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Abstract LLVM is a framework system of architecture compiler written in C+ =+, which is a cross-compiler that supports multi-
ple back-ends. It can optimize program compilation time, link time,run time,and idle time. Node fusion is a simple and effective
optimization method. The basic idea is to optimize multiple nodes into an efficient fusion node. This optimization can reduce over-
head such as instructions, registers,clock cycles,memory access,so as to reduce program running time and improve memory ac-
cess efficiency. In order to improve the performance of the LLVM compiler,node fusion optimization algorithm is proposed for the
LLVM compiler in the intermediate presentation phase,DAG combine phase and instruction selection phase. Under the domestic
platform Sunway processor,with CLANG and FLANG as the front end and LLVM as the back end of the compiler, LLVM is
evaluated based on the SPEC CPU2006 test set. The results show that node fusion optimization is beneficial to improve compiler
performance and reduce program running time. The optimized maximum speedup ratio is 1. 59 and the average speedup ratio is
1.13.

Keywords LILVM,Node fusion,Intermediate representation, DAG combine, Instruction selection, Domestic platform
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1. %0=1load double,double * @a,align 8
. %1=1oad double,double * @b,align 8
. Ymul=fmul double %0, %1
. ¥%2=1oad double,double * @c,align 8
. Yadd=fadd double % mul, %2
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IR ke i, R H B 5 3R E 80 200, 01 1Y IR 34 ik
AT LAAIE 260 201 B 5E LRl A #E 1 4 IR i) 60 = load
double,double ¥ @ a, align 8 F1 %5 2 % IR 1% 4] % 1 = load
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1. %0=1load double,double * @a,align 8
2. %1=load double,double * @b,align 8
3. %2=1load double,double * @c,align 8
. %3= call double @ llvm. fmuladd. {64 (double % 0, double % 1,
double %2)
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1. costBefore <— cost(Op)

e~

2. costAfter < 0

3. fusionOp < Op

4. case Op. getOpcode() in

5. Opcodel )

6 Op0<=0Op. getOperand(0)

7 if Op0. getOpcode() is Opcode2 then
8. fNode<—emitBuiltin1 (Op, Op0)

9 if hasOneUse(Op0) is true then

10. costBefore<—costBefore+ cost(Op0)
11. end if

12. costAfter<—cost({Node)

13. if costBefore™costAfter then

14. fusionOp=<—{Node

15. end if
16.  end if
17. break

18. OpcodeN )/ % HoAlb 5 i fil 5 b 3 = /
19. end case
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. case N. getOpcode() in

2

3

4. fusionNode<-N
5

6. Opcodel )

7

Op0=<—N. getOperand(0)
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8. if Op0. getOpcode() is Opcode2 then

9. {Node<-DAG. getNode(Opcode3, N, Op0)
10. if hasOneUse(Op0) is true then

11. costBefore<—costBefore+ cost(Op0)

12. end if

13. costAfter<—cost({Node)

14.  if costBefore > costAfter then

15. fusionNode<-{Node

16.  end if

17. end if

18. break
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EIE AR costA frer /NTF Bl G T RIS costBe fore M) 1
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TG B B A Al . Pattern & td SCHEH A — A2,
M td SO LLVM JIE UG v 48 4 4 35 A7 45 AL T 249 5
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Table 1  td files related to the back-end architecture
X 4 B 7
(target). td FE SUHL B Yy e AE
(target) InstrFormats. td JE X Ag A A
(target) RegisterInfo. td EXH R Rk
(target) CallingConv. td B S
(target) InstrInfo. td AR A A AR R

(target) Schedule. td SE A A K

F 1P od SCAR T B AR B 5 S RRAE 4R L He
45 AR . Pattern 81958 LANFEHE 5 FR.

&% 5 Pattern INE X
. class Pattern (dag patternToMatch,list (dag) resultlnstrs) {
. dag PatternToMatch= patternToMatch;

. list {(dag> Resultlnstrs=resultInstrs;

W N

. list (Predicate) Predicates =[ ];
5. int AddedComplexity=0;
}

. class Pat(dag pattern,dag result) : Pattern{pattern, [ result]) ;
B 5 Al LUE F, #5 4 Pattern P 4% A pattern-

ToMatch Fll resultInstrs #f & dag Z5 A i 48 7, H i Pattern-

ToMatch J2 VG LY 1] CEP BB s AD 5 17 ResultInstrs 8 X T

M PatternToMatch %4 it i 25 5 1 CEURE AR i th) . 5 d 4 4

Pattern W] LL5E BT 200 BlCE AL . 2% ok B AE 3 A L FR B B

SEREY . LAIF S TR NFE A (4 Pattern 25 B UL BT W42k 6 BiR

Bk 6 RSB S K Pattern 8 X

1. def :Pat{(fadd (fmul FSRC: $ A,F8RC: $ B),F8RC: $ C),(FMA
F8RC: $ A,F8RC: $ B,F8RC: $ C));

2. def ; Pat((fadd F8RC: $C , (fmul F8RC: $ A, FSRC: $B)).,
(FMA F8RC: $ A,F8RC: $ B,FSRC: $C));

3. def :Pat{(fneg (fsub (fneg F8RC: $ C) . (fmul F8RC: $ A,F8RC:
$B))) . (FMA F8RC: $ A,F8RC: $ B,FSRC: $C));

4. def :Pat((fneg (fsub (fneg (fmul FSRC: $ A,F8RC: $ B)),F8RC:
$C)) . (FMA F8RC: $ A,FS8RC: $ B,FSRC: $C)),

6 P fadd J&VF AU A fmul J23F ST AL FMA
SR AL Ineg SR SUHUA Y A5, Tsub 2 05 a0 A
$A.$B. $CHIllFRRER A.B.C, Ll 44 Pattern 45|
YR EIEX N AXB+C,C+AXB,—(—C—AXB),—
(—AXB=0). Jf A.B.C #8¥F mi KR 48 i, FSRC £
TR OBURE BE TR B AR AE AR . X 4 SRR UL T g A X
B+ C e 20 B LUER AT LU i 3 3 4 4 Sk 58 1. Pat-
tern DG it i i 7E ( Target) InstrInfo. td 7 %4 5 #H I f) Pattern
R e 58 Y A5 il Ay Pattern B VT3 A AN 6 BT .

( #EAE )

A

&K
Pattern
-4
KK

~ o

A

€l 6 Pattern DG L i 2
Fig. 6 Matching process of Pattern

6 ] Pattern Ay VG L it A2 Sy 26 BUAS 155 DC 0 55 6, JH 147
SR RIS G A, W R %S MR P8 Pattern PG it % (Mate-
herTable) {5 5 F4 2 0 B 3 , 5 W) DA A B2 32 o 3L 47 450 4 i 5
{5 5 200 SR B 1 0 2 D A7 4 5 Ak B L S R I T R Y 0 A
ARG R R R R T 5 A R A Y A R 2 R R A LI
A N R B Pattern 7RI BETS Al DAG AH U AL, 25 5 2 ) i 47
DAG & B 8 Af DT i 5 F &l (PatternToMatch) # e 4 H
#rF I8 (ResultInstrs) » 75 W] ) MatcherTable H 38 B DL 3% 17
FO AT S A T — Pattern T &AW 7 . SR 5 ) 0 K % 2
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% AT IR A

Pattern DC g 77 B9 5 @045 18 Ak 2 FI ] Tablegen T B
14 td 4% MY Pattern fUF% 42 il MatcherTable, 88 J5 F 3@ H
B Pattern VERC AR 5 WG s flA D0 ML . %A 7 sCRF &
Pattern fUIB 2] B 47 5F & M CH 18 2 od P, A2 m
LLVM Y RA T8 FHAR S 3 L H 2 3% Ay X i T 6 A 3L
BRI T S B AR R PR R R HEAT Y AR ET S Y
TR TG R R R R 85 AT Rl DAL L TR T e 2 42
R 22 1 B AR B AU

5 LI

AR I R A g AL B AY 1621 LR A, U
CLANG!' 1 FLANG™ Jy 6 3 4 1% 2% . LLVM Ry J= i 4 1%
LU R A BN AR O 7.0, B Ml A B9 IR 48 O SPEC
CPU2006, fEIZFHELE R, AT WA S0 980 R AT 7 2 k4 1
AL FIFEAT 1 Al O Ak Y S 38, 3l A K A S G 9 45 A
Lo PG T A Lk sk . SPEC CPU2006 it 4 2 7%
13 3 S B P . 18 i IF AT . 1 C.C+ + L} Fortran %
BESHE ., AKX H T 20 BT, FHEE Lk
#-03 -static, train BB, B PEREE AT, B B 3 KL K G
BOE#a47ad ], Mg Rk 2 s,

2 WA R

Table 2 Experiment result of node fusion

TR A R A

2 7 4 HEEE B R s 3 Hy
400. perlbench C 114.17 103.09 1.11
401. bzip2 C 164.99 142.76 1.16
403. gee C 3.98 3.67 1.09
410. bwaves F77 129. 04 114.83 1.12
416. games Fortran 426.97 340.07 1.26
429. mef C 83. 84 83.41 1.01
433. milc C 65.09 64.74 1.01
434. zeusmp F77 118. 55 105. 90 1.12
435. gromacs C.Fortran 522.21 327.91 1.59
436. cactusADM F90.C 44. 85 32.07 1. 40
437. leslie3d F90 268. 94 238. 38 1.13
444, namd C++ 38.3 31.76 1.21
445. gobmk C 417.18 371.47 1.12
447, dealll C+ 156. 50 143.77 1.09
450. soplex C++ 23.77 20. 30 1.17
453. povray C+ 29. 46 26.57 1.11
454, calculix F90.C 3.75 3.24 1.16
456. hmmer C 170. 90 168.91 1.01
458. sjeng C 535.37 489.92 1.09
459. GemsFDTD F90 195. 26 173.28 1.13
462. libquantum C 6.67 5.79 1.51
464. h264refl C 274.19 232.26 1.18
465. tonto F95 1678.97 1567.78 1.07
470. Ibm C 191. 30 144. 46 1.32
471. omnetpp C++ 278.21 267.13 1.04
473. astar C++ 315.63 283.98 1.11
481, wrf F90.C 432.90 547.45 0.79
482. sphinx3 C 31.73 31.23 1.02
483. xalancbmk C++ 570.09 548. 46 1.04
- A 1.13

JNF 2 T LN R A A A AR A Y

TR L L e AR A 1. 59 £ (9, S 240 3 L
1,13, O i s R R A RR T 435, gromacs #EAT M RE
S KB, BRI O AR B B RS AR AT 70 %6 B b A BR K
inl1130 b,k — 40 H7 BRI EL inl1130 MUARHS R H h & £
ATF 7 B BORIE s e ek 2, I YT A A pR AR T LK TR
J5 bR B A VE 5 T i 2 3 AT Y A Al A Ak i H e 4 O B
Xof 7= B B B RS A DI 8 BRI AT I T L 42
FEFFIBATROR . 5 Al A% o A 3 2 D PR3 o 40 il Dk
DT ICRAE A AR B4R 2 R B A 18 S8 A T RIT WM
PATRLE i R G0 0 B0 URAS B T 3 n 38 43 i R AT

BAR Z2 BB 7 BB IE T o A s R (ER Pt g A 5
TP R I L /NF 1000, B AnRR 7 481, wrf RYIH EL 0. 79,
FRF A HEAT Y 2 A GO0 AL AT H B AT GEERR AT D $RUAT B B 45
BB TR B[R] 2 432, 90 s, HEAT 1Y ARG AL 5 H B AT i )
HEINE) 547, 45 s, W S Rl A 0 AL W H B 0 T AR Y 198 17
6] 3 2 AR R — 4B T 2k B B AT B P I ] o
e P P Ry CPU B [RD A2 3EAT 1 S A 1S 22 R
K43N 354, 23 s A 331, 82 s, WA P i) (] 9 98 2 T LU
AR R A AL B R AR . R )Y 481, wil BB F T W
FE R AT SR A S R AR T Y R G ) GEEAR AR
WAEN B CPU WAL, A 2R 78 PAZ h AT 2 48 90 B
T B IRD RO R, ook BE AT W R A BT W
78.21s ¥ INF 215. 63, J& R FEAT W ARG AL BT AL R e i
[l fY 3 F% . Z= G A 1] (4 IR BE 3G N 80T 481, wrf #2717
WA RE AL S M RE T B UL T AR A B T A AL
k.

GRIE  fEH NIRRT B DAG A BRI A B
Bt A7 SR A AL A A DB A e TR AR R B B AT Rl
B WS 0 ) R R A5 B B T0 3R S iR A 3K
Rz A4, 9T LA AR FE Rl & 1 SRR 43 S 2 A1 i KUR:
DAG & W B i 5 2 il & . oy BEBE A 3 w0 1 b ) ROR 5
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A LAHEAT - 6 A0 96 1 At Ak L 38 BB E AT 22 T s A A Ak
e A PEERTY B 1Y Pattern PG LT o5 il G . % B B 23 3 19
Pattern DL J A2 3E4T DAG T B sl & P ik, i F 0k 3R B
DAG F & 7 J5 2 8] 58 A B AR C R R BOC R TR G
A S AR ITAN , AR I K% ) b A7 S Al G L ) E
ik BE A B A I v RE Y $R T

ARICLHHANA T LLVM £ P [8) R B Be . DAG & 3F
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