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Abstract: The evolutionary algorithms have been used to improve the energy consumption of executable code of embedded software by
searching the optimal compilation options of GCC compiler. However, such algorithms do not consider the possible interaction between
multiple compilation options so that the quality of their solutions is not high, and their convergence speed is slow. To solve this problem,
this study designs an evolutionary algorithm based on frequent pattern mining, called GA-FP. In the process of evolution, GA-FP uses
frequent pattern mining to obtain a set of compilation options which are of high-frequency and contribute to significant improvement on
energy consumption. The derived options are used as the heuristic information and two mutation operators of ADD and DELETE are
designed to increase the quality of solution and accelerate the convergence speed. The comparative experiments are done on 8 typical
cases in 5 different fields between Tree-EDA and GA-FP. The experimental results indicate that the GA-FP can not only reduce the energy
consumption of software more effectively (the average and maximal reduction ratios are 2.5% and 21.1% respectively), but also converge
faster (the average of 34.5% faster and up to 83.3% faster) when the energy optimization effect obtained by GA-FP is no less than that of
Tree-EDA. The correlation analysis of compilation options in the optimal solution further validates the effectiveness of the designed
mutation operators.

Key words: software energy; compilation optimization; embedded software; evolutionary algorithm

REAEAZ i A\ ST 10 B o e s e ) A PO 32 B PR AT PR B A SR I BEAE AT B o
TR R S 5 ik N SR AR T 2 1) B FE DA AR L G 1 e REFE R A6 AT T 75 5 sh AR, O L T fRAEE
Dy v SC—BUME R A KT U 4 PR 28, GCC )72 B A - N 2R PRI R AT 0 4 . GCC BRI T
JUFb LA 35 20, A P Ak T DIE A 55 20 P T3 P — 21 9 198 B TGS 0PI AR A T 40 38, B S5 DL W SAUA T AR 11 o
AR T RE B IRACRD 5 RE I RAT P 5 A E TG H AR, GCC I 55 A 1 i LASR A5 foe R
R LA, GCC G I I H A, 1 #6420 B KBl 1 GCC4.9.2 $243E 17 188 /N4 1308 1, JL 0k 4 4% )
I 21 AR LT N e B G PR T AN 143 PR i Lt o DL CR UEAIR A it 5 8 TR L (1) 2 ,GCC 4 ) Ak
A6 40 2 A T AT IR VAT AR AR A BB, 1T SR B3 RERE DAL 1 3% 5t Pallister IORFF AR O R W1 A8 H
GCC LA 55 ZO0S ik N A BEAT G 6 I, L 22t B REAFE IS 00 (00 55 D0 0 485K 1) T REAR AL 1 GCC i %

T Ge it U7 BLas 2 37 VR SR IX 3 28 Ak O,

HETFGe it (195 75U E - Mann-Whitney 132 AR5 5 () AU N 2R PR 52— 414 300 280 R I A 1R 0L L
PRI, B 5 R — 2L T AR G 1 8 T 1 22 A TR R B i N SCBR A, 2% SR IR ALk I b 26 2 — G 1A IS 4
FEAR A 05 45 AR 45 Mann-Whitney I K] 45 5 ) Wy 25 45112 2 8 106 T R 15 47 6 8 35 19 22 5 DA Tl 2 12 1
IV A0S REFEAT 35 58 s o Je 20 22 AL G0 S, M e ARG SRR N U AT AR SO 2R (1
BRI H1 T GCC i 1L WAk 2 HEA T2 IRRAFAE R AR IR W 6 38, T 2 T 48 I 73— IS 2 1 AR
A 2O LA 5 28 SR IO BEFE 50 20 S (1 2 BB TR 5

B3 27 >3 7 i O 5k T S VI 5 AR AL 5% 2 3 1 1 545 BRSPS T 5 1) 2 8 A 4
7] & — S Y i N AT 1 e 0 St 8 A TR 15 N R A AR R ) S REAS USRS M AN SRR AR D B N D F AR 3%
ARG B 1) 7 35 e 21 (1 o D10 2 36 306 AR 5 406 DA Bt TRD SR 2R 110 22 A N SRR S e AT e D0 4 136 32 T 8 15 41 ik
TR 2 X 7 R AR B AR, — S AU LR SR T AR S 13 AN R DB K 1 2 ) o 4R 3 B
DUGi 1338 TR 5 2 100 T N ZRAE A B 5 10 50 A A5 WL o 2 20 75 1105 S0 TR AL 20 X LA of ot ) b 0 I 19 e D 0 3¢
RTE S

TS SR 1 1V S 3 B R D ) U A R T PO 1) B OB R S IR
TRRAF AR 52 (1 PAT 1~ 5 19 3% SR (1 2t B LB TR 6 2 ), Ay ik — 2D B AR REAEAR I T 47 J) 355 Hoste 55 Nz JT 1%
4t 1Ak 51 (genetic algorithm, fRTFR GA)S M HRIL T LUk AR G PF A Gt PF 35 9T BE 1) It vy BI04 45 24 0 4 () G 6 32k 330
ety O T 2D 3R AR I R RN PR ST ) e S50 B Lin Nagiub Fll Garciarena 4 H T — 283 (138 AL 517
Lin 28 AUV TF 7 —Fof i DRI 1 38t A 50725 300 3o ot b — Rl e vl i 2 P8 vy £ /A4 T 328 486 11 ¢ 1 246 3T AL
L SE M A% 548 2% T I e T e S0 18 Nagiub 256 N UUE R BB pass-over S 8 b —ARBMBE v Id B3 AR
(KA PR BN BT — AR I O B DL 38 1) S 2 — 2 bk 17 S0 A MC 804 B2 AHL Lin 2% AR Nagiub %5
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NBVFERAETE S T 55 B N R e D0 1 0 R0, 1 AR AR 2% 18 4 332 T TR0 A7 FEAH T SE M I I . T
iR P iX L6 L Garciarena 25 AU B T XA M 56 20 A5 DAL 5798 (tree estimation of distribution algorithm, {7 #R
Tree-EDA).Tree-EDA 5357 [& T AE R I A9 1% I (8] W] REAE7E A TLg L, IR TR 2 DN RO T 5 GA FIHAE
23 A VT il 447 (univariate marginal distribution algorithm, & % UMDA)! 4T T %f bb Sz 86, S 36 &5 5 %
Wi, Tree-EDA ${I5AE3KIRLL GA Rl UMDA 5347 (1 ff S5 b UK SIGH % AR 117 Tree-EDA X% 18 T /LR B ek
Tj 2 [R] PR AH TR A, T A0 J 22 /N3 T2 8] AT BEAF 7E [ AH TLAE H.

T RS 2 A G B3 T [R) (4 AH FAE KT 0 2 R0 S SS0E T RE e) A SO T T R A A o
B AL B, T K Ho A 44 09 GA-FP.GA-FP 5350 S A i 2 Hh A7 R L0 00 (9 /4 9 4 37717 e B s F =
53 GA-FP SHER AT BEFEAR I 1) 35 55 38, JF I 7 8 A% 40 1 A0 B A5 Ay 42 9 B30 0k 4290 HH B0 % vy L e e
T DR — & it 13 328 0, -4 AR DA I R A T, T LN T <0 R < > 99 i 5 1100 28 e B~ 355 IO 82 v At Jo a0 0
PO S Gl 5 Tree-EDA 78 5 AN RIGUE) 8 AN HLEL S 41N S0 0 BU R 45 SRR W, A SCH) GA-FP B4
AN 8 5 A 25 AR A BEAECT- Y BRI 2.5%, B i BRI 21.1%), 110 HIE REAE $:5HARD T- Tree-EDA feFEALAL R 1)
T T S R S 4 IR 34.5%, 55 =i IR 83.3%); 35 0 AR H 20 19638 100 FR)AH S 23 A 1 — AP 3R IE T BT v A8
RETHAHRBM.

ASCE 1A R B 2 W IR GA-FP BE I B TRR S 3 W AN A GRS 3 AR RE SOk BRI 1R AT
LA L 2 4 R IE IS RO P R AL S A RIS SIS A R 6 T R4 A SOt
g5 AR SRk TAE.

1 B ERdER

g H TN AT BEREA AL A GCC G 13 328 1Tk 8 i 5 ) 7 AR O
EX 1MW Z80Q). #70 GCC Jaifds LRFMIRIFEITN 1 2 | FATHRS WAL Q] i Sy 23 (1)
Frzs it | JC R 4E.
O2={X|X=(X1,X2, ..., Xi5- -, XPAX € {0,1} } (D)
b x=0 B 1 43 B 2R 7R 38 FH BAS 16 FH 40 1R 3L 10 .
EX 2(0EFAMRIERMRIFIERTE). X TR .Qh —A 03 X7 SRR FH R AR 16 FH 1) 4 19534 Tt
4 SsOOF Sy(X)Zzr. e a3 A Q)R A X (3) e L.
Ss(X)={ixieXax=1} (2)
Su(X)=HilxieXAx=0} (3)
TE X 3(BEFEITAR). AEAE VAL B EVE(Sftoe) FH T IHE — AN R UK A T PATAURY Sftege 7R — R EHIAN T,
MFFLRIZAT B LR i FEM i Be (i &1 1 7).

- it
el TR
°\ e ¥kSE
b
Y P
b.. --O.\ ,“ \\\'
— ®
{ (T3 — T2) - (P2 + P3) |
= T ] ] m
To T- Tz Tu

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of energy consumption calculation

M1 Gk R E
EVE(Sftexe) 118 LU A K (4) T 7R,

Ta 1 on-
BVE(Sftye) = [ POt~ (T =T x (P +Pyy) ()
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LA TR Ty 20 ZRIR Sftewe fERFE BN T AT IERE A 0958 § R0 j+1 DHERIEE B SRAE £ To B Ty 2390104 Sftege
AT IR TF A I Z0F0 25 SRS 2205 P) F1 Py 43 B 7R 58 § A j+1 SRAE mC A5 1) 9% I )y 2 ik B2 0 A 48 15 A SR I 1)
SR . 3y 2 T T B F 96 T PO THI R, T T B Sftexe AT L 2 H 5 B BEE (143 fBAMH. 2 T STM32F4 JF R AR, AT 10
RT —BEREAEVFAL RS, T EVE(Sftexe) BT T i

EX AGRIFFISESE). & LB BT cmpLnko(Sftee) F B % cmpLnk(Sftye, X )73 7 2 718 ] GCC 4 3 23548 11-00
G (AN FHATA7T 2 345 100 )« S(X )38 Y 1) 40 3 32 T0U4R 6 — AR N R AR A R St HEAT G 19 FHBE B2 /5 T 45 31
1A AT A

TEX 5(BEFREE). & SREL f(Sftere, X)) T AR T-00 5540, AF ] Ss(X)& B AR IR AT Sftgre X W [ AT
PAT AL TEIZ AT B BEFE T BRI 1 BT 20 LU F(Sftere, X) 1 8 LU (5 TR,

(Sft,, X) = EVE(cmpLnk,(Sft,,,)) — EVE(cmpLnk(Sft,,, X)) < 100% )

EVE (cmpLnk, (Sft,.))
EX 6(HEA I ER). F Tk A 2 B FEAIL A4 14 G 3630 TG % 1) 150 AT il ol 48 0 A2 4 2K (6) I B A A X
wzﬁganX) (6)

2 GA-FP EZR#E
GA-FP S35 3R il 24 2(6) & LI HRAL Il L, & 1E AR 4 54 S U O gl N 77 A A = i A g R 20 5
)5 R LR 1.
Table 1 Flow of GA-FP algorithm
%F 1 GA-FP HikIm
BN FHRER /N NAR SR piy, S8 SRR o, A ARt 3 U A AREL tina, — MR SR AFIEARTY Sftre.

kAR X
1 WAL te1;

2 RN N IBEHLRRBE Pop(D={X1.Xa, .. Xio.. Xn} LT S VRSN Xiee 2;

3 FEFRIR TID<«0;

4 While (t<ty.x) Do

5 For (Pop(t)iIAEANANA Xi) Do /7T SR ARE AN AN 4 R 38 B % A

6 2 B8 B F(SFtere, X) SRR X (0035 2 A fitVal, /AN T GCC R1-00 % 25 AR REFE (1 17 23 Ee
5 If (fitVal>0)  //45 g FE SOk 00 R D0 58 9 G 16 0k T 57 55 3%

8 B FEIEITS %S Te b2

9 For (i in Ss(X)) /X T 6 FH (R A A Gt R L IO

10 TeeTeo{(i, Lfitval)}; /i, 1 1 fitval 435 4 4 236 06 T4 5, 8 B S0 REAE BEAG 1 4 LL ) 1
11 End For

12 TID«TID+1, I (TID, Te)ffi A 38 2 7% 5 A 75 BERE IR AR v 1) G PR IR T 55 3% TTe b
13 End If

14 End For

15 B T22 2,390 5 B FE SCHE ATV (R0 B g B R AR /0 A T A X 3
16 T B EE Pop(t)H AMNMAIZHESR pe AT AS SCER AT A I IR BE Q(t); /48 XU

17 For (QMIIEEANANMAE X) Do /) e AL 4 /e

18 JeBENLAE S 0 5L 15

19 If (j==0)

20 TR p, 5L T30 15 DA B BICER 76 X AT I A /s a5 4
21 Else

22 ML p, T 3L T35 15 DAFBIA U 6 X ERATIRERAE, /IR ERAE
23 End If

24 End For

25 He T4 45 W S0 /5 Pop(t)UQ() TP I FR 4L B R —FUFIBE Pop(tl); /740 45 W e PR e 1F
26 tet+1;

27 End While

28 X'«Pop(t) i AR

29 AL X

30 SR ERIEAT,
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GA-FP 5035 T R SR YT GG A BEHURIAE v SRR o /S A BRI S JEE A SET Y EFE CACIE bR 1 2 26 28 101 5
G52 AEH A BEFE CSCHE AR TE IS G PR TR SR« PR TR SRS SR A« R R AR e U S A
PR AP T — AR R A% T D BT T O S A A A2 90 A i A 3R S AR R 1) 20 BR A ] XA 4.

o HEUFTY BERE CSCE AR IO G 10 20U 55 R e AR AR AN IR N B VS R, TR 1 R A 7
B 13 L BT BERE I ROR I AMA Xy IR B — S AR BB 3R 2 1984538 TTe(the
transaction table with energe annotations of compilation options).45 4¢3 45 Te(a transaction with energe
annotations) &t — JCAL (G PE LIS 5+ L CEON BEFE AR v A 2 103, & H T IR ER AT X 328 H]
{1 — 21 G 19 226 T e RE AR SCE ORI A5 L0 T T2 AR Te IOREAS = Judl P B 52 20 1. B
FELCHERRTE A X AT GCC 1-00 SE AR AEREH 1153 LLOS T F(Sftsre, Xi))- HEFE SCHERRTE RAA
T FENZ S T 2 KEEFESo iR L i 5.

o IS BERECSCHEARVE OIS G IR U SUAR (R 1 IS 15 20) AR asm A il P F s e K22 57
BAECR 1 RIES 19 20~55 23 )R 23 A5 KIS 3 TR 4 1948 T TR0 1 3A.

Table 2 An example for transaction table TTg with energy consumption annotations of compilation options
2l BERE L bR ) e R I 55 3R TTe 411

W REFE LSO R (K e PR T2 45 T,
Te={{cmpOptInfo)|cmpOptinfo=(gn ¥ % Wi dn 5 cmpOptNm, th B K EL count, REFE 45 1E engAno)}
((6,1,12%),(1,1,12%),(3,1,12%),(4,1,12%),(7,1,12%),(9,1,12%),(13,1,12%),(16,1,12%))
((1,1,10%),(2,1,10%),(3,1,10%),(6,1,10%),(12,1,10%),(13,1,10%),(15,1,10%))
((2,1,11%),(6,1,11%),(8,1,11%),(10,1,11%),(15,1,11%))
((2,1,10%),(3,1,10%),(11,1,10%),(17,1,10%),(16,1,10%))
((1,1,8%),(6,1,8%),(3,1,8%),(5,1,8%),(12,1,8%),(16,1,8%),(13,1,8%),(14,1,8%))

AR TID

L N R S

3 EIRTREEIMER TR EmFIEINERE

5— 35 A A% 2 REEANFS Te PN FE I ARE T2 5 3045 1 e e ot 5 B, R M 7E i
3ok H AN AN T B 2 R A G 13 R AR 2 45 3R H T A RE T L BRI A4 A G 1R I T T 5 5 2 45 I RE
ORI 2 it 1 A R R S U T A5 L B R SO e 1 A G Rk R R T 4G
2 H 5 B O 1R TOURRE XA DG 1) 5 S8R I A 48 55 5 G 5GBS (87 10 A PP ) PR B3040 5 0, 1
[ IR 3 F FPy B P340 55925, 3 I 4 HH — A9 1 SR A% S8 A A0 2 0 18 1 TR S R 1 42 i i 7
31 S5EmFETENREXMEX

EX T(HRIFETBY T IFITED). | 5 9 123k T S REH 2 ent() i A (D) ATA = (8) e X.

|1, i T (K).cmpOptNm == i
g(n,k,n={ e (k).cmpOp ™
0, else
_ mW\_ )
cnt(i)=>">"g(.k, j) 3
j=1k=1

AR(DH, T (K).cmpOptNm FoR 4% TTe 58 | 3045 P k Do H Mg PRk T4 5510 A R (8)H,m
|TE | MR RFLSR TTe FS BB | £ HE T IORINE

M SCT FE 8 AHEE Hhent(i)A2 |5 g PRk U748 4538 TTe LA IR B an7E 34 2 14 55
& TTe ' ent(1)=3.

EX 8SNEMRIFIELN). FR i 59 PR T2 — AN G BEE I, 2 HAX S ont(i) K T~ BAE Tl 1 11 di /> SCHF
T Chine

EX IRIFIRTNERI IR ITED. 77 Scmpoptm A& Gt PELE IS 5 1K1 £ 5, WU Scmpoptnm RS [1) 4 13 106 10T £ 1) 52 ¢
T ents(Scmpopinm)ZEAT 2 78 .onts(Sempopim) F 2 20 (9)FH1 24 20 (10) & X.
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. 1, if I, n j oS, .
95 (Sempoptum» 1) = {0 clse mpopimn (Te ) 2 Serpopon )
m
cntg (ScmpOptNm) = Z Js (ScmpOptNm N (10)
i=1

NN, Mpopnm (Te) TR 55K TTe 5 j 455 b AT 10 G REIE 31400 5.
A (O FI 2 S (10) A HEF Hents(Sempoptnm) /2 Sempoptm (1554 Gii 198 JE T AE T 55 TTe 4 4% 9455 A I
IR IREL A e SR 2 T 55538 TTeh,6 501 3 5 41 e i) 4 B E 1 4R (6,3} I 2 71140 ents({6,3})=3.
EX 105N ERIFIRTAET). 47 Scmpoptnm A Conin 73 0l A2 i L 0G5 149 4 5 R T 1) i /N SR -, )
Sempoptm X IV FR) 2l 13 126 101 48 A A0 2 it 108 i UASE 20, 24 HAX 24 ents(Sempoptim) = Conine
TE N LG BE AR U AR S RSB SRIF R TR ). 1 TPempopt AL 17 I FE LSCHE bR TE 1) G PR 1B T04E &
{cmpOptinfolcmpOptinfo=(cmpOptNm,engAno)},
Horpr,empOptNm FI engAno 43 7l 2 7 4 1634 20 4 5 1 e AE SO B V2 33 pempopt 51> J6 2 1) cmpOptNm 1
SRAT I G 1F L TR 2 T A 18 5L 1O 18530 25 e 3 30 TS X, IR fpampoope A2 — 71 A LI v 14D 0 265 o 13 20 T A%
3. 24 [fPcmpopt =K P fPempopt 1 AEFE AR FE 1 K 4515 4 6L IHURESE, I W13 H 0K o -
3.2 FPeHEYEIIELE
55448 FP U K48 45 H 2 A0L FPe B AR 2 b 1T 8050 PT ISk 3 HL Tk i, 12 FPs MR T EFEARIE,
Wi 2 Fros arg i PT A& — AR 45 fl root Fl T ERATEI 44 ,PT B 1945~ 45 25 cmpOptNm,count,
engAno,parNode 1 nextNode 1X 5 A& PERGR, A1 20 R 7R R E TN 5« G 1R 200 HH IR B, e FE Gt
L FR A AU ARE R 7 T — AN B AT A [ 9 10 20 4 5 1R 45 PR BT AR 2 MR ORI & b 2 5
SBEE 3 ANBE 45 cmpOptNm,count 1 engAno I, I HE 45 &5 root WX 3 N H(E 4 25 null. | 2 1,524k
TR el )% 2 X T 8445 S0 parNode F1 nextNode FrIEL. B FE 28 9 45 /5, 3L nextNode 18 4 %% null. 51£ 4
FP By AR 2 AR T FPe 4 I 45 s 5 TN T REAE e At (1 ik
Tk HL

IFRETG S | A RTHE) SRR

cmpOptNm hdLnk

6 I

13 T

Fig.2 FPg tree derived from the example transaction table TTg shown in table 2

2 TR 2P HSR TTe L FPe 4

Tk 4 HL )RR I cmpOptNm Al hdLnk PN & 15 EAT $ili 3 3K 9 A J 1k 20 1 2 7 G 16 346 T3 93 5 A 45
Fo R (R 2 IR RGP B ) 1) Sk i 00 1o 2 s, o ] A B3 VB PRl ok 9 4, B 2 PSR HL dJis AT
(R Sk FR BT hdLnk K 57280 PT rh A7 HH L 16 5 2 PR E I0 Y 45 sl (K (018 St diom) Bl k.
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3.3 ETFPeMBIZIRE %
3L Tl BEAE A bR T P A O 3 AR X R 458 SV FP-growth. 24 DAY i R eSCHE by T 1Y) 2 126308 13
F5538 TTe MR/ SCFRFUHEC Con TE NS HOT FPp-growth, v fay H 450 %5 2 e A USRS L5 T AT 19 Kk
AR G PE R B A X B 2 (1) FPg A48 F FP-growth Bkl #ir th 36 4 TR A0 % g 3k TS 0 4R 3.
Table 3 FPg-growth algorithm
% 3 FPg-growth Hi%

N5 R TTe 3/ SR Crin.

A e R U /A R R R IR O

1 | MY FPe 4
FAR 553 TTe 3t /N STRF VT B Conin 7 126 HH A0S 250 136 208 I0, - 4 S5 o B e 1 3

: G 2 P ISUHEAT HE PP, A 1 HE 3 S A0 B 2 1 A 0 95 3R TT R
5 | FPIUE G PEIE I 5522 TTRe 5 5595 1 I B Gt 06 AL TUAZAT MR KA\ 21 P A4,

37 N o v, S U BOR 8 LS AR v 23 i AT 2R
He T FPy W 8 1 25 400 S50 SR B PG (S A T 1 490 5 4 126 0 T A SR
5 | HiRSAIEAT,

Table 4 Table for the set of frequent pattern of compilation options with energy annotations in the example
R4 T R ERE CE bR A0 B g PR A SR R
K 4 P TR (O sK) it AEFESCEARIE (1 kAR B G0 PR IR G fpf o)

{(16,30%)}

{(13,30%)}

L. UGV B S {@31%)}

{(1,30%)}
{(3.40%)}
{(6.41%)}

{(16,30%),(3,40%)}

{(13,30%),(6,82%)}

{(13,30%),(3,60%)}

2. MRS PR TR AR S {(13,30%),(1,60%)}
{(1,30%),(6,41%)}
{(1,30%),(3,30%)}
{(3,30%),(6,41%)}

{(13,30%),(6,82%),(3,60%)}

3. B P T BEA A 8 {(13,30%).(6,5234BH 6070

fo {(13,30%),(3,60%),(1,60%)}

{(1,30%),(3,30%),(6,41%)}

4. SR PEIE IR SR S {(13,30%),(6,82%),(3,60%),(1,60%)}

3.4 HEWMITHIEAI
AT FPp-growth SLVE I — NN S EERE 438 TTe WK 2 FiR N34 8, 5 — NN S 8/ SR8
Coin W N 3,38 FPg-growth HVEPATIEFR. N @ 2 L H A VI 46 FPe #4 . 7E FPg 8 P 4l A AT % 4 1953
RS A HF B8 FE AR T (1 400 G 198 TR 24 3R S5 DG B 25 IR AT U
RV T 3R 2 Jros IR B FE s BUR I3 4534 TTe A — BB 3 B ()46 FPy i, 8L 45 i 44 10
B PT FH2i k3 HL.
o IR 2GE R F SR TTe 4%/ NSTREVT S0 3 0 18 H 000 58 G 332 IO, I e R SR 0B S k1) A il —
sk 5 FrasHET G AR S g PR L T 45 3R TTF.
o UDIR 3OREAT S O I T 45 3R TTRe #5597 25 o 00 00 % O B 2 T e AT K K4 N B1) FPy W, S 85145 i 1] 2
J 7N 1) FPg B HARZH T U1 T
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FANGR S HER TTRe 5 1 AT F 55 TP I &5 S 5 4 19838 101 b T 43 ¢ UL 3 NI AR 45 550 root W
VCTC 19 4% T 45 s, UK IR AR A 5 AN B & A, 27 FPe IR ERE 1 AN 3, ] 4 TR,

FANR A HE R TTF B 24T H 55 P S B R PR E L6 1 4 16) FPe WL Al b W 3 5 4R TTR:
55 2 47 055 10 A RS G VE IR DIV AN B FPe BN, th T4 N5 1 AN S S B (oG 5 . 3
Frr BOMBERE Gt bR vE 2 BIh 6. 1 F1 10%) I, root 45 i —ANVCHEL £ 1 45 A (i 4 K7
IR 4G, ST BORT BERE CIEARTE 2> A 1 A 12%), 75 BRI AN 4% T 45 B T BORT REFE
bR oy 53R 5 5 2 AT 6 5 G iRk ) SCRF VR EIORT BEFE SO AR HEAT BN EE T
count=2 F1 engAno=22%. 25U AR 5 55 2 fTHIZE 2 FIEE 3 ANAE G 12035 00 T MR AR 4
AR G BTG5 SR BRI AR O AR T 2 B0 2 1 I 10%) I, 1k ] A AR &5 A
(1,2,22%) T A7 UE L 1 4% 7 45 5 AEAR 45 05.(1,2,22%) T — N T 45 006K R 3 8 2 1734545
2 5 G 3R UKD S RE UEEORY REFE CCHE AR v WA 45 0% T 45 R 1 v AT 73 3 FP #4119
552 AN SR B K B S AN g B I\ B FPg 75 218 5 /s 1) FPe B

RATANT 5 58 34T~ S ATHE P WS- 4 PR T, o 3R 2 54538 TTe XY FPg #4, fn /& 2
J7s.

LR ASLT LR 3 A3 2N FPe A4 A8 A2 9 SRR MR 4 7755 () 45 B AR C5O bR 1R 400 28 128 32 IR

X

TskHL AP
TG | B | o,
o hdLnk
6 null
3 null
1 null
2 null
13 null
16 null

Fig.3 [Initial FPg tree in the example
3 BT HIGRIY FPy B

Table 5 Transaction table TTFg of frequent compilation options obtained by selecting

and sorting the transaction table TTg

5 NHE R TTe AT IRIEANHE Y 5 DRI IS G 1L I 55 R TTFe

FH 5 PRI TID

BB L T 55 TFe,
TFe={(FCOptInfo)|FCOptInfo=(%i ¥ 1% 1% ‘5 cmpOptNm, i Bl k% count, BEFE kA5 TE engAno)}

L S R S

((6,1,12%),(3,1,12%),(1,1,12%),(13,1,12%),(16,1,12%))
((6,1,10%),(3,1,10%),(1,1,10%),(2,1,10%),(13,1,10%))
((6,1,11%),(2,1,11%))
((3,1,10%),(2,1,10%),(16,1,10%))
((6,1,8%),(3,1,8%),(1,1,8%),(13,1,8%),(16,1,8%))
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TiskRHL RIBWRPT
ARPRIETGN S | 45 URER Sk RET

root
cmpOptNm hdLnk

6 I

2 null

13 -——

!
!
!
!
1

Fig.4 FPg tree obtained by inserting frequent compilation options of 1st row in Table 5 TTFg
Bl 4 Kk s G555 TTRe 55 1 47455 b 25 B 9 2 P8 26 T N\ J 73 21 1) FPg 4
TAHL BTN PT

MIFIL TN S | 4 nUEER SR IR E
cmpOptNm hdLnk

6 R

3 —_————

13 -—=-

16 ———= 16, 1, 12%

Fig.5 FPg tree obtained by inserting frequent compilation options of 1st and 2nd rows in Table 5 TTFg
K5 Rk 5 FE95 3R TTRe 5 1 AT NG 2 473855 b 4 0 9 G 1 I8 T 470 N\ ) 75 21 1) FPg B
4 TREE
GA-FP SLIEGIN T WG iR Mok 15 Sy b e e A S 4 R I Fof 43 A1 LAty B8 G C5CIE b 1) 000 25 i 1
e IRy JR R AR LT T A 508 SO R4 TR AR A 20 3R,
41 ERBIEEIEX
X 120 FERBETRMIM L EER). 47 SSOOM SuO 5 B X 15 1) L AN A FF 4 32
g5 5, 3E BN Ss(X)H BEHLIE L K AN 0 25 (1 <<K<S[Ss(X)|)F 1 4 P32 T4 5 852 4 Sempoptnms W Sempopm 145
B E U AN 1 UCES A (1) X
pratCh+(ScmpOptNm) = { fpcmpOpt | (k :| ScmpOptNm D A ( fpcmpOpt € Slf(pﬂ) A (ScmpOptNm = 17cmp0ptNm( fpcmpOpt )) /\}

1)
((]7cmp0ptNm( fpcmpOpt) - ScmpOptNm) < SU (X ))}
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v, SETRAZIE BT A k1 S G R USSR BT B A T T empoptm(FPempopt) 5 715 A AT 5 G 136 26 TS 20
fPempopt T B HH 45 4 16 1B T 4 5 9T A BRIV 4R

1, A4 X={0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1}, 1) Sg(X)={3,5,9,10,11,13,14,16},S,(X)={1,2,4,6,7,8,12,15} .45 4ii
SRATF (05 BEHE CSOEE b i AT 2 g 2R TR AR 3R 4 TR BN Ss(X) T BEAILIE X 2 AN 70 38 44) F 1) 40 35 32 101
T Sempopnm=13,13}, N 4 RIS B PR IE TR A B S, ThORT NS 4 47 7] 23 B3 4 A VL T 40 54
{13,6,3},{13,6,1},{13,3,1},{1,3,6}. {5 1 DNFIEHE 3 MEB T Sempoptnm=13,13},7F HIXH N E S5 Sempoptum
ZEAEHR W Su(X) L, fpMatch”({3,13})={{(13,30%),(6,82%),(3,60%)},{(13,30%),(3,60%),(1,60%0)} }.

EX 3GRERIFIRTAIAN 1 EE). 5 Scmpoptm 5T A X ¥ 2 F 9 1334 151 9 5 46 P BEHLHH IO/ A
K )4, Scmpoptnm FFIAR % 4 126356 TR 5 1 DL AL 4 fpMateh™(Sempoptnm), 7 H. fpMatch™(Sempoptnm) 4> 25, M Sempoptm
f10) 4 % G5t 1R 3 000 1 VSIS FCOptMateh” (Sempopenm) HH 23 2 (12) 52 X.

fCOptMatch* (S opmm) = { FCOP | (fPmop € TAMALEN (Seppopm)) A }
(fCOpt.cmpOPtNM & (/Z;p0ptnm ( FPempopt ) — Scmpopinm )}
H 1, fCOpt.cmpOptNm & 7= 431 %6 2 PR e 15T fCOPpt 1) i 1128 0 i 5.

il 4, 75 511K foMateh™({3,13 1), 9 AN A3 %6 g B B TR X v] 43 BB 2 AN g PRk T 4 5 £ {13,6,3),
{13,3,1} .M ES S Sempopnm=1{3,13} B ZE4E5 1 24 {6}, {1} AR 224, 1] A fpMatch™({3,13}) 13RI

fCOptMatch*({3,13})={(6,82%),(1,60%)}.

EX LAGREHIFERTE AR 1 DUED). 25K X0 53 A0 A F 4 PR 004 5 52 4 1A Ss(X) AN
Su(X), LA Ss(X)  BEHLIE L k A6 25 (1<K |Ss(X)]) FA) F8 4 13356 T2 522 49 Sempoptnms M Scmpoptm FI 471 25 45 2%
A 1 VAL fpMateh (Sempopivm) B 2 2 (13) 52 X.

foMatch™ (S mpopmin) = { FPempopt | (K =l Sempoptin 1) A (FPampopt € S ™) A Scmpopnum > empopim ( FPrampopt ) (13)
Horr, SRS BT A k=1 B0 G P ITURE M B 1 45, T T mpoptnim(FPempopt) 4 715 A AT 5 G5 1 36 TR 2
fPompopt TS HH 25 4 PR BI04 5 JI M4 LIV AR 5

filn, ™MMA X={0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1}, 0] Sg(X)={3,5,9,10,11,13,14,16},Su(X)={1,2,4,6,7,8,12,15}.

PRI ARAZ 717 58 FE CSOdE bR v 1 A0 S g B 38 TR AR 1R 4 s W Ss(X) T BENLIEEX 2 AN J0 25 44 B I G
PEIET S BN Sempoptm={3,163, N 4 IS G DI UL S (18 6 D IE R :{(16,30%)},{(13,30%)},
{(2,31%)},{(1,30%)},{(3,40%) } M1 {(6,41%)} ALEH 1 FNEE 5 A>T 19 1 LI G 5 B T Sempoptnm=1{3,16}, 1

foMatch™({3,16})={{(16,30%)},{(3,40%)}}.

(12)

4.2 HIRIRME

K6 gt T ISR RAE I B AR RAR AN XA 1 P AT AT 2 3 208 100, D) SR B R AL 1. AR S U e X —
PrEf 0 78 15 W, 3 3 R SR g PR TR T TR A e X 12 A X 13 Al A (R ) 7 R S R B AR T AR P i
Ja K NAR 5t

BAME X={0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1}, 1 Sg(X)={3,5,9,10,11,13,14,16},5,(X)={1,2,4,6,7,8,12,15} J%$i 3k
A R B A LSCHE B T A0 e T B TR X 2 L 36 4 B8 3R 6 28 5 20 AN Se(X) B LI B k=2 AN 70 28 41 i i A% e
{1 i 1 36 T 40 5 B2 M Sempoptm= 13,13 1 R4 52 X 13 7 45 fCOptMatch”({3,13})=1{(6,82%).(1,60%) } , JL i 72 43 #7
D8 13 B U HCR 6 5 6 D13 BB G R IR IR Sicop=1{(6,82%).,(1,60%)}.tH3E 6 % 10 2P 41:

82% 60%
N=—2" 1058, 2)=———x042.
Preow (D) = o0 oor Preos(2) = 30+ 60%

BRI, 73 BL0.58 A1 0.42 MERIESE 6 51 1 50 F LB BEE T 6 54 PFLk I, WIH % 6 2 13 K X
TR 6 KRS (R 1,43 21 T8 AN A X'={0,0,1,0,1,1,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1}.
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Table 6 Flow of “Add” operation
&6 CHIRCERAE ML

BN AR XS REFE ClCE bR R 2 g PRk AR AR R
i H B A X

1

AT AR S AN A XA B 3 P R 0 1 T 5 TR B2 SsQXO) I AR 146 FH R 0 1 6 T 5 2 5 Su(X);

If (Ss(X)[=0) /74 BEAT 3 FH AT ] i 76 16 300

FE Su(X) %AW A T7 A BEHLIE P AR A

Else

7E Ss(X)H BEHLIEFE k(1 <K< |Ss(X)DAJ6 2 A 8AF 28 57 1K) 4 BE 3% 1014 5 4K Sempoptm;

fﬁﬂ % é}ﬁ_é 1% «@ Iﬁ ﬁ stOpK_fCOptMatCh+(ScmpOptNm);

If (Stcopt N 4E)

£ Su(X) 1255 AR T7 SUBEALIE £ AR R A

Ol |[Q||[n |||

Else

3 Scopt 1475 | AN G BEXLTH FCOpt, L % fCOpt; engAno 3473k 4%,

Prcon (1) = > fCOptengAno

COPEScopt

It 4% fCOPY A G 1346 19140 5 Ml i 26 5V, //FCOptj.engAno K s SR I 4% i 1 148 191 FCOpt; (1) fié #E Lt b i

11

End If

12

End If

13

K AR A R AE 0 Rk 1,JF 49 BB K X

14

i A X

4.3 MIRIRIE
S NS Y R S (RIEERLSUR N

Table 7 Flow of “Delete” operation
RT MG BRI

N AR XA RERE SO A R 2 g R I BN SR R
it B A X

1| MR A A XA 3 30k HH 1) B T 4 5 IR 4R 5 SsOX) AR I FH 11 G 3L 04 5 I AR 5 Su(X);
2 | I (Ss(X)[>0) /A A 3 v 1 G 1363 I3
3 If (ISs(X)I=1) /AR PV 1 A3 H 1 4 126 32 T3
4 R Se(X) I — ) & 135 308 J0 s 5 Ak o A S o7
5 Else
6 7E Ss(X) P BEALIE FE k(1 <K< [Ss(X)DA™ JC 3 4L ALA A8 5 1) G B T4 5 3R Sempoptim
7 fﬁﬁ%%ﬁl’ﬁilﬁiﬁ SfCOpK_fpMatChi(scmpOple);
3 If (ISicopd=<1) /21 Sicopt R A —ANJTH I, A G A A ) — AN A E BLA o 801 1 G 360 T3
1A 5 3 I 9, A SR B AT 4 7 e L 1) S

9 7 Scmpoptnm BB FE— AN I 1 52 A8 A
10 Else

J1E REFE CSUHE BRI AR DK 18 G 198 U8 I LA /N AR 23 A < TN 9 4 40 OB 88 o 35 0 T

1 {( > fCOpt.engAno]— fCOptj.engAno} Hh P AR [ AL 15

fCOpteS 1copt

1 [ > fCOptengAno |- fCOpt;.engAno

XF Scopt HHER § ANIUE G R IL I fCOpY, AR Do (i) = fCOPLES copt

4 (ISwox|-Dx Y. fCOptengAno
fCOpteS'com

HEAT VB8, I 4 fCOPYy ) & 3 32 T 5 o A8 S 6
12 End If
13 End If
14 | End If
15 | A8 A i FRG A 1 B4 sk 0, 9145 218 A~k X,
16 | Hith X';

AR X AT I AT AR S P 38 00, WU AN A8 1. 244 XU AT 1 A G 198 328 200, DO A 9K A G 96 32 331
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B S PP A3 400 A1, 5 it 5 2 XMk G 30 T o 5 S 14 I 258 1R 491 - 15 B MR i R 1) 3 e XA S

52 A X=1{0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,1}, 11 S¢(X)=13,5,9,10,11,13,14,16},Suy(X)={1,2,4,6,7,8,12,15} 124}
ARAF A R AR O BRI A B e PRI B A SR W3R 4 PR R 7 38 6 PN Ss(X) P B HLIEHL k=2 /> 7T % 14 1k
F) 55 PR HE T 5 5 8 25 0 Smpoptnm=1{3,16 1 M4 5 X 14 717 foMatch™({3,161)={{(16,30%)}, {(3,40%)} }, L i 24
FrOLsE SC 14 TR BT, 7 5 7 A3 Sicop={{(16,30%)},{(3,40%)} } .1 3E 7 %5 11 2Bw] 40,
(30%+40%) =30% _ P (2)— (30%+40%) ~40% _ o
(2—1)x (30% + 40%) (2—1)x (30% + 40%)

WIS EL 0.57 F1 0.43 BEAIESE 16 5 3 T 4m PRI IE T 16 5 9 PR IIUEAT B B, 1T OR B W 7L BEF
AR SO A ) 3 S g BRI DI R 7 28 15 R X T hRh 16 I ek 0,43 3 T BT AN

X'={0,0,1,0,1,0,0,0,1,1,1,0,1,1,0,0}

Prcopt (D) =

5 EHIAR

AT RO 5.1 RN T SEI R A8 5.2 TR T IR () e A AR 5.3 U] T
S P AE ISR TE k56 5.4 T GH T S0 e 5 5.5 TR OR T SRR g5 RO T T T
51 EHIEN

AL BEEBS ¥ & Uk il s 2 4. M4, A YRR 2 IX 5 AU 8 AN S, 8 it T
S S F) I8P AT AN A A

1 faj A

Table 8 Application domains and code size in the experimental cases

R 8 S F I N A A AN A

ESY I F Bt RIBEATH)
2D FIR A, Mk 77
Blowfish s 658
CRC32 EEN i 159
Cubic root solver(Cubic) P 211
Dijkstra ) &% 175
FDCT ERS 245
Float Matrix Multiplication(Float Matrix) R 118
Integer Matrix Multiplication(Int_Matrix) "E 114

52 MREMEHEEERER

B1RE L(FRRE). &L GA-FP SR Z Tree-EDA 5% A8 AT 159 2 W0 4L (1) 9 B 1B 4L 5, A 43 S 41 1113247 fig M
A% ?Tree-EDA 52 H iy LLREFE A LAk H A5 I 7] B AL HE g P8 L8 AL 5 ) — P S35 i o 9] 250X — e i, m] LSS
UE GA-FP S A7 Rk

E 2484555 GA-FP Al Tree-EDA e DIt At Xof . ) BEFEAH X B5CE 7T 70 LU L nengo, 1 4 JE B AR A AE S UEAXAD
Sftore 1| nenges K178 SCATZA 3 (14) 7 7, JLAE B B AT

EVE(cmpLnk(Sft,,, X~ )= EVE(empLnk(Sft,,, X sarp))

oo (SFEL) = E x100% 14
seng (STre) EVE (cmpLnk(Sft, X. ) ’ (14)

Tree-EDA

o XD I Xugp 23 IAIR Tree-EDA I GA-FP 513115 1 e JL
o EVE(cmpLnk(Sft,., X" ) F1 EVE(CmpLNK(Sfty, X gy rp)) 73 B R 7E ZE B IEARRY Sftye T, Tree-EDA Fil
GA-FP Sk S AT A xT B 1) REFE (.
B 2SR E). 5 Tree-EDA HiEAH L, GA-FP HILBEAT PR ISCSI0H 5 230 3 [P 25 31X — [n) /L — 5 B0 AE
GA-FP HL A Rk
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EBIEHR N T A LU P A kW S0 1 % GA-FP 58I T Tree-EDA St Al Ao B #5 /N A U B
(I AFS A0 T 40 B Vo D 5 S HR bR AE B IRARAD Sftre I, aio, (1058 X012 30(15) BT/, S AR O 4
(S ) = MinITree_EDA(STtS,C, X" — MinIGAfP(Sft X")
° Minl e £oa(Sftge, X )
oA Minqree-eoa(Sftsre, X VAT Minga pp(Sftsre, X )70 5l 75 78 LB ARED Sftge I, Tree-EDA 1 GA-FP KU AL fi%
X" BT B ) de /NI AR UK
B8R 3(R MR P RIFIRTTAYIEMB M), 5 Tree-EDA HI5EAH HE, A S GA-FP 50355 57 3815 1) 5 D0 A v 4 1 30k
T2 [i1) 2 A5 A7 B 5 [ 1E A DG Mk 2080 T B AR 1 R AR IR AR RN AT - & o L5 BRFEAH G IR E,GCC 2 A9 1R 3
T2 ) S AN G A IR LE AR DG AN [7] 1) 56 0 5C 3R W o [ 53X — 1) 18, 7T 78 GA-FP Lt Tree-EDA 3K73
L (o R R S R i S5 B ) R KL R B GA-FP AE HH A FE =y HLX REFEAT 8 3 et 00 R 1) — 4L 4 1R R T
AL BTN e 2 S A A5 3R 04 S A0t B B 22 1A O IR S BRI T
E 28 HR. — 4 1E A ¢ G 1 3 T2 Fi5 35 I P B8 B AT AFT — 39 I, K 456 K 10 D0 A6 A0OR J 27 22 %5 18 3
GA-FP Fl Tree-EDA S5 M fif A0 25 (10 G B e T AF 50 H 100 2 57t 468 IR S 3 T s B A o B o 0 LA £ 4 B o
FEBR Npcoa(X "), LA 2N I b bV A2 S5 A0 A v %35 397 [7] £ 1E A 5 P D pon(X )R SE T 23 3R (16) BT s JL AR B K R 7
loen (X ) = ‘|§* |' (16)
Forp X R IR A X3 P A 4 PR 38 ST 43 5 FE SCHR 7148 HH 10 1 A8 S 21 R 2 - BT i RS 360 45 5 11
125,45 30 1) 16 AH 9% 10 G 126346 T4 .
8] 8% A(4RIFIETRBIEFSAE). 75 GA-FP S0 8 A~ Z 0l Ae ke A0 Ab 45 S vy, 25 A G 197 306 T 1) A8 PR A% i 2
T Job Xt A A G 26 TS FH AR (%) 23 BT, T LA B AATIAE 3% ] GCC g PRIE TR 45 Hh — 2645 I S 1 5 2%
[E 2 18HR.7E GA-FP B35 m K47 #A~ G (1 25 S p A A G PRI x; 1A FITUE Nygqou(x)FE A 85 B 44T,
o XA 7)FR.

Srco

x100% (15)

Src?

8 m
| o) = Z(;}ZU%Num(xi,k, j)] (17)
i= k=1

HorpruseNum(x;,k,j) & 7 GA-FP S3ETE 5 K IRISAT 5 j A~ S0 B 45 s D0 A v G 3328 100 xq 19045 FH IR B0 g (X)) RO AEL
TR, 0 B 4 TR 0 3, 7 8 A 481 vl f A PR A0 2 ek v
53 EAMZItHE

% BB I BENL T GA-FP 575 R Tree-EDA H:4 43 S ASLIB AT 20 WK IHFREAT Ge v A 30 A SCR H
Wilcoxom FRANKE 5V )y vt 51 50 B4 HEAT GEvE 20 A7, 0088 A K F e B Bk 0.05. 28 1730 — A0 W xe L %
95 1 22 5 75 (effect size), A 0L 18 ] Vargha-Delaney! [ A, 14 effect size B ELALE . A, ORI 40,1, 3L
RO, 1 B 22 S P R K

ook

54 L&

(1) LRI

EAIHLIE AT BRI Intel(R) Core(TM)i5-4590,3.30GHz 4L 2% 8G P17 M ubuntu-16.04.1 $#:4E R 40 fig
VPl RS AT STM32F4 A H LR R A AL 01 KA IS AT R85 R A STM32F 103 B 20 196 45 1 4 198 2 1 57
Fl GCC4.9.2, 911 F 5 Tree-EDAMAH [E 19 58 A4 1%L I3

(2) HiEsHumvee

HT A WL,GA-FP Rl iR 5 Tree-EDA RS H% .3 9 441 T GA-FP 1 Tree-EDA [NZ %
BE.R 9 PN NA £ 78 GA-FP 88 Tree-EDA A0 2 %) M ¥ 2 5%
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Table 9 Parameter settings of Tree-EDA and GA-FP
%9 Tree-EDA 1 GA-FP [ 2 $ ¥ &

25 Tree-EDA GA-FP
FHBER N 100 100
5 R A AR EL 50 50
TR 0.5 NA
AR SR NA 0.3
X REZE NA 0.6
SN CFF UL NA LOCFIRE R /N ) 10%)

55 LWERE S

A H ) 1R ) 2 S 4 R R A

(1) TR0 1 (AR oo ) ¥ i 36 & 2R K o0 W

F 10 45T 8 NEHIT-00 HEHF-03 TAME LI GA-FP Fll Tree-EDA 537 20 RIS AT E AR ARXS MY 1
BERETH LN 10 T LLE 0 TR 4050, GA-FP F1 Tree-EDA 7 V- 341155 B0 AN 5 B 15 00 K #B RS 3R EL-O3 254
S 1) 4 PR 1L TR ; GA-FP 8 S R A 00 S5 1A 30 S8 4B e 43 2 A8 T--03 25 ¢ 1) 4 BF 1L T4, 1] Tree-EDA £ 2D
FIR #11 Float_Matrix PiA™ 25 2115 31495 1--03 S 45 4 9F BX T A 8 241, GA-FP BEAE-FIE L. i
I DU RD B 475 B0 T #B3K 15 7 B Tree_EDA H1-03 25 4% B AR ) 4 % 0k T 4.

Table 10 Energy consumption of the optimal solutions obtained by -O0 level, -O3 level,

Tree-EDA and GA-FP by 20 runs in 8 cases

Q)

K10 8 MEWPIT-00 F-03 WALEH LM GA-FP I Tree-EDA 5132 20 RIB AT I AR N I BEFE (1)
TreeEDA GA-FP
- -00 -03 FME I KAE e /ME TME SN e /ME
- | G| (HL-03 454k | (Lb-O3 454 | (Eb-03 484% | (Lb-03 254k | (Lb-0O3 454 | (bb-03 454
FRARAR) FEARAE) FEARAE) FEARAL) FEARAR) FARAE)
17.39 204 16.2 16.5 16.8 16.1
2D FIR 278 J§ 18-1 40.71) (12.3) +1.9) 1.6) (1.3) (32.0)
: 261 265.0 256.1 2574 258.1 254.7
Blowfishilg | S04 | 273.3 (12.3) (18.3) (17.2) (15.9) (115.2) (18.6)
25.95 262 25.6 252 25.6 24.9
&3 397 | 282 (32.25) (32.0) (32.6) (33.0) (12.6) (33.3)
: 116.5 116.9 116.3 1138 116.7 102.6
Cubic 1719 1 119.1 (2.6) d2.2) 12.8) (15.3) (2.4 1 16.5)
3 153.6 154.8 153.0 1519 152.9 1513
Dijstra 184.1 | 158.9 (5.3) a1 5.9 17.0) 16.0) 17.6)
241 245 238 23.75 238 23.6
FDCT 324 1 251 (1.0 (40.6) (31.3) (¥1.35) (41.3) (Y1.5)
. 162 166.9 155.1 153.9 161.7 152.7
Float_Matrix | 200.1 | 1655 (3.5 (11.4) (10.4) d11.6) (3.8) d12.8)
4 17.47 17.6 174 17.35 175 17.1
Int Matrix | 68.9 | 19.3 (L1.83) A1.7) (1.9 (L1.95) (1.8) (2.2

® 11 BE T GA-FP Ml Tree-EDA 7r 8 AN G T BEFE XSG 11 73 EE (1 aengue) (I RR FHAS 56 45 L.

11 15 2 41 p-value fHY) /N T EAR K 0.05.3X R WTE 8 MM T GA-FP I laengrIEFFTES TR X E
FEMT Tree-EDA MK 11 H55 3 FI[ effect size {H 1 LI H,GA-FP 5754 Cre32 F Dijstra PN ZEH1 T, LAY
F 1 LT Tree-EDA;{E 2D FIR. Blowfish. Cubic. FDCT. Float Matrix fl Int Matrix iX 6 ™ ZEH]~, LA KA
FALME iR EALT Tree-EDA.

6 Frgs i gevk @ B N B AR 3 — 34 ik

MR 12 BIGE T 45 T 51,8 AN F M T B N aenguo TEARFPIIE R 2.5%, 8 K | aengoo FEARE AT A 21.1%.
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Table 11 Rank sum test results of energy consumption improvement percentage laengs, of

GA-FP compared with Tree-EDA under 8 cases
#& 11 GA-FP {Z Tree-EDA f£ 8 A ZM1 N REFELSHE 1T 73 LU (1 aenges) IR AIAS 56 &5 2R

ESY p-value effect size
2D FIR 2.093e-07 0.88
Blowfish 7.963e—09 0.97
CRC32 7.933e-09 1
Cubic 2.096e-07 0.94
Dijstra 7.992e-09 1
FDCT 7.846e—09 0.91
Float_Matrix 3.96e-06 0.75
Int Matrix 0.004549 0.82
20 ¥
15 -
T
1
| I
o OF 1 e -
L
sk T ¥ 4
T B & =
e =
o , : ] ‘I l =Li: 1 = E':I : : {J |
| 4
1 I
S L L 4
- El.j-l'lﬂ Blc:'\‘ns" CR&.]Z‘ Cu‘bic Dli;.ll‘a I'L_:CT FID&I"MSmx Imt_Matrix
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Fig.6 Boxplot using energy consumption improvement percentage laenge, 0f GA-FP compared with Tree-EDA
Kl 6 GA-FP #Z Tree-EDA 7T 8 %M T REFE S H 43 Ho(aengne) G T £ &

Table 12  Statistical results of energy consumption improvement percentage Iaenge, of
GA-FP compared with Tree-EDA under 8 cases
12 GA-FP #{Z Tree-EDA 7. 8 M4 N GEFESCIE E 43 LU (1 aengs) I GETH HR 45

Z ) |Aenq%E/‘quig1E(%) |Aenq%E<JﬁT'ﬁ)§1E(%) IAenq%E(J%/ME(%) |Aenq%E<J7‘7—7‘é

2D FIR 5.1 211 -53 3.84e-3
Blowfish 1.4 43 -0.8 1.2e—4
CRC32 2.9 6.1 0.1 2.2¢—4
Cubic 2.3 6.5 -0.3 2.9e—4
Dijstra 1.1 1.6 0.4 3.0e-6
FDCT 1.5 32 -0.8 1.0e—4
Float Matrix 5.0 13.7 —4.9 2.3e-3
Int_Matrix 0.7 2.4 -1.6 1.2¢-4
P 2.5 7.36 -1.65 8.74e-4

(2) T} 2 S04 2 ) ) 45 2R K o3 #r

3G TLE 8 AN T ISR EFRHFR 150y GA-FP IS B A T Tree-EDA s M fif X I f5 /N IE A IR BT AR
TP 43 ) AR R B 45 53R 13 P 28 2 31 p-value (H 35 /N T EAF 7K 0.05, % ITE 8 A 451 T ,GA-FP 1 lin,
FEAREG R L L B F T Tree-EDA.ZR 13 H 5 3 FI (1) effect size {H 35 K T2 T 0.8, 1 GA-FP ik L Tree-

EDA $iAE RMEA _E ELAT SEPR ) e A

MK 14 T H,8 AN G 1) | io, 43P I (GA-FP 35 2455 T Tree-EDA $5 ik Xof S 55 /> s AR T B AH

K 23 ) R 34.5%, e Kk FI T 83.3%.

7P I GETEH G (GA-FP IA B A T Tree-EDA S AL Al ) I g /NI ARTCE I AR 92D 77 23 L)t ELW

A2 —Eas e,

© hRBIEB IR

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



1284

Journal of Software #4#F%4% Vol.30, No.5, May 2019

Table 13 Rank sum test results of the convergence speed metric l,j, in 8 cases

R 13 AE 8 MM WCSOE ELFIAR 1 aio TR A 45 2R

ESY p-value effect size

2D FIR 0.006 799 0.8
Blowfish 7.253e-09 1
CRC32 6.71e-09 1
Cubic 7.294e-09 1
Dijstra 7.227e-09 1
FDCT 7.28e-09 1
Float_Matrix 7.294¢-09 1

Int Matrix 3.262e-05 0.9

Table 14 Statistical results of convergence speed metric |, in 8 cases

R 14 A 8 ANEM WS ETER 1pon [N ZETT RS R

EX) Laing I (%) laiwe MR KA (%) Lais IR AME(%)  laisITT %
2D FIR 7.4 21.2 -9.1 7.4e-3
Blowfish 39.7 75.0 20.5 2.47e-2
CRC32 38.6 73.8 21.4 2.16e-2

Cubic 54.0 83.3 25.0 3.53e-2
Dijstra 34.6 62.9 11.4 3.35¢-2
FDCT 42.9 76.9 17.9 3.80e-2

Float Matrix 49.7 76.9 15.4 3.54e-2
Int Matrix 8.9 20.6 -5.9 4.76¢-3
SE M 34.5 61.325 12.075 2.51e-2
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Fig.7 Boxplot using convergence speed metric |, under 8 cases

7 WCSGE TR bR s R SETH G
(3) T 3 (e L At i 2 26 8 T FF) T A SR ) ) 45 2R K a0 W

F 1S 4l THE 8 NEMI N, Tree-EDA F1 GA-FP 5L 3RAT (S5 M At o 4 PRIE THEAH SSPEFRAR Tpeo,(1IEAH
o BB TOULE S AL A T 7 1 L ) FO B AN 36 45 51 3% 15 wh 45 2 %) p-value {E32)/0 T B A5 /K 0.05, & WI7E 8 4
ZH N ,GA-FP ) lpco, JRARAESE T X _E 4T Tree-EDA.FR T Blowfish. Cubic Hl Dijstra iX 3 AN Z44k,
% 15 P58 3 B effect size [ KT 0.8,iX £ B 5 Tree-EDA HIEAH L, GA-FP H 123745 B A il vp 1) 4% 4 136 1

T2 TR AR MR b BA S ) TR AH SR

16 4yth TAE 8 MEMI T, Tree-EDA Ml GA-FP STVEARAF (4 S A0 A v 2 1128 T E AH SR PE SR AR Ipco, (IEAH SR
G PR XL IHUAE S VLA mH BT 7 6 BRI I B vt SRR 16 7T LA Y, GA-FP 511K lpcy dRFR 75 8 NS4 R (-7 25
Hlis /ME LT Tree-EDA 735 AXAE Cubic 1 Blowfish ZE 61 T, Ipcy, fit b 75 5 KAE _F GA-FP 53573 53145 T F145
T TreeEDA .. 8 Jram th AGe vt @ S B MG 3] — 304510 % g 45 R UL WM EE T Tree-EDA 534 1k
GA-FP SLIE3AT I YU 25 2t 13 306 0 22 18] A A B9 1) T AH SR 28 T SR 17 S0 Hh AR A SRR SR il 5 TN <1
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ISR P Ak A S B PR AT R

Table 15

R 15 £ 8 NZEMI T dr LA e PR E ITUE A ISR TR AR Npco, (1 RRATAS 46 45 R
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Rank sum test results of positive correlation metric lpco, in the optimal solutions under 8 cases

A p-value effect size

2D FIR 2.338e-06 0.821
Blowfish 0.000 160 9 0.696 9
CRC32 1.489e-07 0.943 9
Cubic 1.037e-05 0.7999
Dijstra 0.000 1215 0.696 4
FDCT 1.597e-05 0.807 7
Float_Matrix 7.366e—05 0.807 9
Int Matrix 5.535¢-06 0.829 3

Table 16  Statistical results of positive correlation metric lpco, in the optimal solutions under 8 cases

F 16 1E 8 MM T H UM G R ITUE A SCE SR IR 1pco G TH B &5 A

EX0 |pc%ﬁ"]ﬂ7‘l’9fﬁ |pc%ﬁ"]%j§ﬁ |pc%ﬁ@§i’J\{H |pc%ﬁ@7:7£
Tree-EDA GA-FP Tree-EDA GA-FP Tree-EDA GA-FP Tree-EDA GA-FP
2D FIR 0.346 0.694 0.863 0.931 0 0.438 0.214 0.132
Blowfish 0.376 0.636 0.875 0.875 0.094 0.355 0.199 0.147
CRC32 0.403 0.757 0.7 0.913 0.211 0.515 0.093 0.129
Cubic 0.365 0.597 1 0.880 0.125 0.384 0.181 0.124
Dijstra 0.425 0.677 0.806 0.920 0 0.323 0.185 0.152
FDCT 0.400 0.720 0.792 0.884 0.04 0.552 0.205 0.094
Float_Matrix 0.527 0.739 0.84 0.960 0.241 0.516 0.164 0.107
Int_Matrix 0.447 0.612 0.643 0.733 0.219 0.44 0.119 0.082
SEAE 0.411 0.679 0.815 0.887 0.116 0.44 0.17 0.121
ZDFIR Blowfish CRC32 Gublc Distra FOCT FloatMatrix Imtatrix
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Fig.8 Boxplot using positive correlation metric lpco, in the optimal solutions under 8 cases

8 AE 8 AZEBI N e MU i g 19 1 TTUAE AR S EFRRR 1pco, M 8T £ 4]

(4) 1] L 4 (G 3306 TP A5 FH A0 ) |) &6 SR B o3 A

9L T 8 MNEBIAELLRERE NI H A8 T, 8 GCC G PEIE 0 G H AR 15 00 I 9 K4l b i 307 R o
i 126178 TOT 1) 5 5 T 90 D) 30 e A (] 0 s VR L AN [ 2460 T 45 i 196 00 ) Rl FH A0 R, O 3 ik 58 0 % = 400 v A
i 1F A IO () A FH ARUREAS HH BE SRR BR Lo O) FRVEL AR Al P T A6 Gt PR TG0 5 4 FR Lo, ) FRIEL A 72 T A 5 HE 31
M 9 BT LLFE H7E 8 A2 P ,-freorder-blocks(43 ) -fschedule-insns2(47 5 ) LA M -fgese(39 5 )Hk ¥R ki FH 4
PES R 3 ANS 128 3% T 1M -falign-functions\=0(29 %), -fno-reorder-blocks-and-partition(34 5 )F1-fexpensive-
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Fig.9 Histogram using the frequency metric lsq(X;) of each compilation option under 8 cases
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HH B A2 v Ll A SO R 82 K 110 o B 0/ R Al b 0 — 28 U v T <SR R g B R 1 AR e Sl
FHIWEILIAE T GA-FP (Mgt e AT S AR S0t 8 X E B LT Tree-EDA; S A i g 19 12 19 AH S 1k 23
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