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SLPAEREX B ARLGEGZREHEN R L HHN RS ELGTH BRI SHARIAR 5 E 8, SLP 54 Lk A K
BHEGOETRESG, HFE P RET A TRERXNSOB AR ESIP TN T ., BH BRI XS ETEE L
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F kAT GCC10.3.0 4% F A, it SPEC CPU2006 MXEF o btARSEGMNAEZFEFT R, FHLERIL T,
A& SPEC CPU2006 ) 3& 4 e ik 6 M X A2 5 . 545 % SLP 7 ik 480k, BT 82 h 49 5 o 7T 42 SPEC CPU2006 0] X 2 5 Jm ik 1o 3R &
I 12% 48 M XAZF 69 F 3 ik 32 9 8% . /& polybench M X W B T+ 3% e imik b, A A BIZ ) BiE, Z TAFT
AF GCC %k SLP @ Sz R RBEFH R AH,

KB . pFHAL; B S AL SLP; B R K3 R 3R X) &
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SLP Vectorization Across Basic Blocks Based on Region Partitioning

HAN Lin"*,DING Yongqiang' ,CUI Pingfei' , LIU Haohao® , LI Haoran® and CHEN Mengyao®
1 College of Cyber Security,Zhongyuan University of Technology,Zhengzhou 451191, China

2 National Supercomputing Center in Zhengzhou,Zhengzhou 450001, China

Abstract Automatic vectorization is a key technique in mainstream compilers for uncovering data-level parallelism and enhancing
program performance. Traditional SLP vectorization struggles with cross-basic-block statement vectorization, particularly when
consecutive vectorizable instructions are split by basic block boundaries, limiting its ability to detect potential vectorization oppor-
tunities. To address this, this paper proposes a region-based cross-basic-block SLLP vectorization method that extends the analysis
scope to multiple basic blocks within dominance relations,effectively breaking basic block boundaries and uncovering more vectori-
zation opportunities. Implemented in the GCC 10. 3. 0 compiler, the proposed method is evaluated using relevant program seg-
ments from the SPEC CPU2006 benchmark. Experimental results demonstrate that the proposed method achieves up to a 12%
speedup in SPEC CPU2006, an average speedup of 8% for related test programs,and a 3% average speedup in the Polybench
benchmark compared to traditional SLP methods,validating its effectiveness. This work provides a technical reference for impro-
ving SLP vectorization efficiency in GCC compilers.

Keywords Compilation optimization, Automatic vectorization,SLP . Across basic blocks,Region partitioning
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Fig. 1 Process of SLP vectorization
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FEAR TR 28 e i AR AR

LLIE 6 s s ARG 2 D 4], 1% 45 ) 4t 46 76 38 A7 0] 4t 4k
G T AN RE & BARAD A R Ab X B4 a Y 3 2 A7 fif B 2 LB
P o AT I AR IR i 7 iR i SLP B, R LLE
B ZAAE L G0y SLP Jy ik T HAE LT 1A B AR AR /N — 3
O3 BT VTR Y 1] AR IR RS
void foo(void) {

for(int i=0;1<C1020;i+=4){

int suma=ali];int sumb=ali-+1];

int suma =al[i+2];int suma=ali+3];

for(int j=0;7<<77;++P{
suma= (suma‘i) +1;sumb= (sumbi) +2;
sume= (sumc’i) +3;sumd= (sumdi) +4;

}

a[i]=suma;ali+1]=sumb;

al i+2]=sumc;al i+ 3]=sumd;

i

K6 B 2
Fig. 6 Example code 2

a[i:it3]

7 ENESR TR SLP R
Fig.7 SLP trees in nested loops
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THEA WX a BUH M ESLAFAEBRAE . DI 2R 2 AR AR,
%@Fﬂ*%)‘(&@?ﬁ(ﬁ&ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬂ@%l%ﬁ JE¥ HAE 7
SOH R A SLP A, XA i R4 i B R PHIL 6 40
Ef@%ﬁi 177 A1y PHI %Wﬂ)%ﬁﬁ%tfﬂxa‘ A% i suma, sumb,
sumc,sumd BERAE =4 PHI, HAd, G A E i 7240
PHI B B AVEBCER e A1 J2 16 B0 1R s 28 S A o6 B B804 4K e o i
DLRT LUK P B2 RO S 735 U 3 A SLP #4, 1ii ih A
EAE A PHI M ERAVE P, — A3k B SN2 985 19 & LAl
VLB AR 735 S SLP #4555 — A2k A W2 TEFR 1)
A HE R T G e Se i 1 b, IRl s A A 1] e A

AU IR, 2k SLP A A 58

e 8 FR » BRI T R A E G IR X B T SLP
P EL DR DA 408 2 226 A1 77 70 RO AR A8 L B LU P 7 N R 35 1
BN BT SSC X B, 76 8 B2 B Bt it 22 3k
PRIE RE 22 1E 5 B9 DU A Al ri) AR

{0,0,0,0} {iLiiii)

FTAA Y A 3, L

a[i:i+3]

afi:i+3]

[ 8 i ENEEPY X B SLP &
Fig. 8 Region SLP graph in nested loops
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dfs Fl SCC P8 8] 3 22 51 lowlink, Xt T B (4 P 35045 5 al
#F SCC A A5 A lowlink B2 B 295 05 A &, X KHA —
A3 X R AT R L 2 I OR R A D) U T A
T SCC W#B, e A SCC A I . B — 4~ L7E SLP X
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TEAE LA S5 DA R R RS B AR IR ARR A Y I
SR E AR R SLP S 6 (9 745 6, R AR S DAk S i —
AR TR

H A0 A5 B R SO T 9% 1 smﬁ%%ﬂﬂ”
JE B 5 5 X S 460 v B T ST I VA S N B
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AR A, S SCC X A= A5 2 /i, ZoR ir A5 5 2 M
KT A1 SR A 58 B T hE ARG AR B, Rtk PR A
W 0 A B0 - 1) A SR Y e, R Dy LA ) A
2) AN 5 OB VT R) 3, a0 3 U9 Ml O BE £ T s 3D A
REFWRCE N AER S, LU 48 1 545 sifE R SCC A
H RIS s fE SCC R,

M 4 TR B O 2 3 Oy 9 L), SCC W 38 BE A H7E I P 3
HA /N E A O SCC MY 1% F 77 5 58 i AR A 4
RGBT A A SCC M 56 1 12 9 a5 st #0 2 B T AR 2R A
BB R LK SCC i A7 AL, FE I Z R, R B 3% X SCC R
B AT AAT 5 R BOAT AR A B A . FE R B B SCC i, B T T
& SCC LP‘Z%E%SEF%‘%%I@M’JF,@O ] B K T4 £
A E Y R RIS H AR KN SCC A BRG] LIt &
SCC TAEBNFI MK BE . A SCC Az B AR % i, 45 4% B8 R BE 1
S R 5 O T R N L = L £ IS A = e
SCo A AR G S B SCC A 3 DA AR S B, 4k 22 b B AR
TR 4T
#ik2 ScC
i A SLP 526 inst
it s ) AR R ) SLP S
/x5 AR R B IR AR S & (DFS) (9 14k x /

1. maxdfs<=0,node<—inst. root

/% AR AT s TF 4R 3 H R BE BT A 75 80, BB K DFS A > /

2. schedule_scc(node, maxdfs)

3. dfs<-maxdfs, lowlink<-maxdfs / * #] 15k DFS Al lowlink {& » /

4. maxdfs ++ / * HIN DES HHECEAE N R —A> 51 DES 45« /

5. stack<=Q / x WIAGALAR FI T 38 BR 5 M U5 R) PR AR x /

. stack. push(node) / » FF A 8 3 2 A2, 4 A0 5 MR AR o+ /
/T YT ST T A ¢

. for cach child do

8. if(1child. is_scheduled( ))

o

-3

9. schedule_scc(childsmaxdfs) / » i V8 B 195 54 x /

10. lowlink<-MIN (child. dfs.lowlink) / * ¥ # lowlink . i T
i SCC + /

11. if lowlink # dfs

12. return

* A TN AR T AR U A, B R —
13. if node= stack. top{
14.  schedule_node()/ * i J3 B0 f) Py 45 455 > /
15. belsel/ » 5 M, AT & T —4> SCC* /
/= B SCC A B4 45 24 % /
schedule_sce_node()

17.}

AN B AR TS R %/

18. return

Bk 2 L AT W IR A R AR B maxdfs S 0, TR B
FH O B B TR BE AR S48 R (DFS) i A2 vp i B R 5 5 TRl A, i
node &y A SLP SZH inst (AR Y & . %8 2 47, H schedule
sce BRI T IR AR T A5 33 VT 3t i B i AT 735 5. E BB oK
DFS %i'5 maxdfs, % 3—4 17, %41k H 51T &1 DES i &
1 lowlink {6 & maxdfs, 2% /5 3 maxdfs 5028, LE T —
A AT AR DFS % 5. 58 5—6 7. Wi tk— 15

B stack, BAAE 38 BR T AU 1) BR AR . R Y HTCT AR AR
W FORIEFE VTR AS T 8. 85 710 47, % F Ym0 S 0 A

— AT A WA T SRV R L ) O b O
T I B BT S A lowlink B b H A & lowlink 55 735
M DFS %5 Z MM f/ME. 55 11— 12 47, 12 lowlink K%’f
F YA A DFS 45, UL %A & 3 SCC, HAER M, 5
13— 14 47 QSR 4 J 5 40 5 F AR T A0, BT X E#/\ﬁﬁ
F P 3R a5 B 4 P schedule_node( ) I8 BE X AN 5 . 5
15— 17 47 Q2R M F T AR SR B T 0, AW M {7 8 T
—A~SCC, M}, 98 schedule_scc_node( )i B SCC K 4
PR T . AT AR R T IR B A Je 48 R OR Tarjan 55
PR E R i SCC, I MR 48 2 & 8 T SCC 2k 47 A [al 1) 7
BEHRIE,

TR X — A 1 PR R AT VR AR SE 4 R (DFS) IR iR
Horp 5t % 8 4 1, H R 24 B 2 il DFS sd fE e e . Xt
FEATE, RS AR R S B0 A — v, 8 sk 3% 43
RIRF IR 2 2= B OCV) . XFF B b g 4 il s &3l T — IR,
Lﬁﬁﬁmﬁa‘rﬂﬁ%*%(xm SCC # I i3 F 2 7E DFS it i

I B v g Y L G T AR AN Y B R A2 2R B L N R R DFS
*fmﬂpﬁﬁm B RN — A TS AR B A 04 B [ 52 2 B2 oy
O VR L B4 TS e 2 AR H B — ik, B DX
B> BB ] B AR B O(V), [, 3 AN 55k Y B ) & 2
BE O(V+HE), X BB Bk 038 17 B 8] 55 ] 0 J0 A &t 2k
PEG R HRBGR TS50 Vv M E. 7eF8 %5 i b (R
E 35 VP LB E] & 28 B3 OCV?) 5 T 1 F i B/ b (B E 322
VLA R AR BT OV, XS R B kA A Bk 2 M
S bR 7 5T (0 BE ) B #83E 5 & 4L
3.4 TE [ XE 2 RS S AT

148 SLP J5 678 58 WIT AT PR R 5 23 3F 55 SLP SE 4 (4
T T Ak M 2 I AR I 43 AT 45 SR of pe s R 7 R AT AR R B AR
] B4R A SR T XA 4 1 SLP 1) & Ak R R 7E 2 A B
7 He (8] 47 1) 2 A A U L AR 1T 584K 45 2 A4 Fh 7 8 4 HL7E # 2
SLP & A 38 3 2 8 i S S BRI T A A, R R &
gy SLP B & 24> SLP 526, &R g 5
SLP J7ik BL#Ext i SLP B AT w4k, 7T e 4 3R] o 5 —
SR FE HEAT IR 2% 3 AT ISR SE 2L, T B A SLP B I A S5 )
R IC I B AL AR B . N A B A O I 1% 0 L SLP &
rh R S 490 30 43 S R ST VB o) g AR AR A 0 T O LA SRy R
AL AT U2 43 BT R0 B

Kl 23 P A A o JELABL 2 ARG W0 S5 3] 22 I 1 5 A G L
B A MR bR B8 A1) SLP Sl @A — A4 F I, g
B[ 43 DX WG, T LA SR R W S 4 1 1) O Ak R R AR R
Tt DT A S IO S A AR . HOR L FRIE T 24
SLP S, 4 B T4 KU 25 25 [\, 42 Ty s Ak i sk e, &1 3 BT
AN SLP B P f A DL b BOALAF A 1] O AR T Y SLP S
BRI out B2 A7 6 05 A A AR AU SLP SE6 . R B AN S
BilAT FE R 0 551 BT LIRS S R 43 3 — A 1 o ik
FTULES 53 #T

B T 415> SLP F B Z A, o — > T 2 1Y [n] 82 76 05 BF ik
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EXBIE W AR BT AT BB, e 1 1 by 4 AR
RL R AR — A 5 R AT B TT BT U AR T, T LA
A b S W ] DXCIBTE ] AL I PERERAE . TR T E
DRI AR SR, A AN 206 B X K B Ak v, SLP S5 il 1 5 a5
AT B 73 A1 7E 4 B % S [8))2 20, Bt 2 B oA A ) A BT 4
fiE o fan ., ZPEER P B9 ST REA 2 AT Pl E T
PAT B 25 G5 T ARG B o i 35 AT s (B IR
PAT B ER B . ISR T B o B8 S S — D B A AT IR
g 7 M7+ T RE - B0 H AL A SR A ER A R 19 R 52 B A0 2
PR W A5 BT R 2 L 3 L B T AR DR SR . O e X T R AR
PR IX 3 A WA i P A SR — ol BT B 09 00 R D5 k- 9 IR TR 0
BRI W OR TF] — 8 B ik B 2 90 B A2 38 SLP 35 21, R
A i R S A AT HLAE LA S S A X R AT )
AL, WERAFAEAT A IR S b A9 U5 20 B 6 5 BE SE /) )
AT SH TR e AL

4 ZR5HH

T 9 E T X SRR 43 Y B LA e SLP 1) 8 Ak Ik Y
B AR T GCC 10,3 SFMEH T X — A @it
SPEC CPU2006 Kk kWl i 42 #E A7 MK T4 . S0 %T L T R iR
GCC SLP [a] it Ak 557 $2 H 1 5 B A B SLP () 5 4k 78 JF 5 =)
A B 3T A A P BN EL

SLE S 6 K A Intel Xeon Ab FE 4% (Skylake 48 #4, 37 5
IBRS(Indirect Branch Restricted Speculation) #4:) , #: 1 &
iR CentOS 7, gw i g A GCC 10. 3.0, JF g HH T AVX
B AR Rk e KA R LA CPU $2 4t i 947 11 55 fig
J A P R I 3 3 A BB TR AT DA R &5 SR 9 T LA
F 1A T AR BT B IR R ERT

£1 Wk

Table 1 Testsuit

ik A 4

O F B A F BT A R R

%W R] K AR 2 LT AR G E R By A R HE

Pt 08 2 L R D AL HE A ok 8 R M

LA A IR L A L B B AR Y R e M

B FF & 5 %, 0k CPU 2 i %38 # fn i %
Bk bk

BT AR E, AT SR
140 R

435. gromacs
450. soplex
453. povray3D

454, calculix

458. sjeng

462. libquantum

W32k FH 451 42,45 - SPEC CPU2006 M35 4E 1 1% 450. soplex,
435. gromacs,453. povray3D, 454, calculix, 462, libquantum FI
458. sjeng, X LEARF P AR & A SLP [ B AL L2 H AR TR
B AR Y Bls 51 AR RS A F K X B SLP 7E M RE 7
THT A9 £ 7 . S92 30 5 88 1 5 AR 20 0 TR AR A S 1L 48 SLP
fia) St AR AN XS SLP [ f2 A AR 2T AT, B 3 o Bb 4
Bl SLP J7 8 L Fhr i AT B9k L, ok B X 8 SLP )
AL R R A . 2 B A R G HLETE X B SLP
T 0 A 7E 3 i 3 SR80 T T AV AE A

LI SPEC CPU2006 Mz 4% w7 iy 453 ) 328 v iy X A5 R
B a9 R IAES 3 BT, i B AR AR A AR A DX B ) 43

i A T A A SR A B AR, 1 B T Sk AR e ) i Ak R
. FEBR SLP ik, R if 10H5 B Wi 25 [ B 5 1) & Ak
W25 A B, BT LA B AR A IR B A SR AT 1 i, H AR R4y X 8K
JE T ARAS B AMEAERT Te AT 5], B Xt PHI 35 4%
AT ) A, AT S0 T AN 5f AT B 4 1] Ak EL ) 1)
AW as . PRk AT BT S 8 T 1 Ak

if(sample_method==3)

{

Te[0] * =Interval—)ds;

Te[1] * =Interval—)ds;

Te[2] * =Interval—)ds;
}
else{

Te[0] * =Interval—)ds * exp(-Ex[0] % d0);

Te[1] * =Interval—)ds * exp(-Ex[1] * d0);

Te[2] * =Interval—)ds * exp(-Ex[2] * d0);
}
SampCol[0]=Te[0];
SampCol[ 1]=Te[1];
SampCol[2]=Te[2];

B9 REICE 3
Fig.9 Example code 3
L AT T 3 AR D AR M K 3 ] T k)
1k 52) SLP W3R, i Wkl 7 GCC H A /Y SLP [ i b Jr
530 T X R4 A9 5 S AR e SLP W3, 03K 25 2R LU AR
DR g B 4 A 1t K T 25 3B A7 i (AT BR L SLP 7 ik T
JPiEATH AL S BN L, SCE AR 10 B, R AR
FRARIRE SLP J5 i i X b o 00 38 1 m 8 L, O A A O
A SLP J7 2k i 35 X b w2 00 3 9 b, s g
435. gromac 1 450. soplex H R JF K 4 Al LL#E4T SLP [ 42 1k
WARRS B 4 /b, B DL SLP ] 1= fk i 4 fig £ T+ S 7 % A
8% 5 X 4k SLP [ 42t Ak AH % F & SLP J7 3% (9 M g 32 T+ th &
LAy 4% R 5%, T i A 9 453. povray, 454, calcu-
lix.458. sjeng,462. libquantum H 7] [n] @ Al & 3 £, [F Mt 47
SLP [i] it Ak A X Sk SLP [ 2 4k J5 48 B8 2k 15 3 4 i v e 42 71
Hirh,453. povray Fl 462. libquantum 3= 1 1 (4 #8 55 3= 4K 43
I B %ok 4 A4 A 6 A 45 A 0 X B L 1 R B L LR
il-else £544 . 4 & X 38 SLP PERES G B . 458. sjeng BT
FHRD EFREZIREMIALEH , KT X8 SLP [ & e
A LIRAS B R AP RE B T . I ) 454, caleulix g T
F A switch-case 258 B ICHS B o H R4S case 43 AR M 5
B P HRAE BRI X A Y AR £, (H A5 A B |] 1
HARY RS A, Wit SLP 15 &5 7] 3K 45 45 b 59 o
REHETL  AH X B SLP [l i A0 R A AL AR B/ . e AR
50 % TR LL SLP Jo] 4 £k (9 RS B, X 38 SLP A8 W 1% 4t
SLP Ji) 5 £k 75 1% o AT BE 231 o BT 4F ) M g B2 5 (EL X F S AR gk
B B> SLP HL2 i 0 H5 B IX 8, SLP 1] & 1k fig 47 O 19 1 fig
PRAMARARE, L5 20 R 5 B XK SLP [l 3 46 77
B AR 2 AT M BB AR T 1706 4 LR SLP 5 ik
PEREARF Ty 824
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14
13

ambhin
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435gromacs 450soplex | 453povray 454calculix  458sjeng 462[""51“*‘"
OSLP 107 108 114 115 113 111
BEEARSLP 112 113 128 128 120 119

&l 10 SPEC CPU2006 3 i i e xt L
Fig. 10 SPEC CPU2006 test acceleration ratio comparison
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% 2 PolyBench i 7
Table 2 PolyBenchtest program

PUREE R A
gemm i % 4B F$ % = fi fit
VR A B B R A Ak ey M
I il AE K MR M R

gesummv
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deriche G RAE, EER TR 40Nk Ea
symm VA BT A AR R B R SR
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110
105 I
100
gemm  gesummy Il deriche  symm  fdd-2d | heat:3d
SLP 12 109 1 15 107 14 113
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€ 11 PolyBench s i b Xt L
Fig. 11 PolyBench test acceleration ratio comparison
20 S5 R TT LLA th, B AL AR B SLP 1] 4L U7 : 7E Po-

lyBench il i & o Al LLHUAS =34 3% (9 PR RE $2 7. X HL 4 7
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TEREIE A SLP A &k 1938 4, 514 507 BR T 54~ A B
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