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Abstract: The Strip-Mining technique is significant for improving SRF bandwidth utilization on the stream
processor. It is critical to quantify the program execution time influenced by the strip size for achieving optimal
strip size. In order to achieve the theoretical optimal strip size, this paper proposes an optimal strip-mining
technique based on a parameter model to minimize the execution time. Firstly, the paper builds a prefetching and
reusing optimizations guided parameter model that characterizes the effect of strip size on program behavios.
Secondly, based on the model analysis, this paper explores the optimal strip size selection approaches to the
computation intensive programs and memory intensive programs respectively. Finally, an optimal strip-mining
technique for any program is proposed. The experimental results show that our strip-mining technique can
effectively hide and avoid the memory access latency, so as to exploit the powerful computation ability of stream
processor.

Key words: strip-mining; imagine; optimal strip size; SRF locality; overlap between memory access and

computation
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KR S Eimagine; R KV SRF BSf it i At B £ &
LR S TP SCERBR IS A

Imagine il ¥ 2 45 R — BB T G2 ARAFA B ) S P T RA R 6 H.  R K R (RSB B PR T . A 2K
L AT 2 VR 2 Tl IR AT BRI 75 44 b 3 R0 3 5 4 B0 S AT R 0 3K 43 TR e i vk e B4 Bl 2k SR R R
i Imagine Wi 1A 28 45 K A 24 PR A AT 8 i) SO,

T2 AT B8 S0 (stream register file, fRiFR SRF) &AL BE 8 1 b IR — AN BOE 5 B 0 47 % e (2 42 55 SRF 45 58 71
FH 2068 T FF R U b B 98 KT VSR ) %8 06 T SRF 2 A7 00 B 1) S T, R e e B b % 1 B K
ABeE Y SR ARFE TS FL I (K 500 IS 5 18K, IR AT 06 BERF S0 KR 2> BB R, LU ¥ SRF 5 55 A1)
ES

H A 97 8 4 2% 2ROt LI 0225 AR 2 K B ol T % 15 I SR 2 5B IR KSR
UCTC, AT IR 2 SRF 1947 fif 25 1) B4 SR 1R 96 A 280 T A g BT X028 b S92 1) A1 28 1 A, B AT 1A kg o
TEFL I G0k K 23 BE B strip-mining 1A A 4 56 48 TC 204 A1 X028 i Lok, O o 240 46 £ S50 R A A R ik SE A
SR SR SR R 2 B/ KR 2 BEBOR (R Rl 5 U0 20 BEK /N 5 T2 538 47 I 1) 50t S ) TSR P 10 4 B
P DR LA 52 B K /AN S W T R 35 AT I6F 1) 2 375 B Ut 20 B IR S by e, A SCHR R T — P T 5 B0 84 11 fk
P BER /N PR RS, S 7 0 0 P8 47 I 1) 8 DA SR A e b BB 40 B 0 28 s T — Fb AL T a8 AT I

o SR Ry B B I 73 BUSEMS . di J 3 Y — ol [ AR T R 3 (0 B U0 23 BEBOR S 06 45 SRR W) 38 T S HOR A (1
K73 BeBOR RE 6 A7 25 b gk G MG SV AESE IR, AT /) SRF VR 2 S v SR i 5 A1 2.

1 Imagine FEAbIE R4

Imagine /& 3K Al gm0 B0 A HLES e FE 48 MMis H R LALLM 8 4 SIMD iz 8% (cluster), -4 it =
Y T R R A B S (LRF) . WA AE B SO (SRF) . AME ik 25 (DRAMYM A Hidh B N 21 LRF BE N
Cluster = (¥ Ly & 1 $2 (L 8otk o 18] )2 UK (1) SRF 38 1 i 2% 4% (SB) A1 Cluster A2 4 54, i AT fifi 7 S0 i ik
A (AG) = A AN [ AR X B 3t . Imagine 1A R 5/ WP 1 FToR.

Host
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&
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Fig.1 Imagine stream architecture
1 Imagine Witk R 45K
Imagine Sz 45—l 195 2 4 R R TR0 07 2% (StreamC 2 B2 ) A% 2% (KernelC 2 F2)(1223 43 5 7E 1 HLAT Imagine |
EAT ALK Fd I K ISR 2 1 2 AT B O (Kerne ). P9 4w R B BRI T V15545 U A7 A1 43
B IR S AR A R G B S AT L T, BT 90 G R R i 0% A1 L b Al o 3R 2 A A I
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2 ETHAMKRSREA

53 BUG (R B0 2 IR Bl — IR B 0 B A B AR T o G 3 BB ) R /D e 3ok R 35 4 W 1) o 2 B SR FH 1 B R
N AT I 0T 45 58 TR R P38 AT I ), AR U 40 B IR DGR B R R, A1 48 M R T SO K BUR R
SEEE NIRRT I S B AR 5 AR 1% 2 BB A AR DR T S SR AR S AU A7 S AR AR P A S AL AR TR
HI A 23 B SRS B o AR T 45 Hh (0 4508 159 B B AR )3 I e I 4 B R g
2.1 BIASHEEE

T AT AN [ T B T S R LR B AT I TR ST 7 — /N4 B 2 OB 70 32 4 700 3k - — 2o & B A 41 4
it A3 T4 W] LA SE A B kernel B4 A Bl A 20 1) B0 b kernel [FIAY R T BRAR B B2 2% B BRATT R
“SEG IR AR I SN, 1 e IR kernel (RUBRE L 4r BUE RS RAR BRI so R JE RIS L
S L Lel, s LR E sy BP si =5, -1 /L, i=1..n.

T Imagine & vH 5 R U5 47 53 75 B 45 8 A5 AN 2% S8 It (%) Pl WORN o B2 e 9 S Sz AT ) 8] T(s) 55 T BT A kernel
HIJR B[] Tin(s)s THE I (] Tyo(s) FH &5 AT E] Toue(s) AR BI T(S)=2(Tin(S)+TK(S)+Tou(s)), 2L s 7~ kernel
WA o Be KN Z FLAE Tin(S)F1 Tou(S)Z H1 A9 kernel 17 47 1] To(s). 5K b iE 47 B 38 i 55 KA 17 47 i T 1
AR T TF (1 58 85 A 44 6 (14032 47 ) ) 4281 1T L kernell 19 R 50 SR 5 SRR T i B3 A/ A 1 1) B B e S
I8 AT IS R] 1) OGS PR 32 AR Imagine (1955 B S HOM B RR 7 AT 4, AR X 3 AN b B ok it £ 4% %
0053 7 kernel J5 ) FTZ5 HTTAS I P T 4823847 I (8] 554 ] 8] 1AL i 10 [], DRLIEG kernel 5 20 01285 BB ) 5 B,
K s BEERAESE AR AT Tin(s)=kas+C1, Tour(S)=Kas+Co, He 1 ky 11 ky 2755 kernel Ji7 5l 1 45 AU INS #LA37 2040 280 N G 9% 1 1
8,1 Al cp 7 kernel JEi BN 45 HIST ANBE s A28 4 1R [ A7 ][] K20 T kernel w53 B A5 T 25000 0, DA1 0be — A 00
T kernel 3@ AT I ] FHBE R /INEAE 2R PE ¢ 28 B Ty(s)=kss+ca, He T ks 7 kernel FBE s (1) 807 Hieds 280 A KE 2 (1) I
H],c5 7 kernel HANBH s 48 4k, 14 [8] 4 I ).
22 HHEREERF

X TS A AR TR Y kernel 1R 3 B R 45 MO 8] /N T 0H BN A]L BRI K + €, + koS + €, < KgS + g AT AL AN ]
PRAG SRS T v S SRR P (RIS AT I (AT s 284k (1) 2 Bop 84, AN T SR 45428 A7 I 1) o5 20 T ) e (8 B R /IS
22.1 K

X TV A RTS8 AT I R T e TR A ke B e Uy A7 I AR, AT Rk /N R )
BAT IR, W 2 s, v LU 0 T ) v S AR AR 3 AR P aa AT i AR v kernel (19U A7 I TR 45 TH 52 1F (1]
564 KA, HAZ AT IR 8] T(s) TS~

T(8) =T (8) +n-T,(S) + Ty (s) =ks+c +(L/S)(Kys+Cy) + ks +¢, 1)

XA R (1)K F A0 dT(s)/ds=T'(s) . 2 T'(s) =k —L-Cy/s? +k, =0, AT 3R T(s) MU /N 1 9 BE K/
Sin = A[LCa/ (K, + kp) AT F50124 R0 2 HU [ 16, B 5 kernel TSI ) K JEE PO M G Sy, S K38 th T
SRF 75 C, ¥ PR LA A N FUER A4 75 2200 J 4 kernel TR SRF 2% 8], Kk, —A kernel 1% A S A HE 9t 1)
FIRE R RIANNAB IS Cs 14235 Sy > Co /2 MBS 55 =C /2, 8 W 55 = S -

Ti > [ Input
E ime [ Output

[ Kernel
Fig.2 Only prefetching optimization
K2 Hmiiiie
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222 HEH

RTS8 MRS T AS (R 28 B PR BN L R 43 B IR e, 3 DL R S

FEX 1. EPA kernel S A H, HIX P kernel 1 a) 1 HCHE S RUSLERT /N T SRF 25, BRI o HI b A
% kernel T H A 3% kernel E5 A0 4545 N\ 25 H (input reuse). %t i A\ 25 H (anti reuse) Fir  55 H (output reuse).

TEX 2. kernel FJH L OO FE A7 28 kernel HE TR S R

593 B R Bt TR K, eV o TR LA T B8 R A8 1) SRF 2% 8], MU A — kernel R HAT 5E 5, A GEFE AT PIEL T —
A kernel [REHE L. X 13X —2H8)7 25 B4 A AT I ), 20T R 43 B kernel [ 1) B4R i R 70 AR5 o AT
I3 M R A A SRS (R PP 12 AT 5 00, W B 3 7 A 2k — ek BB R T ) T kernel A28 x N Ly
D R N TE 2 O AR RIS AT IN R T(s) T S R

T(8)=n-(T;,(8) +T.(s) + T, (8)) —(x-input reuse overhead + y - anti reuse overhead + z - output reuse over head)
=-75+12,/s+1, (2

Hrf, 2 = (x+ y)k + (x+y+2)k, , 2, =L(C, +C, +C5) , Zg = Lk, + K, +Kg) — (X + )&, — (X + Y + 2)C, .

|-
Ll

Time

reuse : I~ BUEUT I
| reuse « =
! | No reuse :

| —]
Fig.3 Only reuse optimization
3 HEHIMLL

X ARQK S, T(S)= -2 —2,/s* . T 250,250, 57 LIAF TAE BN 8,77 (5)<0, T WL, T(8)ZE X [7] (—o0, +20)
b T B R R RIS AT I IR s IR iR 2 R T SRF % & Cos I KM SRF %,
RIS AR BER /N 86=Cs.
2.2.3  [F] N2 & FRUBOMI ]

T AR AR Y, B T T AL B 08 R Vs A7 4 3R, 75 FH Ak BB 38 G Uy A7 SR, TR] 1 [ I SR FH T R
AR P AT 1 ST SR W AL B2 iz AT 5 0, an 1 4 97 7R kernel J A6 T2 155 2 47 W ) %
H R LB AT I 18] T(s)F so M 7k 556 2.2.1 AR,

[ “input |
| reuse |

Flow | —_—
reuse | [ Output |
| | reuse |

|

&
[ No reuse |

Fig.4 Combined prefetching and reuse
4 [R) Iy SR F TR 7 A Ak

224 3 MIr RS

T3 T A g TR S A AR 1Y) 3 R TUECRN T FH A Ak U 58, BV USRI 5 L Oy R T i
2 18RI 7 ZE.00 T HIFFUX 3 Fh J7 S (4038 A 3 B AT 15018 et T AR [l o B 2 S AR AT 703X 3 oy 6
HOE A G AT R TR S e P R AR TR TR 1 ROT R 3 RIS AT I IRAH [R], Rk Y
kernel 1] A T FH 2l FEAR B, 2% S8 SR A A0 T PR i) O 58 L UTRBUOLAL. 7 kernel 3 FH 2, il LUR FH T & 2.
BRI e Kernel T FH B 43 I A2 7 S35 6 1) 3L 1) DG .

g M DO A B ol T A e o R 1 T DA U AU A R R TS S F R TU AR VE 1, BE U A 4 1R A U O
T 53 DTk, 4% B st 48 0 P RE AN 0 55 i ) P IR B B 4 s R O TR R Ol RS DA 40T, 56 2 7E BER VI
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hy s=C I TR P18 AT I (8] 5 4, 3 I AT I [R] A
T,(C,) = (L/C,)(K,C, +¢; + kC + ¢, +k,C, +¢,) —(R-(kC, +¢, +k,C, +¢,)),

SR TACBER R BRI/ TT% 1 AEB KN s = Loy [(K, + ky) IS 738 47 IR W) $5t 6, 35t 6038 47 I 17 g
T (Ve /(i + ko) ) = 2y/Ley(k +ky) +€, + € Ly AR I BLIEAT I ) A R 24T 2 2 B2 RS 7 J 0
kernel T ] J8 6} B2 Az AT i 1] f) 5% 0 G 1] 5 7 7%, I vh 9 41K A8 250 R Ro, TH A7 20 23 30 () T 7 Ry A& AN I
J7 ZEVE e 25 S BT A BIBRATT SR A 1) H AR —— 23 SR 2. 24 kernel T R>Ro ISR H 7 %6 2( L HE ) I AL
T BE K IR B R 7 4 S e 1) i 73 0, R FH O 6 L.

_zy (LIC)(e ¢ +¢5) + Lk +k,) - (¢ +¢)) —2,/Lcy(k, +k,) 3)

g (ky +k)Cs + (e, +Cy)

Ry

Execution time A

2Ley(k, +k,) + ¢, +¢, + Lk, \ Ro
\ Strategy 1
Min(T,(Cy) |-

Strategy 2

»

” R

[
Cs Cq
Fig.5 Effect of kernel reuse degree on program execution time
5 Kernel 5 H FEXTFE P2 4T I (8] 4 52 )

23 HEEREERF

X TV A7 3 AR RURE Y kernel [R5 Bl A1 &5 SUIN ) R T 1 SIS 1], B kys + ¢, + kS + ¢, > Kys + ¢y o rp FRATTRR
kernel TSI ] /N AT 50 5 Bl B4 AROTT A BRI (K,S + ¢ > KyS + €5 B K,S +C, > Ky8 + ¢y ) A 20 Us 7 %5 AR T FE e
PATELAN FAR AL SEWE N U A7 3% B2 BUFR P (RIS AT I ) (1) S B0 28, AN 1T SR A5 8 /N3 AT I Ji) 4k PR e AL B KD
231 HH

X TR A R TG 1 V5 A % R TR AR P e AT R T R 2 A kernel [R) T SIN TH) AN BEAR U7 A7 I [H)
B, e A% kernel (¥ TS50 I ) #4847 Ik ) BEE, 181 6 s AR 38 AT I 18] T(s) vk § 4

T(8) =n-(Tin(8) + T (8)) + - T, (S) = SKss + (Le, + Lc,)/s+ Lk, + Lk, + 8C, (4)

Horh, 6 T 1 KAt 1) kernel I ) BLARL, 0 < & <106 AR (4)35K T, 4 T'(s) = Sk — (Lo, + Lc,) /s? = 0, AT sk 15 T(s) B
ANMEI BRI S = (LG, + Ley) /(OK,) AT P55, 24 22 88 2 45 [ i I, B 45 9 3 10 388 4 S STA 080/ S 2 388
Kt By WL U7 A7 B2 AR e, B 77 Ko v SR I 1) 2 56 i B R /I 1R S B 81 38 o) T 4 % 7 A7 B R, 6=0,
WIS TR P IB AT I H] T (s) = (L, + Lc,) /s + Lk, + Lk, , BT LAFE B s 8K F2 7847 I [ BRE (H s AN e I A2 4L
et A R 11 SRE AR PR, AY spin=Cof2, W Ee L BEA A 80=Cs/2, 5 U] $9=Smin.
In+Out>KerneH

Not overlap weight 7=+ 72

Fig.6  Only prefetching optimization
K6 Haii
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232 HEH

X I ALAR 10 U A7 35 AR R P O T TR B4 BB kernel TSI TR) XA R Bl B 45 oRAE IR . A
I PR MR BORE R I T AT Kernel A7 7 x AT Hy O s i N Bz O LD o R R s AT S Dl an 1 7 R,
T [0 %l 2 S5 4 kernel B ) BV A I6F 8], BT AR P38 AT I 1) T(S) AT so IR THERL ik 5 58 2.2.2 A AH ).
2.3.3  [A)IN B HURONE

X F 1] I SR T P00 EBCRA 3 A A 4 U5 A3 SR AR e, AT E B kernel TEJH K%L R ILHE Pz AT 16 Bl
Kl 8 iR LB AT I 1) T(s) Rl v & R

T(s) = R(K;S +C3) + (L/s — R)(kjs + ¢, + ks + ;) =R(k; — (k; + k;))s+ (Lc, + Lc,) /s + Lk, + Lk, — R(c, +¢,) )
[input |

reuse | IFlow |
| reuse |

Fig.7 Only reuse optimization

K7 HEHK

Mnput | = &
reBse ] MFiow |
| reuse

IOutput] —— ——
| reuge I M No !
| reuse |

f———R*Kernel——
Fig.8 Combined prefetching and reuse
K18 [l SR HH T E R0 = AR Ak

h T SR T(s)dRe /NI BO D, N T A B i

(1) 4 ky— (K, +ky) > O I T(s) A7 16 MM 24 38 (B) 3k 4,4 T'(s) = Rk, —k, —k,) — (L¢, + Lo,)/s2 =0, 7 3k
%T@MW&@H%&ﬁ&%fﬁuqﬂQymwfh—my#H%%MmmE%E%%i&mﬁ$

(2) MKy — (K, +k,) <O, T (5)<0,T(S) A X 1] (—o0,+o00) = (¥ 7 Ak S 1 326 i b 0. DAL Mk it P PRI 47 1 T1) B 35 B
S IR K i jfila 35 % 18 SR 25 & FRL I, so=C,f2.9F H.KEAE kernel T FH B 14K, T(s) .

234 3FITEMIEE

T3 WG T A U A B R SRR TN 3 R TR AL 5 g B TR Ay 52 . U Uy S AN [R] B
P& A T 2.8 T HFSEIX 3 b J7 S0 3& FH Y L AR A5 e 6 TN [ U5 47 3% SR B R e e 763X 3 Fh oy %6
FP 3% I A3 AL T 5 B T 9 45 B VA S AR RURE 4 kermel TR) 05 B B FE FH BEAIG, AT DA RER T & 145
kernel TR i, AT DR 28 2 58 5 % 3. A 2 kernel B B 3 BB R A2 7 % 306 43¢ 1) i 110) 5 gt A< 15 LA
Ao} U A7 2 A2 BURE 7 A 4, U W 00 A SR s £ 326 48 7 2 DA B B P 8 4 0 T AR 4 o) U A7 B AR R, T B 5 18 G
VL BRI ) kernel B[R] BUE S, AT 2K EL 8.

MRAE L EAr47,3 Moy B BB RIFBATR Mol LLan R o7 R L B B R R T I8 AT B A
T,(C,/2)=2L(c, +C,)/Cy + Lk, +k,) , H T,(C;/2) Abt R A 4L e 4. & 2 1 ds 2 )7 38 A7 W 8] 24
T,(C.) =—((k, +ky)C; +€,+C )R+ L(C, +Cy +C5) /Cy + L (K + K, + Ky ), AT W, To(Co) B HUE 5T R 2 AP 3ok ik o6 %0 7
% 3 B PIB AT T,(Cy/2) = —((k + k, —ks)Cy 2+ ¢, + ¢, )R+ 2L(c, +¢,)/C, + L (K +k,) , AT W, T,(C, /2)
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2 58T R 2R PR ik 0.
Execution? Execution4
time time
N(T,) i Strategy 1 N(T,)
N(T,) Strategy 1
N() Strategy 3
Ro Strategy 3
Strategy 2 Strategy 2
> R » R
Fig.9 N(T,) = N(T,) Fig.10 N(T,) < N(T,)
9 N(T,)>N(T,) P10 N(T,) < N(T,)

AT TR, & MEF NOZRR f RS T HAE R FRHR AR, T @ L 4872 2 BORSAS A H
RIIFE IS AT I 1) bR H 2 TR G &R

1) 4 €+, = Cy 2 keCy MU N(Ty) = N(T,) 2 0. Hi F- M (Ty) > M (T,) B4 L1437, 76 1 R A9[0,00] X 1] 1,3
T SR () e R A2 AT W) (] PR 0 A T, <T, <T, WK 9 IR S T3 ol I B, 446 6] 5 A7 28 45 R RE 1 o 2 Ik % 77
% 2 AR A SR s RN TC IR B 7 1 S 2 v, B R % T8 SR KA B ¥R TT K kernel FE AL

2) 4 ¢+, ~ 0y <kCy U N(Ty) = N(T,) <0, Wil 10 Fias. thi - M (Tg) > M(T,) FETFI/L R [0, 0c]b I L,
PR T R0 i B AR P B AT I [RIAFE o A E Ro, 41 30(6) T 7~ A% 8 FH 2 AN [R) 77 S8 P A 22 S IR 5 4 o B
BATTRABDHFR. M R>Re I SR 7 5 2 5 ) FEHUR AT BE K11 B 5 A2 3 46 A5 458 e 10 2k 5 5 T, 18R T g
%3

_;z; _ 2Lk;—2L(c, +¢,—c;)/C,
T (k, +k, +k;)C,

(6)

24 EEER

AT TR 7 IV S SR R U A7 25 SR M P BB BE s 2B AR 816, 2 s W A2 kS + ¢, + K,S + €, < KgS + ¢, N R 7 2
W B AR IS A s W KS+ ¢ +KyS+C, > ks + ¢y B FR T R U747 35 AR B s 00 A SR T TS B AR B RN
17 BRI RE T (09 43 200 R 7R, 43 ks id A O FI @32k,

@ (k, +k, —k;)-s<cy—c, —C, , i B AR,

@ (k,+k, —k;)-5>C;s—C, —C, Vi fE 4T,

T4 58 BT RRR P ARG 58 2.2 5SS 2.3 715 (10 S A0 B 8 SR W 38 L 40 T B2 19 S BURR M SR 3R A R
IEAT IR 1) B8 K5 T(S), AT 75 280 AT 8 R £ 5 D BB e % S s
241 HEATRERTN T(s) 2k

AR LA L 23 #r, T 0o 52 B (Ks,Ca) R 1T 4725 5 (Ko Ko, €1, Co) Fa 52 WA AR 55 P 0 DR B 6 T AL B0, ) LU i
SIS H K, +k, —k, F ¢, — ¢, —c, I IE SUEUE, B 8 R )P I8 AT I ) T(s) BREUTEAR A T B G tth R om, AT 1R H
R OI@F R T(s) MR A B M ER 5 T8, 28 BT 572 52 200 bR 30 A T I DT 7 3 SR R R L4
s'=(C;— ¢, —C,)/ (K, + k, —k;) AR O@ T A1, 8" J& v 525 5 Uy A7 2 B 1 1) 43 S

X T4 FEFEIT, 1 45 FIRTRE I 2 80 K, + K, — Ky A1 g — €y —Cy R TE B U0, JL VR 2 B P 10, 3R AT R IO AR
PE 5 F5 S AR A0 T 3R W 7 R F0 S kST . T P 2 [ P ¥ R R D A 0 S s g i AR
B AT I 18] T(S) ) B B i 5.
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teki Lo | =0 <0
C3—C1-C2

-0 |[0@||o ||o

=0 @ @0r@ @

< ||@ ||e |@o

Fig.11 Selecting program property figure
11 BptE kR E

2.4.2  HIWT 2o 7RIS

W 11 7, A P RS T P A A IR R ) IR A I o S5 58 4R R A 2% B PRV R P 0 T 3 Y o 13 100 AR 4R iy
SCPTIR,T(s) M 4273 S PIIL I HAR R B 2 2 . O T SEINUERA s 45 L1 20 FAE DU R T(s) R 0 e, JAl 1 5 22 4 iy
TRIF AL P 20 I B B A7 S 2 T S W 20 A s R B 5T A s FRMELAE 1 AH AR

T Ay SR P I g3 5 h v S A R U FIUBOR Uy A7 AR T FUSRUBCR AR A B A A T(S) R e R A 2 S
B T(S)ZE e N T r(S), TLr(S)=TL(S)-TR(S) = (K, + Kk, — 5Ky)s + (L —S)(C3 =€, — C,) + C, + C, — 5C; + L(ka—Ki—k,). Hy
TORAFAETY S o' AL P FR IS AL 4T I [ 1 B B 72 57t 3 s AR T p(S) FFALTRT, T 45

Ter(8) = 0=8)((ky +K;)es — (€ +C,)ks ) /Ky +k; —ks) U]

Aoy I STPIILIK T(S)AE §'AbELE, I T, o (s") = 0 4G 2 K (7), T 43 (1—6) ((k, + Kky)e; — (¢, +C,)ks ) =0 KL,
HREF AL DL A RS A S AT I i) bR B T(S)AE o' AbIESE, ik 12 Fror.

1) &=1,RIFE 5 (1) 5 kernel v 5 I [B) U5 A7 AE IR AHAE, ky =k, +Kk, , ¢, =C, +C,.

2) (k +ky)cs —(c +Cy)ks =0 IR P 2 50 AL (k; + Kk )y = (Cy +Cy)ks .

HREF S EAN I AL DL AT R 38 AT I ) BR K T(S)AE s Ak 5 P 1A BR 2% bR 250k AN 52 b B, 8] 13 T,

A / — =T 4 ) /— =T

. /e Tr(®) b / Ta(s)

£ N/ =T 2 —T(s)

E "W s

= o H

§ W E \u d

i :
s' :=sx s> s' sX s>
Fig.12 Continuous program execution function Fig.13 Discontinuous program execution function
K12 SRR IS AT I ) B AL K13 ANELHIRE I AT IN ) B 4L

3 YRIFLI

AT SEBLRATT T B 1) B e BL Uk 6 553, 75 0 E %R BT G 1 U5 A7 S B (ke Ko, €, Co) AU 55 B (ks ).
kernel [ UIAF IS TAI (T, (5) = (ky + Ky)s + (€, +C) YR T Vi 47 REUHR I AT I [A] . A AR I [) A4 i I8 [ o6F 143 5
FEFF AR 5 AG B2/5 Y I R) RS & 36 75 3R 52 PR B8 U5 47 FE 21 (RIS 18] kg A1 ko, KR 3 B0 15205 2 BTV 7
¢ P (0 11 A7 6 [ (CL A5 98 < A5 T4 25 ) B 5 U5 A I AN Bt s AR AL ¥ [ 47 I 1) o0 AT ¢ kernel T 5124 ks A1 ¢, )
LIIE 1L 2545 70 B B 20 4 1 2 JIKD ue SCHEAT Kernel C SCHE3RAT.

K 14 451 T Imagine Ui 1 2% 1Stream )2 PEURRE, A SCH) CAEGE T K IRIHE RS 70 9 14 R B4Rl T
7y BOOUAL I ELAROD B85 2 6 T 45 5 RE 1 B 52 R P IV SE 2 BN U A2 2 8RR B 11 Do IR P PR e K,
AR i B R /N A A T S I PR R P 2 PG 3R T A PR P R PR AR P T ) kermel B2 AR 40 585 2.2.4 71
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SRR, WU 5 AR 24 S (7) B 58 % R B 17 AR 2 S 2 o/ AbIE S, DUSRATHER (1 T(s) bR B IR Ja 4L S 2.2 1 AN
55 2.3 A A 7 1 5 AR R B RIS AT I T AL K BER /D s

KernelC 1Sed Microcode
program *.uc
StreamC Parser Stream intermediate Strip-Mining Resource Low-Level code Imagine
program code generation ) | allocation generation
I Program property Optimization A So 0
determination strategy selection V) GREe determination

Fig.14  Strip-Mining implementation in compiler
14 Ko B il

4 SRR

H T VA A 43 B SR W ) RO BRAT B OB U B 9 AN B R 2 U SR L R T LR 1O
HONLAG & — A e LR P9 B AR ) 2y FR 2 i ARBCK i 35, Transp 2065 M H Capao HFE ) T ek 45 3K
AT D23 43 SR T T 43 FEFF 1 FORTRAN fii A (Seri) K43 Bt b4 (Orig) 1143 By ARt A 7 i A< (OSM) 12 i

FORTRAN R A TR tH Intel $E4L1 ifort 4 1%, 4 3 TT 5% 4 -03,8 5 B AT F— AN X 1) Itanium 2 Ik %548
. Itanium 2 [ T/E8% 2k 1.6GHz, 3 —%% cache K/l 16KB, %% cache K/NJy 256KB, =%k cache k/NK
6MB.Itanium 2 JIR45#s B A~ 4GB [\ A AE it gs, H U121 98 4 6.4GBIs. o Wi IRA I FE 7 1 1Stream 1
IScd 4% 3217 T Imagine ) S500MHz i 4ok il s —— 1simM 2 i R ol 0 B — Mtk & 2F 28

L2 5 T o BRI AR 53 5 ER AT WA R 43 BER A AR T, 19 AN I3k 461 3T B8 35 43 17 44 e ok L.
H5ZAT T Itanium 2 B R AT RE P AH LG, SR AR 23 BOARG AL 19 K £ #0F2 5 (EP,DFFT, Laplace,Jacobi, GEMM  #
Transp) A i 3545 55w 1 nss Eb, KA 3 MR (Swim, MG, NLAG-5) JL T~ % 7 I i, 1t B Fe Al 145 He i K it 20 BeAi Ak
A8 1 200 T R U A B 25 1) 3 DR T AR 66 7 5 A 23 B RR 3 A BU, BT A 1A A 0 BRE WA 408 B 3R A3 26 v 11 1 e i
S PR K 43 BE ALK T LAAT 26 38 S 0 Ba U A7 28 3R 4 Ui A7 R g

Table 1 Testing programs
F1 WKFER?

Program Swim EP MG FFT  Laplace Jacobi GEMM NLAG-5 Transp
Source  SPEC2000 NPB NPB - NCSA - BLAS - o
Arrays 14 1 3 1 2 4 3 2 5

Size 513x513 131072 64x64x64 4096 256x256 128x128 256x256 256x256 512x512

Table 2 Performance speedup
Fz 2 MEREINE
Program Swim EP MG FFT Laplace Jacobi GEMM NLAG-5 Transp

OSMvs. Seri 1.36 455 235 754 3.41 2.04 3.17 1.92 2.15
OSMvs. Orig 356 1.08 3.23 2.22 2.65 3.57 5.39 1.65 2.53

SRF g3 5 AR KU 0 BE 28 F 02— it T RES 920 i A1 4, TR e 07 A IR B0 I W O 0 BOAT
RNk OSBRI 15 45 Y TR BUALRRCAS RN 23 B LA AU RUAS B P 007 4 K8 T A R B A6 T R 23 Bt ik
ATEAT TV AC SR AT 23 B A S RRCAS PR 5 A7 CBUBE 2 R 93 B RRAS R AT i i 2 352 DR by AT AR AL 2
BeHiARRESS A RO IT K kernel FH LASE 1 SRF Jay Bk 4655052, 1 T GEMM 231 kernel i & e, P bt ] LA
3 3 7 N PR R B B A 236 G U5 A7 10 H IR, 20 BEURAR 5, 2LV A7 BCRAT ORI BE IR b i R 73 Be iy EP i
R P B AT B (K 5 A OCHG DR 86 23 BED A P RESRE S 175 47 5 Vs TRl AT PR DA IR P /)b
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Memory Transfers
o
(e
1

I".1

Swim EP MG  FFT Laplace Jacobi GEMMNLAG-5Transp

Fig.15 Normalized memory transfers
K15 AV I8

VST A7 22 1) ) S R e i AL PR AR PERE R — DR 16 S T 9 AN B SRR A AE
Imagine - (1905 47 B 7] (mem) AT S 8% 00 2 4T W (7] (com) fy 2 5 S 3a 47 ) [R) 7 blAB) . 24 U A7 B3R Rl TS0 ) T 5
IS, V5 A7 LRI o S5 L A1) R RS it 100%. 060 K 22 BEOR 73 B R e, U7 A7 I ) L 491 32 AT 10096, 504 1 ia
AT A IR 18] LT #0817 A B T BT oy 40 o0 T U 20 BOR BROUURE P, K 22 BORE J ) 0 A B9 AN o 530 B 451 2 M 24 e
1009, At 2 B, R AT H AR 73 BOUL Ak BE 98 B 20O I A V7 47 S 38 A0 5506 i) (0 7 & AT L b EP 7R
Fe o3 B AL 5 Ui A7 EU B AR B/ IX RN EP o — AN T S8 SR AU RE P, v S0 T i) e A T iy 2 222350
93 TCVEAT RO I K vt SN TR) RIS A7 I Th) (1) 3245

Percentages

Swim EP MG  DFFT Laplace JacobiGEMM NLAG-5 Transp

Fig.16 Percentages of memory access time and computation time to total execution time
K16 Uy A7 I () AN TE SIS ) 7 S8 AT I a) 0 77 23 B

AT VI A B AR ) RT3 A, AT R AR 3 B A S5 AN (R Bt MU ) R P 1) P /. LA Jacobi
FEFF A6, 17 25 T Jacobi P21 43 BEUE AL RRCA AL 2 R 43 BEFBAS BRI EE . 52 4 B A Bl IR it K, KU
BUBRAAE Imagine b A3 bt BE 2 88 K. 525 1,24 Jacobi MBI/ T 256%256 I, B8 AN SR ] K 37 40 Bk Jacobi
TR P AR AN 25 7 AR L% o TR G R 1) 0808 B FH AT R G SR 43 B R R e Rt/ B 1) v 850 A o 8 (1
WHINT H L kernel YJ 45 IT 45 F 73 FL T4, 70 BOOUAL R DL AN W 2.2 Jacobi )£ AR B 1T 256x256 Y,
X K HEAT 38 1) 73 B REWS PR UE KRB Jacobi B AN Y I 2% o, I HL AT LA SE A 0k il V5 A7 S 38 45 2R
TR, AR AT BORAL B RIF AT 4 JE 1.

[y
N

Speedup(OSM vs.Orig)

o w o ©

64x64  128x128 256x256 512x512 1024x1024 2048x2048
Matrix Size

Fig.17 Scalability
17 Wi R

5 fHXIE

R4 B (tiling) S 42 i 1 45 AL B8 22 1) Cache T ] (978 2407 V5 %1 %) Cache (17> B R A WA o 72
2 Hod SR (1842 HH T A S ) B 1) i & o B B T v, SCHR (19148 HE T 8 52 R/ IR ek T vk O e Ty v
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S ATRE T AT 00 8 38 A A R R B SR RIS 3 P 18D [0) F2 )P (R R R 7 1 ME A . G (R A 2 A O A 3
T Cache (&% 2 FF R & T Scratch-Pad Memory (1] 2 4 1k B 1 240 F B 2%,

TAL IR 1) SRF Ff% e A H1 258 1) cache B2 S 2% At A7 it 1 i) 8 i 5 | N9 b A7 v ) J2 0 i Ak 3 i 18K
PRI AL 3 SRE T A G SC 8. 24 . kernel 1 BT K S SRF 25 2 I, 34T 77 X S BT 43
BLU Y 7 B AR AL F AR IR 3 B R 2 S0t 504 U 1 R 3 A8 4 U v Stanford. K24 (09 g B 4LIF 0 T —
Tt — SR8 R B A B/ (75 M 46 T T kernel T A% 5T — R R R a7 VR R B VR R K S R0
T DAL 48 T U0 Bde 38, 5 A (R IN 2% 18 TR B A AL IR 3

%4 Cache L R/NFIT A SRF HK 4 B &, 0T SN 256 25 IR R A S HRREPAT 9 W 7 112
SE SRF 23 BUR/IN B OB BRATT MBI g 5 10 £ B R AN o B AL T 58 M it AL 3 3 1 S A0 B R/ ) DR B TR 25,
LT WER 1) J5e PR B PR AR R I T AR IR A A A2 T AT 0 TIUECRI T 4 5 1 S D B PR S

6 HRiE

N T $EE SRE BRI A AR SCHR T — Pl T 2 oS T ) d L BEOK /I LB P8 G A% SR BE % 3R 19 218 110
AL B S ST T A R G5 R _E R B AT IR 1] 1K) 2 OB A% R R RE A AT 2 S 1 BOR AN R U SN
(8] D7 A I Ti) LA R Y 385 14 B8 8 S8 PR 5 M T B 2R (10 20 A, BRATT e v 1 it Ak B B e I B /N IE % 5K,
A3 3 R AT B DL 73 B ok die KA AL TR 9 B P A WA i, AN T e /N P R P B AT I 8] AR SRR 5T 485 18 i 6 0 PR
R BEBOARGIE BT 85 (K45 T 45 S50 45 AR T, T $ 4 14 e D0 B K /N 206 6 S HE 08 A7 R0 IBE G B
VI IEIR, T ERUE T Imagine b oK & iz 51 5 T IR Fr s .

AR T AR A5 50, DR B 2 (R 2 T S R PR PP 0 BATT B2 Y 1 5 DAL B 3 S S T I AT S A Y
AL 56 T VL FE R i T (K B P S, T AT LU B, ARt A5 0 O BOR /N o J, Bl 13 2 GRSt S008I T
Kb B 55 1) B 2 2 R R 2 PRI AL 5 3.
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