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Abstract Exposing and exploiting instruction-level parallelism (ILP) is one of the most critical components of high
performance for modern processors, Wide-issue superscalar, very long instruction word (VLIW) and dataflow proces-
sors can only achieve high performance when they execute nearby instructions in parallel. In order to expose more in-
struction-level parallelism to hardware execution substrate, this paper proposed an improved fanout tree generation algo-
rithm, This algorithm first calculates the priority value of every target instruction based on its execution probability and
the critical path length from the target instruction to an exit of its block,and then sorts the priority values in ascending

order and generates a software fanout tree, Experimental results show that the algorithm proposed in this paper im-

proves the performance over the prior work modestly.
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HEEFRRANGEE. SEENBTREAR, ZLR
BAFRELIRE, B F R LR SR BERFEHEA AR
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WHEBRRREEEAMEIGHERZ—.

B Aa[gEAY 5 181 8 A EDGE (Explicit Data Graph Ex-
ecution) b BEEHA R 254 W AR IF KA B ILP 4 f Ak
MBARREW. TRIMBHEHSGEZSNRER DESE
BRI AE T & L DU T A E R B 2 B, F HL B —
SR BERE A T/E L INF A2 E i & MR IR S L At
Sese i, B G ET LA S PR AL B 2R Th#E . EDGE AL FZR K R
%=y Texas K%¥ Austin KRB HE, ER—FMFBA
B AT mE BB R R R 4, TRIPS
EDGE A REHMME —ALHl. #dFF & ILP, TRIPS 6E6
Mt aER B HNETEE, TRIPS hHBEREWRE 3 K
HAERE . E—EBRTSHAENSEY. B EBSrEd s
PEARREE, F BRI U BIPATRE L& M ATET, 18
A ESN ST £ 5, — B— 485 FA NRERFIA
I BB AR R B [ FTE 448 NGRS I 1 R (B A DC A B i 48
SRR B E S RFS TR BB mZES B2
BARAPITRL ., —TREBEBTUA 128 KRS, HAN
B BRTPAT, E MR REBARL BIERRNES
2 I8 B BB R 5 N 8 o B Th R AR 4, 38 A
BERHEERS BRIES MARE AFFESEF. s,
TRIPS ARk £ 45+ R A T 538 #i 3K 17 (Dataflow Predi-
cation) R, EFWERIB AR+, BRIBLSHE B
B A R 1S T AR B, A R I B AR A SR B AR
S ERERTREESCHELITE SRR LA BREIEE
KF&ERES. BEREEAEREG S TIBRPITEARME
WERB AR BB =4 T B, L i — e
B R ATIEIE S i B S R BP0 IE XA BARHES .

#£ TRIPS AbFREE R, — KBS BIRIEL T
HEEL L. RME T ISA(Instruction Set Architecture) IR
il A B 7 B4 S B O T AOALE , $8 S i b BT RESR IS 19 B 4
EOWHAR RS REREH S ER, B, FE4H
WIS BA T HIE SR HARE S B4 , HIFHREH
BEiHA BB MOV $84-H BL A 31 3 R SR IE 38 4 093+
KRB AL LEIFES. MOV HBARMBIEMTETRR
REZERIINEEERRATLZNES., BdLn i,
TRIPSIC4i LA 20% L EHIES AR EES 5HHER
MOV #54, HH AKX 532 B FH 40 B 56T £ 10 th 4
BB R AR E S A R A MOV 4. K& MOV
HEYWFEERT BRI HRS, R BiRIEAA TR
B LR 4 MOV 35 4 £ 3E 4 B P47 i 16, R AR P 1)
ILP, ATHEBESHEEREHHIB LA BIRES MK
458 A I EE M, SR T BT RIS BB A K B R
1458 AR A R

2 HEXIE

WD SRR ERE A MR EERERFRATE
MTERFSFAR LS, HR, HEARRR LB TR

P I TR BTN BE . YN R SR BRI K K Huff-
man B ¥E Al Hartley 5 Casavant $2 H§ B & R EATZ RI#
X3,

Huffman T — M ETHLFH L AAR N RDE
O RBEEREE B ISR R F R E R X
B BB SR B BRI T3 SRR R, LLA Bl R
BOFHKEREN K. ZERE it 7 sk BAUE
BB BT HE I, SR 5 M P BURA R/ MBUE RN s
ENTE R B A B R S BT 9 50 BT AE B Y
FMERENE N ST RMREZA REERITEF TR
MBAF P MBR FEFAE R AT T IRFEARAS D, &
& ERBRERAS FHITEANEHR 1 ik, Huffman B
AL T FiA nF A R AUE Z A, RATIE Huffman B3R
FBISIER AL TSR ISA AR W ERE L .

Hartley fil Casavant £ T —-1 Huffman 8 2 #F &,
FREBEMAEARZEMMERBEED MO0 RILEREE
Rl i B /M B B B /M B BE R shim (FIRIRFFE Bk
FORRVER 77 A s M) I REIR . X B ¥ F1 Huffman B 35 3%
1, RRBA M-I S AE A3 SR Bl 75 R
IR BA M R Bk R MR, 8 A R AT
TRMNERENE T AWM ENRKE, AR Huff-
man BEHHBEFVTRANEZHN. dTERBMHBEE,
B AR P B/ ME B B P e K. FRAThIE
ZE R FH B ER A B R AR BRLRR b, 3 5 Huffman $RIBH
FHE UL R AT i R B T R R S A BERR R K B K B
HR A U R A LL AR

3 ETHMAERMABRBEEKENRMGRHME
HHEE

AT S 44 IR R B T RIS BB IR K R4
BREEERNEE. BENMARBEERNELRER, R/
TEREK A B R I A R R
3.1 HxES

AR A T HETHINE B ASCHRER R K R B
HRE . 78 TRIPSRRLGHT , R H 5 IESH8E U #%
BEAREMA RAABHE G HES. BEBELSBE—-IHW
AL EIE R RADR B E R SR TIIT. MRIESHE
BEREBME LA R, HHIRS P REBLIF RS HEARER
FMEMPCRD , W & 7T DA R R AR &4 T LR R
o, mUIELS A LS. BFEDARIHSXRLSEEAME
M, 3 I X PITBERKREL S -4 X,
PRI A SR SR 45 DRAT R SR B 80 B0 40 SCIB R 3 » W R AR 5
AR T R B IR R AR A F A ILP. HiR
1 PATHER T LB ST SRR AR B & Sl
R AE R ETE B AR, R E RN B EW R —
MEAE L MREATERSEWE. SHEHRAZEESBAR
B BENTHR:

FieldDecl fname = new FieldDecl(“fname”, pfpct); / /38 MR FF

R4 1 B B TR E
FieldDecl numb = new FieldDecl(“numblks”, pfit) ; //7E4% i ¥

PEARAEEHNEETR
FieldDecl Iblk = new FieldDecl (“1blk”, pfpit);//$8 M FEfE E 4
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FieldDecl blkent = new FieldDecl (“blkent”, pipit) ; //#5 M%7
EAGBATRB AN IR

FieldDecl nume = new FieldDecl(“numedges”, pfit) ; / /1R FE 1 %K
BREEARE

FieldDecl Isrc = new FieldDecl(“Isrc”, pipit); //#8 [0 ihE S1T
SR RS

FieldDecl ldst = new FieldDecl(“ldst”, pfpit); //#5 W& S17T
SHAMEH

FieldDecl edgecnt = new FieldDecl (“edgecnt”, pfpit) s/ * #§ [#]
A PATRB A RS » /

FieldDecl ptbisize = new FieldDecl(“ptblsize”, pfpit) ; / * {£f£ 2R
BB BRI AR «/

FieldDecl pathnums = new FieldDecl(“pathnums”, pfpit64);/ *

BB ERSBAETEH «/

FieldDecl pathent = new FieldDecl(“pathent”, pfpit64);/ % $§ ]
B R BT IR A IS » /

FieldDecl loopent = new FieldDecl (“loopent”, pfit); / * {#4F 18
FAN BT E « /

FieldDecl lloop = new FieldDecl(“lloop”, pfpit); //#5 @ 1EH 4T

SHAMTEE
FieldDecl ltchtable = new FieldDecl(“ltchtable”, pfpit64);/ * &

FHRFTRIT A e « /

FieldDecl licent = new FieldDecl (“lient”, pfpit) 3 / /35 1M T
184 REUR AN IS

REATRZOBTPHEACRE LB, M —
BRI PN RE — K PITREBHIT YR T FHE L
R R BRI 1, E R E R B AR SEAB
X B BY RA R plt ST, F— G FN AR
WE R BERFIRE.

H—AEWF W SAUER R E R R BRE S B%E
SIS O MERIITIER, B2 R Z B SERF
R OMLEBBERE., XBREKNIESNSEAERK
hAE%K, XBEAYERFIATR E, I0RRA X EE
K B B ARE A 5w R S G AT LSRR BR B AT 58 LA 1]
MITREBEFN ILP. | TEBRSN XEHANSHTHRE
B— %0512, IR S ER R K MR EIE N BN E, X
MR K AL TREBE LS HPITERU RIS Z
EHMREER. S58B4 NHITERZEER, W LB
SHERAERRE EFER A DAY C e B B
SZERERE., £ TRIPSHHEBAREH L 4K
BEREI K LASS BE T LAST BISRAT , BRI, VR R B 0 S A
R WT L2, BEAREMERES —MEmXERE
KEHE R EE, R TS5 RATIC B PAT i B {4 5F
ErhRNES, AR S BEAR R RXIIER, —
AT LA £ 0, — & BARE4 B ETEE MR AR W
H B B2 0T LA 24 38 5 )7 3 D 5 e W B ok i+ 38 B At
A O AR KB BKE, )5 P8 BRIE T A e
AL BN ALEY S Z AT A E 28y, Bik7Eit
BEEBARMGR DR ISR B KEN, BN E
FrE A B H O R R R K ERC AL

RIEH BB BARE S HRTBEMXRERKE,
Wit T — M4 m i A le R X%, — 5, R 1
TRPTHER R, BB R EREARER A —FE,
R I AP O SRR B B K BB, MR
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HEERNLARAT LRI R B ERT LIESHE R
BHE, B, M ST R e R e R AERME O
HFIRBEE R K ENBE N F S MPUE. RExaMNF
S L BA 3 4 BRAE 3 3% R R HEFF » IO HESE R 51 3%
B SL R e BB /N R B A9 BUVE R 3T A LA R B35 A %
T A FARMAEY SHRENENBEF T SR E
I EEF ST LR A, R B R TR AR MOV 18
SHPATIER A 1, TR EHR BTN RN BRATHE
BT, RIBIERN T35 5 BAZ 5 B BR 34 0 R 42 57
ARV ABAZTZAIIMESCE., B FRIBREDI
SR RL RSO 1 k. 7 TRIPS #1, MOV #4 Hir¥K
ALV 2,3 0 44, 0 TiHie &, 75X BRIRATA MOV
W RERED I BAREC 2, AT LIS B MOV #4
BARECRTF 2 WES . BRREFRET.

Input //BBHA

Set C={c1sc2sc35 sca)//n D FHRBES

Set L={l1slaslsswer s b}/ /n DM FHRAHERKNES

Set P={p1sp2,p3," s} //n PHTHQLRTHMBHES

I;=latency(c;) , 1<{=1i<=n, p;= probability(c;)

Output //F 35

A binary tree T(C, L, P) whose leaves are from set T and inter-

nal nodes are inserted MOV instructions,

Goal //E#:H¥z
let WLS(T) = ‘21 (lat_leaf: +depth_leafi) X freq_leaf: be the

weighted latency sum of all the leaves of the binary tree T. Condition:
WLS(T)<=WLS(U) for any binary tree U(C,L,P).
function WeightedLatencySum(Set C,Set L,Set P,int n) { /*C
HHTHEES.L AENMER, P AT GBS EE. « ot
FAHEOEE «/
PriorityQueue pQueue;//F B— priorityQueue R R
AR MIMBER
for(i=1;i<=n;i++){
ci. wis=ci. prob * ¢;. latency; //HEBEH T R IAER
add ¢; into pQueue; //HBHFH HFEAS] pQueue
}
while( pQueue. size) > 1) { //{FHF A B pQueue FHITTER MK
1Ak
node a= pQueue. poli(};
node b= pQueue. poll();// M pQueue F B BA /ML FE
BEEHN T a Mo
generate a new node ¢;// & BB AT A
t. lchild=a;
t. rchild=b;//a Mo FERFIHAMBFN A
t. wls=(a. wls+b. wls) + (a. prob+b. prob)s/ = RN
R A IR AE R S B T B B IR 3R Z Fn L B F 1 R AT
BERZ N« /
}
}
PriorityQueue FfEA I ER Fi & IRBAERIBT ] E A BE
S O (logn) , B I35 & B B (8] & 2 B 9 O (nlogn) , Priori-
tyQueue BR/NK n, B BT SN E0R 2n— 1, BRLL B BE
FIZSRIE BN O, o n A FH A%E .
3.2 RHBRUBBHERTRE
PMEHBRAEFRA R EES . M TEEEFREKRT



HOFFES BN BIRERNIES. RiFH[BFTER/A—RH
MOV #4-WBE& 45 R, MOV #54 BN HER 415
i RAMEEERRAELBHES. B 1 AFARDRZ
FIRSEERE. X TEEREENEREMMECEF PR
BB SR/, BB RGN XIES dt FTE SRR B R HIE R
HEHH{E R 28 & 2% load F store FEAURMIES ., AT HHE
B, BiRES U T RIS SERE. XA, 5 HE
RFE—£HELS . HERNNES EHRERRZT SBUE, 1
EMERFRZANPITHE.

1 REEEIER E

IR AN T AR AR E U R T HERE B
BAEMNT T HBE 1, W Huffman B 3% Hartley 55
Casavant H.3& I B8 HRER— B8 FRZ 0 P45 B iR .
W 2 BR, BEA M S A IMAER 0 11, 5, 4t i
AR R AR A B 71544 R R BAUE , B I R
WA ETIARKNREH.

B2 e

ZEE 1, store 154 B8 B WY R SR B, I MR 45 2 B AR
FIR e R, T load 1544t Ff B 4 A TR BB 34 L 43 38t 4 ) BRAT
FERBEA, B4y load 154 #5128 B048 & 088, N 45 E 17
RARERITBER.

& 3 23 A Huffman B EMER R BH, B TRAESEDR
PATHEEE , Huffman SR 58 M IECEH2ER 2 11, 05, 4
MR FH Hartley it Casavant 8 g5 69 88 B, & B INALEE
BA 1125, B S AMBETH EEMEBERKENK
B3 A AR R B R v B AR R AR B B IA R B EE R
10. 2, Xt F Huffman B2 F1 Hartley 5 Casavant 12 &
ERBAMMEERSA.

& 4 Hartley f1 Casavant B i1 95

5 BETRINGEEMREERE KBS M AR
) =Rk )

4 KBER

RATH LK FE 4 TRIPS A Sk B B BI85 LA &
TRIPS %% 8% Scale 1 TRIPS A 25. TRIPS 4ni% a3t
APEHBEBEHFER T ESHENEMTF RISC g TIL
(TRIPS Intermediate Language) 3C {4, R/FHEFiEA TIL
SO IEERAE RO IR S50 0 B I8 4, 3 3 B8k
HHE—ABERE . WHROEEREIEAS LSRR E H
4. EREERE RS PIMATEE F 2T, e & HER
R T SR RESRAS M BRI IE ST S E A —
B MOV #54HB AR 1,

TE Scale friFds F R FME L, BHFFEEA TIL
S R RIS Z G EM A prob = doubleValue, &
FREIEIE S AT true BIZATHIBEZ , false BRIZIOIE RN
1-prob, SR 5 7€ TRIPS ## 88 i A TIL SCHF L R FIMT (S
B. 7 TRIPS &8 3L T %45 i B i A= LR 3% . Huff-
man Bk Hartley #l Casavant $#8 H B 5 U R & T HrE
BRCEBAKENERAREREREE. B6BRT&T
HILTE microbench b i#AE. BT SPEC_CPU2000 ZEBHl
& L RELTE E K8, 2178 KK, 3% microbench #]i
TEEAERE , microbench £ M SPEC_CPU2000 H 3 Bt Hi 3k
KPR, & B4 SPEC_CPU2000 MIZAREIE, RATH A
T microbench AR 8 N ,ammp_1,ammp_2,art_1,art_3,
bzip2_1,bzip2_2, bzip2_3 H1 doppler_GMTI, & 6 F1 554
PRRRARFE R B AR T, B R TR ES TR &R R
BEAHERER T, Huffman 78 Huffman £ 98 3, H/C
Z7~ Hartley 1 Casavant 2 Hi I E ¥, Profile /R & T ZIH7
ERMCEMEKENRI N HWNEREE. ABSHaIE
) BT R E B AR BE AR K BE BSR4 B A B Al
Xt F AR B R R R AT 7. 942, T Huffman B
#:# Hartley 5 Casavant £ BB AR T 1. 03%F1—
0.83%, WFAEBHWRABRF, ZFHTERMLHEZK
BRI AR A BB R BB RS TR R, 7 bzip2_1 k
FIEBEIR T T 44.59% 2 £, bzip2_1 MM EERA R TEE
KA T R 45 X T e B 2, 344 B8 R S4B 3t
BERBERGBEDITHRE LIRS, B —BEBFNHE
BRA FTRRMR, X B HIMTE B 5 BB A K EITE MR
FliALES 2 Bl R

15.00% o S o e

10.00%

5.00% |

6 HEM4HHRAEREENERERT

o T EA A BN R B R A U B R, RATTIE
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Gt TR NEEERMNRG R R — SRS ER. #1 B
AT R R R BT 2 B, SR B B B AR
FHER T RN R EATE AR KK MOV 54 %4
BokFR, T EB/PLLEIEBEE, Hartley 1 Casavant
B ETRAEEYRGRER. AEPFITUES, &1
BB B A R B R, BT IS
BRI ERRK BE M R H W A SR A R BB R B
B SR B RS /D FHCE LR A A A i AR B 2
F. SNMAEERNRGERERNBARE R EEE. |
R EIERTA A R R RO, B S B
THEMNZESR., EETHEEHLBBEEKENHKMERH
WA LB A AR R AR R, BRAT AR R K M R Bk 2
K BARTE 4 BEB AR SBE, sTUME KBS B S
RoMEREE LA ARG E WA B KA AT 4
BROMABBERWEFRES HMSR THENER.
LS M AL TAERT AE B R 5 B R B I &1

R 1 BB A R R R P R B

Average fanout tree height

Balanced Huffman H/C Profile
ammp_1 3.04 3.04 3.04 3.04
ammp_2 3.03 3.03 3.03 3.03
art_1 3.25 3.24 3.25 3.22
art_2 2.81 2.81 2.83 2,76
art_3 3.23 3.25 3.24 3.22
bzip2_1 3.18 3.18 3.18 3.18
bzip2_2 3.07 3.07 3.07 3.07
bzip2_3 3.14 3.14 3. 14 3.14
doppler 3.10 3.08 3.08 3.08

BRIE AXELT -METHIGEEMCBRBEKE
OERIE RS AR A U . AR T BARE S HPUTHER
FC B BRI 55 BRI RS — BRI 8 A, LIE 4R 4R 4
AL RIEER S BIntES. R BIRIE S RBTRER X

BEEKERGLS FAEEM AT ESRBLAPITHER
REMXBEAREKWBRIES. CRERIFLTAEEE
1E8E B9 -5 53 B 5 . Huffman 2 35 Hartley 5 Casavant
BHAEHR EARE. BREXREREHH S HHR,
MEERBHMEEMXBREKEN T EEE, BB
ERAMXREEKERRNNES.
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