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White Rabbit Motivations

Synchronization of multi-nodes through an Ethernet 

network with no distance limitation

Delivering a clock and time tagging with a precision and 

accuracy better than the current system 

Auto calibration system & automatic system adjustment 

(phase and delay)

Accuracy & precision better of one order of magnitude 

compared to current system (GPSIPPP ~3ns)



WhiteRabbit implementation example :
Accelerator Master oscillator distribution

The issue :

⚫ Clock phase stability

⚫ Real-timed communication system : tight time constraints

⚫ Long distances between nodes : long transmission delays

⚫ Numbers of nodes : several hundred

Current system require thermostatically controlled fibers for clock 

distribution

2  networks : Synchro, data



WhiteRabbit implementation example :
Radio astronomy synchro distribution



White Rabbit principle : Enhanced Ethernet

An extension of Ethernet which provides :

Synchronous mode (Syn-E) – common clock for 

physical layer in entire network, allowing for precise 

time and frequency transfer

Deterministic routing latency – a guarantee that packet 

transmission delay between two stations will never 

exceed a certain boundary.

Technology overview

Precision Time Protocole (IEEE1588)

Synchronous Ethernet

DDMTD Phase tracking (Digital Dual Mixer Domain) …

Off the shelf WR system performance

Accuracy : 200ps



Low phase noise WR -PTP : IDROGEN board

High performance WR low jitter

Expertise from SYRTE for clock & 

qualification

Design & realization by IJCLAB

Firmware by Nancay Observatory

TCA 4.0 standard, double width full-size

Stand-alone mode

VITA57.1 (FMC slot)

160 single-ended I/Os (80 LVDS) and/or 

up to 10 serial transceivers in a 40 x 10 

configuration

Full WhiteRabbit compliant enhance node
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Pulse Per Second : IDROGEN

Pulse Per Second 2 IDROGEN board

25m & 125m of optic fiber

⚫ ~50ps of dispersion of the PPS with calibration
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R & T timed

WR integration in a crate (µTCA , ..)

Improvement of the WR performance

Hardware simplification
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Conclusion

The White Rabbit is a very powerful protocol

It’s real technological breakthrough  

But not very simple to uses and to implemented

To go below the ns it’s mandatory to began expert. 

⚫The more precision increases the more experience is required

The R & T timed will offer simpler use solution for current accuracy

A new promising development expected to achieve fento second of 

accuracy

More technical details will be deliver during DAQ session
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R&T IN2P3 THINK
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Challenges in the field

Challenge: Real-time data reduction to 

avoid disk storage (very expensive):

➔ Embedded algorithms in decision nodes

➔ Optimize processing (classifications, 

Prediction, Selection)

➔ Use a mixed GPU, MPPA, FPGA

▌ LHCb – 2032 ~2000 Exabytes/year

▌ ATLAS+CMS 2027 ~ 260 Exabytes/year

▌ Square Kilometers Array – 2030 ~ 30000 EB/year

▌ 2021 global Ethernet Dataflow ~2800 EB/year

▌ DataStream before storage

▌ LHCb – 2032 ~500TB/s

▌ ATLAS+CMS 2027 ~ 20-40 TB/s

▌ Forecast cost of storing data to disk (Annual)

▌ LHCb – 2032 ~2,5 Billions of €

▌ ATLAS+CMS 2027 ~ 325 Millions of €

• Use powerfull hardware component 

to compute ML Model

• And deploy them in ours instruments
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WHAT WE COULD DO WITH ML
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Embedded AI: 2 technologies

CPU
Additional

computing

architecture

Edge AI Responsive

-- Based on software programmation

MMPA

GPU

FPGA – SOM-

PU designed for AI(TPU, KPU…)

CPU

Calculation 

implemented in a 

dedicated hardware 

solution

-- based on hardware functions dedicated to 

calculations without software (matrix 

calculation)

ASIC

Neuromorphic Circuit

FPGA 
1 Pilot current industrial developments

2 In Progress

Spatial Accelerators = Fully Firmware(~100µs to several second )

(~10ns to several 10µs )
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THINK Technologies Selection

NMC

MPPA

DE10-Agilex

VCK190

nVidia

ZCU102, 

ZCU104

https://think.in2p3.fr/
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Embedded approach: a question of optimization

NN : model with a huge

number of parameters

Hardware:

Create a model which fit inside FPGA

FPGA ressources Management

Pruning:

To reduce the number of parameters

Quantification:

To optimize parameters size (number of bit) in function of 

performances

Conversion computer model inside hardware with low

latency and minimum of resources

To optimize the network in term of performances (precision) 

and hardware use ratio.
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Methodology of design

INPUT DATA 

LIBRARY

DATA ANALYSIS 

(Preparatory phase)

MACHINE LEARNING 

– MODEL CREATION – 

LEARNING PHASE:

TensorFlow-Keras, PyTorch

WEIGHT MODEL

WEIGHT FORMAT 

CONVERSION

WEIGHT COMPRESSION

FPGA CODE GENERATIONSCORING WITH DATA SET

SYNTHESIS & 

VALIDATION in real 

environment

OWEN DAQ SYSTEM

SYSTEM INTEGRATION

VALIDATION WITH R2D2 

DETECTOR

P
R

U
N

IN
G

High Level SynthesisVHDL description

ML Tools

QKERAS

TF/PyTorch

pruning

tools

HLS4ML

FiNN/Brevitas

Conifer

HLS …

Example



20

Solution Comparaison: AI Challenges (F. Magniette LLR )

DNN
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Result with Xilinx FPGA: Spatial Accelerators (F. Druillole, LP2iB, A. Ducheix, enseirb) 

• Zynq + HLS4ML: io_parallel / io_stream /Reusefactor / Resource / Latency

ARTY-Z7 CH1 ARTY Z7 CH3
ARTY Z7 CH3 

Optimisé
ZCU102 CH3 CH4

ZCU102 CH4

Qbit<16,2>
ZCU102 CH5

ZCU102 CH7

Optim 

Ressource

ZCU102 CH7

Optim 

Latence

ARTY Z7 CH7

Optim HLS 

Stream

Nombre de cellules 16 25801 25801 25801 658951 658951 156951 156951 156951 156951

Horloge de reference 4,166ns 9,408ns 9,408ns 4,396ns 4,369ns 4,369ns 4,369ns 4,028ns 9,410ns

Temps de latence 70ns 19,804us 19,804us 2,510us 5,510us 5,510us 10,010us 10,015us 141us

BRAM 0% 41% 8% 6% 36% 18% 9% 15% 72%

DSP48E 21% 115% 11% 10% 59% 59% 12% 24% 6%

FF 2% 85% 28% 10% 28% 22% 32% 53% 167%

LUT 1% 280% 68% 46% 103% 113% 81% 104% 423%

URAM 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

depending on VITIS-HLS #pragma

The way HLS handles vector/matrix before DSP

Question of HLS 

optimisation

What if directly

written in VHDL ?

ARTY Z7

ZCU104

Tensorflow/Keras
+ HLS4ML

VITIS HLS
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Result with Intel FPGA: Edge computing (JP. Cachemiche, CPPM, A. Ducheix Enseirb)

DE10-Agilex

-niter Nombre d’entrées à traiter

-nireq Nombre d’exécutions à réaliser en 

parallèle (sous-multiple de niter)

Mode

Just-In-Time Compilation au vol du modèle 

en ligne

Ahead-In-Time Compilation du modèle avant 

son execution

Les performances en mode JIT semblent s’être améliorées tandis que les performances en mode AOT 

semblent s’être détériorées

2x8x1
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Result with Intel FPGA: Edge computing

-api -niter -

nireq

FPS 

JIT

FPS AOT

async 12 6 18489 7245

async 12 4 15003 7503

async 12 3 14003 6525

async 12 2 13514 5747

async 12 1 6178 4198

sync 12 X 16316 10294

CH3

2x200x100x50x1

-api -niter -nireq FPS 

JIT

FPS 

AOT

async 12 6 14053 8400

async 12 4 11848 7643

async 12 3 10987 7576

async 12 2 8225 5925

async 12 1 6178 5421

sync 12 X 9224 7711

CH4

-api -niter -nireq FPS 

JIT

FPS 

AOT

async 12 6 18662 7498

async 12 4 13506 6903

async 12 3 13450 6281

async 12 2 11075 5852

async 12 1 6317 4116

sync 12 X 14023 9596

-api -niter -nireq FPS JIT FPS AOT

async 12 6 17606 8619

async 12 4 13714 6364

async 12 3 13350 6944

async 12 2 12521 6019

async 12 1 6540 3741

sync 12 X 14456 8036

CH5 CH6

Not expected:

JIT more
performant than

AOT !
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Result with Intel FPGA: Spatial Accelerators (JP. Cachemiche, CPPM, A. Ducheix Enseirb)

ALUTs FFs RAMs MLABs DSPs

Ch1 

vanilla

602 (0%) 547 (0%) 4 (0%) 2 (0%) 1.5 (0%)

Ch1 

pipeline

610 (0%) 624 (0%) 4 (0%) 5 (0%) 1.5 (0%)

Ch1 

unroll

515 (0%) 245 (0%) 4 (0%) 1 (0%) 0 (0%)

Ch1 u+p 515 (0%) 245 (0%) 4 (0%) 1 (0%) 0 (0%)

Latence Débit Nbr 

d’instances

Débit 

suffisant ?

Ch1 vanilla 44 46 678 Oui

Ch1 

pipeline

43 9 678 Oui

Ch1 unroll 17 1 678 / 250 Non

Ch1 u+p 17 1 678 / 250 Non

ALUTs FFs RAMs MLABs DSPs

Ch3 

vanilla

1 408 

(0%)

1 809 

(0%)

30 (1%) 12 (0%) 2.5 (0%)

Ch3 

pipeline

2 093 

(0%)

4 460 

(0%)

32 (1%) 48 (0%) 2.5 (0%)

Ch3 

unroll

118 041 

(14%)

36 737 

(2%)

5 (0%) 37 (0%) 0 (0%)

Ch3 u+p 27 524 

(3%)

42 546 

(2%)

1 855 

(68%)

298 (1%) 75 (5%)

Latence Débit Nbr 

d’instance

Débit 

suffisant ?

Ch3 vanilla 25 575 25 578 ~ 100 Oui

Ch3 

pipeline

25 320 20 020 ~ 100 Oui

Ch3 unroll 50 1 7 Non

Ch3 u+p 232 101 1 Non

ALUTs FFs RAMs MLABs DSPs

Ch4 

vanilla

4 442 

(0%)

6 415 

(0%)

355 (1%) 20 (0%) 3.5 (0%)

Ch4 

pipeline

5 555 

(0%)

10 899 

(0%)

362 (1%) 113 (0%) 3.5 (0%)

Ch4 

unroll Problème d’implémentation

Ch4 u+p

Latence Débit Nbr 

d’instance

Débit 

suffisant ?

Ch4 vanilla 657 926 657 928 7 Oui

Ch4 

pipeline

656 168 500 002 7 Oui

Ch4 unroll

Problème d’implémentationCh4 u+p
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Spike Neural Network: Branchip technology (JP. Cachemiche, CPPM, A. Ducheix Enseirb)

Akida™ Development 

Kit - Raspberry Pi

Akida™ Development Kit - Shuttle PC AkidaTM PCIe Board 



26

Circuits Neuromorphique
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Spikes Neural Network: AkidaTM PCIe Board.

Spiking Neural Network

NO NEED EMBEDDED CPU OR DRAM ➔ Simple architecture , less power consumption

DRIVERS : Communication via PCIe Gen2 with HOTFIX

80 NPUs (Neural Processor Units)

•   Akida python package

• Akida Model Zoo

•   CNN2SNN tool (DNN, CNN)

• Layer: 

InputConvolutional

• Layer: Convolutional

• Layer: FullyConnected

• Layer: Activation ReLU
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SNN First Tests with AI Think Challenges

[weight_q ; 

activ_q]

ch1 ch3 ch4 ch5

[4;4] 9860 9179 1427 5305

[4;2] 9828 9167 1427 5298

[4;1] 9844 9240 1427 5300

[2;4] 9845 9417 3309 5984

[2;2] 9793 9494 3310 5761

[2;1] 9875 9527 3310 5838

FPS

[weight_q ; 

activ_q]

ch1 ch3 ch4 ch5

[4;4] 0,09 0,1 0,68 0,18

[4;2] 0,09 0,11 0,68 0,18

[4;1] 0,09 0,1 0,68 0,18

[2;4] 0,09 0,09 0,29 0,17

[2;2] 0,09 0,1 0,29 0,17

[2;1] 0,1 0,1 0,29 0,17

Power Consomption

[weight_q ; 

activ_q]

ch1 ch3 ch4 ch5

[4;4] 99,84 100 64,99 94,04

[4;2] 99,98 99,45 57,83 93,59

[4;1] 99,98 100 54,8 90,25

[2;4] 99,98 100 62,27 91,84

[2;2] 99,03 93,05 64,78 92,14

[2;1] 99,03 88,12 59,04 79,22

Performances

CH4

def generation_model():

model = Sequential()

model.add(Dense(8, input_shape=(2,), 

name="FC1"))

model.add(ReLU(name="relu"))

model.add(Dense(1, name="FC2"))

model.add(Activation("sigmoid", 

name="sigmoid"))
model = cnn2snn.quantize(model,  

weight_quantization=4,
activ_quantization=4)

return model

Brainchip Limitation:

1,2,4 bits

Input [0 15]
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing

Tx2i

Tx2 

4GB

Tx2

Tx2 

Nx

Jetson AGX 

Xavier

Jetson Xavier 

NX

Jetson Nano

D. Etasse (LPC Caen)
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing
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Result GPU+CPU nVidia Jetson: Edge computing
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Think phase 1: Key notes

▌Fully Firmware = spatial accelerator

▌FPGA/SOM OK (optimisation Pb)

▌SNN: not mature → to continue to investigate (ASIC)

▌HLS vs VHDL ➔ VHDL fine optimization to reduce resource and 

latency

▌Edge Computing

▌Hardware OK (CPU, GPU, FPGA (SoC))

▌GPU jetson: Need memory optimisation usage

▌A lot of hardware with their own tools

▌Time to learn

▌Time to optimize

▌Become an expert in few technologies (Xilinx, Intel, nVidia etc…)
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R&D to come: Think phase 2

▌Fully Firmware = spatial accelerator

▌Test In development framework (N2D2, FiNN…)

▌SNN: not mature → to continue to investigate (ASIC)

▌Build a VHDL Librairies without HLS (FPGA 

Optimisation)

▌Test real use case

▌Edge Computing

▌Hardware OK (CPU, GPU, FPGA (SoC))

▌To test versatil NN model

▌New architecture to test like VERSAL/STRATIX

▌Test real use case

▌Moke-up of an optimized

instrument

▌Teaching, people trainee

▌Test new hardware, digital twin model

▌Mixed model (1DRNN+1DCNN)

▌Application to HEP (LHC, GW)

▌Application to select rare events

▌Develop/Select Embedded AI Framework

Embedded ML Technologies depends on Data Quality

(simulation/emulation/data mainframe)
THINK phase 2 ➔ Reseau DAQ


