuning across mobile devices. We believe Mobile-
FineTuner opens a promising new direction for mobile sys-
tems research by enabling large-scale learning capabilities
to move closer to user data and end devices.
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