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Abstract: This paper presents expanded hypothesis based OpenMP static scheduling energy optimization
algorithm—Improved Energy-Optimal OpenMP Static Scheduling, IEOSS. Based on EOSS algorithm, IEOSS
algorithm exploits the impact of memory access latency on performance and energy of parallel loop. Due to cache
miss, the optimal chunk S” scales down processors’ voltage/frequency and obtains the minimal energy consumption.
Five programs from NPB3.2-OMP for further evaluation. Take 480 processors, 64-byte cache line as an example:
with 5% performance loss, IEOSS algorithm improves the energy savings of EP, IS, FT, CG, MG by 10.15%, 4.49%,
81.66%, 2.32%, 10.11% compared with energy consumption of OpenMP chunk scheduling. This shows that IEOSS
can effectively improve energy optimization by combining DVS with choosing optimal chunk size.
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energy-optimal static scheduling)

1 = A TETH ARG EOSS Fik 4k T R LAE T4 OpenMP #5E b T MALE 5 — — st s 2 |k
OpenMP # A1 B 5% (improved energy-optimal static scheduling, & #& IEOQSS).i% 5k /£ & A EOSS Hi% 49 3mh k,
AT #3 cache K 3% A A5 A LR 3T AT IR M AL R AL B 00 Bk, B B RAL R B 3 K ST R 85 6-3h A R/
SRR T FRAFRD B EIH #1845 NPB3.2-OMP 49 5 A2 5 BEATAE 3,04 480 M4LFE 58, 64 F 9 K ) 49 cache line
Jy ), 7 5%4G M AEAR K A T e OpenMP 44 #9321 & 649 #4742, 1EOSS 3% 7T 1% EP,IS,FT,CGMG #2 5 ¢4 5
FTHER A B H #6551V 10.15%,4.49%,81.66%,2.32%F= 10.11%. 524045 R HE T F % IEOSS @it DVS 4%k
e Ko 63835 A8 95 B S B AL AR AL BOR.

KR AL AL, OpenMP; A ZRIR ;v = /37 %8 37 ;1IEOSS (improved energy-optimal static scheduling)

« BEBIH K E KRB L 4$2(60921062, 60903044); [H 5K i B AR 58 & i 1 %Il (863) (2008AA01Z110); #% iy ik K 4414 il
(2009ZX01036-001-003)
Wk IS IE]: 2010-01-14; &0 1Al: 2010-03-11; & K [A]: 2010-06-10

© MEEEERRAEIFTIT hup:/ www, jos. org. on



2236 Journal of Software 3kfF24% Vol.22, No.9, September 2011

PEES LS TP316 SCERERIRED: A
HPC R Gt Th#E [ H 25 /™08 L 2011 4F 6 H (1) TOP500 5§ 1 44 150" & 4%, 2L Th#E CL 3L 10MW., L) Jaguar

RG] o FE R TMWI R HET, R Sk 10 4F HPC R4 B4 B 100MWI2D 5t & 14 D #6530 T MIE 7]
SR AR T LA A A i v A ) AL D RE AL AL TR B HPC R SRt 7 19 £ ki il (2 —

X TR 2 HOFAT RN T FR U IFAT IR AL AL B4R T A AT TR 7 AT B[] 18 D50 40 BEAR AT 1 4 1) e
R RE, T A AR A A AT R i (1) S . S 3 5 L 28 W B ek AT 0 B0 10 fi B A A, 0 S R 2 4
T 7 1A e 2 L0 2] B

OpenMP & — AN AF AT MR 1. 2 B ERBUR E D OpenMP (1) 32 B 4R 4L T 58 L (AL,
OpenMP [ R AR FEAT A I BH 3 A 22 A% A B 488 S IR0 AHU: B 0P R 22 1) OpenMP A8 B4 1 JEE 1) e J A A i i
ZWR AR HILA OpenMP IHH I B2, 78 4 it 45 rh 424k B 2 i W R R 5 85 5, LU 3E W 1) 7 X 78 v iz
AT BT 1) B 28 v FE X o T 1) 22 DA A 1D 4 3 5 R I 7 B OO I (5 ) A S AR I (W AR T RE IS AT 0 LA 1 K &=
OpenMP 1 4 5] ).

OpenMP (i EIFFAAS [\ T — MR 1 1 B 16 21 . OpenMP 71 BRI 82 AN 2 1895 356 A 1) M8, B AR5 BA DRAIE AR I 1 1
P A g R I 2 2 FE R R B KN (1 12 . OpenMIP [ B 25 416 B 18 B8 £E R 38 AT LAl A o2 AN 7] Adh B 2% (8%)
PR IEAR 7 L. 75 OpenMP (1) g B A0kt B AR AR 47 80 A0 21 38 1 HUR /4 26, LLORIETE — 8 PR ZE oK T 3k 45 6
LY B A HUR SR (DVS) I B AR, RATIBE TR LA FEBE DVS RS REARIE TSRS 1 6 =
LR B KA, T B 2 RGP R B R B R U T AN T, AR SR A BE I e T A A A 1) A B SR e
AR DVS R oK /N g B gh Aok, DL RS L g KA RE ST 4, S A SCIF SR I H bR A8 AT IR T4
T UL J 145 T PR 44 R RS B K RE R T A0 (R 5530 EOSS.AZ S BUE R AN IS A I AT I 1) 5 4 AR (7], 3F H.
ANAFAEFE IR AR R A6, 200 cache s B J5) 38 1k 56 i, 22088 T U7 A7 SR 3R (1 5% WA, AN 5 18 A B 48 R 1) 45 5 )20 (19 5%
Wi 255 EQSS Hik M 45 i 2 S AW N 1 TR M EE R 42 5ok i, 3R W ES RIERE T (il
IR PE AR 4o ot B AR AL, A5 I SR B A R S i T BR AR, 55 9 B R A — o 25 BB b
BRI 7N {153 992 PO B0 0 e 22 S 3 A ZE AN () A BB L IR T ) — A B 2% L f0 B = 8 v DR AR [ ) B i
ARG IR VLR AN fe 2 A K, S BOE B OON KT 1 G B AR SCHE— 255 1F T 5% EOSS, %
& T AE AR E R cache line X /NFRITT A7 LR BR 25 149 52 W, AT 3045 58004 3 A4 e S A0 A 485 SR JRATT I — A % T
PRI Y — A A BERIF ST T fiE AT i 2 180 0056 3R 6 g BV R 0 R 1F P90 7 R AL — 2 RE B R4 1E R
PR BE G A TR B, 5 L1 T P A B R 52 PR I PR B (1) BB R A2 BRIV R AR T B9k ECSS, B2 5 SCHR[6] i
ESSS S ANV I;(2) fie it 52 BRIK SR UL A 1 B2 5005 ECPOSS, IE ] T 1% 502 AR AH 7] g 5 29 R4 A 1 7T 343
T U Tk R, 55 SCHR[6] ¥ EOSS BV AH X B A S o AT B cache 2% &4 1 U5 A7 I 3B % FAT IR ER 1 e
P& AL

FF P E 2 A% A0 # 3% (chip-multi-processor, fi # CMP) ) DV'S W 5 5L VEAN W] T A SCHE H I T 1 R AR AL )
OpenMP {3 FE, J5 # 56 2 ¥ /& R OpenMP I FH 14E &1, 45 & OpenMP Jf-47 2 3 4 RIS AT I 2, A fig R A Ak
[ 4 B 20l OpenMP 1 B2 8503 AH L 2 R 55T CMP ) DVS Bk Z (12 R CMP (IRE Rtk 1238 2 4%
R AR T ML 2 X P 3 AN I8 T R —ANIE 5T )2 T

T ) BE R PLAG I OpenMP fE3R T & [R] MPI AT F2 7 1) g fe AR AL AS TR MPI 2% 11 B8 5t A6 A8 T AR A0 11
5 3 A E B AE MPL B2 o T8 LR AR 22 00 A5 B B 70 X S TR A5 B B o, b B 4 BT S5 A5 15 1140 56 A T
A F 25 R A AR A X ST A o Bl Al i S 80 CPU 5 IR [ B BEw xR HE ok, T8 e A3 1 o, s U 1 2507 18, B
IR AL EE 2% 1) ShEC R e AL T 2 (26T MPI e LA 0T LS 2R 14 A BRATT LA 1) T A 2% 18 T %
Xt MP1 4 R A5 HEAT S FEAR AL — BRAR AR SC B 4% 11 CPU 1) i e/ 1B,

AILHE L WA TAESE 2 WS EOSS SHVEA LA 45 ) IEOSS(improved energy-optimal
static scheduling) &.9%. 55 3 5/ 44 IEOSS Sk [ SLIR I UE. 25 4 W HEAT B 46,

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



FFH FRubegseE R OpenMP # &8 Bk 2237

1 XTI

JETF CMP HIAT 4520 e 55 1 BE B ShFEAR AL 7 i A VR 2 AR SR e P BL N R G KA A0 5 52 R 48 K 1Y
CMP T4 1 £ 4 5 — R ZE AT 25 VA M NARAK H bl AN D RE/ B B AL 14 #13 FEE4T CMP AT
55 T P I 5 L AL AR R R I R S R 3L b, an 25 APIE CMP 45 B BEAT i AT 2K 0 SE
{55 V8 A2 T4 AT 55 LA R T (0 BT I 140 PR 4% 1 e /M il 3 4E.Chang 25 AU ETAHM S0, 1251
VEGEAY T A4 TR st LU, DVS, LU CMP (1) 5 FE. Teodorese 5 A\2VEH ok CMP 4 HE— AN Ak Jge i 1 137
F B2 805 LinOpt, 1% S50 i 72 4R B B Ie 47 A 2 ME R CMP A BB AN A 4K 1) 6 08 1) FUR B 7R 45 8
8 B 450 T, B Ak A e, 8 0 v, ARG il B SE SR 5 O3B Ranga. il Krishna 28 A% CMP 1]
thread motion(TM)¥F £& F2 15 2 AN B A [ 52 ThFE 1 Be 4 (1 AS 1) 4 21 28 4 B AR TGT 8, LG 2 R4 Be =1 H 11
[l i 18 00 A SRR A S AEAS 7], Zhan 258 A P4IS2BL CMP rP RS L 4 1F T A 45 B 1L i dat K Ak SCHR[15] %)
CMP FIAT 45 U BEREAT T i Rk B8 PR . A 22 4% RS TR 1 (R B R, — 28 ) B R R F AN AR B S8 A% 1)
T PR T T AT YR OO Ay S I B BT P Ak B A A% 4 AT VLT A 5 R 4 )

BRSO b 2 b BEBS ( IEAT IR B A B AL IS0 T 3T 00 A . Kadayif®hiA 76 1 b 22 ib 31 2% 2 45 1 05
IRPAT I FE A6 PR G A AN TR B0 1 AL BT 4, 22 4 1) A B 28 W) LG 141, LAY 24 6 == Ik #h Kadayif
ILP 2% 2Pk v iz 4 A 118 P 168 T A58 010 Ak 360 4 50 AT 07 2 18 2 110 s A4k AT B OpenMIP FRI B4 g A4k 11
ARFAETF 1) ASFIFEATAR ) L Kadayif S F b2 A BE 8% 22 40 b B 26 45 R 10 25 108 20 10 AT 40 A8 X Rl
I PR I o BT U7 T 1) Jed 30 1 R 7 PR3 A ) 2 B UK, FL S B P4 3 R 2 D W] R A7 7 195 R AR T ARl %
RGPE IR IEN D BB 2 A HL 8 1, 22 A R B3 0 R R 71 7 B R I IR A 4 Kb B I T AN Ok B
M) >4 A0 VA Ak 38 DA [ 14 L A0 o A, I 72 A i A o DR A0 0 25 L At DR 352 7 SR 1) e e 45 2 IR e, ke ok ik
BARIR ) 2 4ab BTSRRI B R 1 7 R AT AR AN AR BEAS 1)45 1 K B (. 1T OpenMP EAT 1
INLE OpenMP 38 Sl A1) R ASAEAE B3 AR I (AR, b P o) 77 85 22 AR AR g 1) 3 ek S B 7 s AT 8l
PRUETG B R AR AR 2) AN R (1 SR B . Kadayif 7645 58 I HAT 40 S0 J il ERF9E T —Fh DVS 832,105 A ik
ARFAT MG AR G A B FRATTR T DVS+E I B (1977 2, U8 1 A (U B2, WAR AR b Ui 2 — AN (1 18

TE FEAT I8 2R 1 B B Ak J 1, Li2OV7E 4 3 B SE Al B4 T IRAT A5 A SRR - P ST B 5 kA% AP A
ANFEAT B (0 I A Ak T8 0 AE T A 0 1) Pl S50 38— o 0 1) A0 P12 B0 ChenP L T35 440 list I 3 k4T
Re AL, 6 3 Bl BE AL AL 5 1647 T L% list scheduling, list scheduling+ DVS F1 rotation scheduling+DVS. 45 5
ETAZI 3 i WA RPUSE iy 2

B MPI (1 S 7R 0 FE A4k £ 45 Kappiah P24 T — NP ditter 19 28 48,3 2248 1T LUK 4 7] £ [7] Bt
B 10D HE AT 43, AN T A0 AR T A5 10 A B8 A 326 8 i B 240 0 H 1. Freeh®SVB IR SO FE . w PE RESE B HEAT T 5%
HE TR 03 FAR R F B B e St A AN B B3 8 — A 43 A% Lim 20 MIPI 2 5 v 00 B0 155 o BREEA T U3, O B AR
A5 o B A % A e b, B 2 I PPN 3oL 6 AT AR PR REAT X S K1 4, 5 DS 5 92 B AR Ak F 5% 1 Th 6, T4
HEFXT MPI FRATREF (0 9n PE48 T 003 15 88 16 S HUR.

2 MiHBIEER B OpenMP E75AE E3£(IEOSS)

21 &

ASAF TN AR AL R IL N A Z A TSR R G AL S p AR B T AL ER G, A 7 25 3 H TR 19 46 FT—
N AEBYHE, BT p AN b RS R DAY 1) 21 5 A 1 AR R AR L N A AT A R AR R G h, — MR P T LATE
ZANE LA B IR AT TR LARAS ik fie.

TER Z B AT A 2R IER G ER. T BLIFAT AT I CAE sl % & — MEF %X .OpenMP 4 1%
ZHI— MBS TEA A A AL B 28 18 PR A AT VR 2, S 8 Pk A 78 A 18 B A A O 3 0 0 S R B AN B 25
WA REAEAR S JRATT R 2 e A T

© PEBEBSAITT  hip:/ www. jos. org. cn



2238 Journal of Software 3kfF24% Vol.22, No.9, September 2011

OpenMP 25 TRREALHE 3 Ak AC /e 7 B i s SRAEER 23 B AN B 43 IE . 7E e 2y e i RS Ab 2R 25 23 i
— 3% B AE IR L AR AE PAE IR 3 T b, 2 T 4 AN A B % 1 15 AXR D 1 58 1 stride HEAT IB) BR ZEDE 2R 20 T v B8
A FR A — I U —AN AR Y stride KNy 1 IRE, B R 4 T A A 716 B 40 T
7E OpenMP 1 25 1 S A8 F 8] 1 o dig i A) SR B 3L o size SRR LK/ FEA SO iR X ik E 8 E
IREIN, BTN SN EAE B RBEAT IEAT b, I 5 B EEA IE A SAT I 0] A ) ) 175 0. 2 2855 18:1) X T
R ENE IR, A EAE— 2 EAAAFAE R 17 A T A2 IEARHI S 5L;2) X T HEJE A, OpenMP DO TAFIL 52 4 iy 1
o B FL R RO PR REAT ) 43 R B2 A0 Gt P 1 o R e AR B 4R i HUN i-loop A2 A HT;3) RN IE
AR B PAT 5] TR ERASAH [R5 P61 1 o (R e ARG h j-loop 4824 for j=1,i, WIAEA™ block [T I Ta] 5 45 AN [+,
AP ARG A ) 2 R R o LA SR A B A G 3Rl o, — SR D S 2 R B2, DA SR A B4 1) S 80 i A ST X i S
T S R TTOT 5T, sl T JEANTEA SO IR RS A
1$ OMP PARALLEL DO
1$ OMP SCHEDULE(STATIC,size)
for i=1,N,...
for j=1,M
block
Fig.1 OpenMP directive
1 OpenMP &S]

2.2 [EERYIR S

OpenMP 1) i 2 71 P T4 J52 {8 FH 908 52 B K /N SR i 3k 43 I 45 55 A Ak 0288 140 36 AR VR 00 32 3 A T 1 R K/ %o
OpenMP il F (K11 BE AT AR A 56 - B R /N Jok K 28 5 16 ol A 1L 285 1) 1) 7 A0 AR S 8 B /N /N A 45T 87 T8 9 5
0 4 AH A0 %) A B 2% U7 ) 0 BB A B SR AR A AN e 3 A A R 1 B RS ST TR AR 2 I I T 1 PR
B AR AR (B A AT A8 PR G AR (R 40T B ) AN [R] 430) 20 498 B P 43 S ) 56 ) RVEP VF 2 1R R R ) A R ok
O BT H T30 25 R BE B TT A AR K B AS TR AT B i M N TR R 22 B 2 b A S AT 5 B
1 2 LA T R U B BRI 73 OpenMP A1 PR B 7 — 8 19 4 AR R i 1 3R AT ds K I RE 15 40 i dm AL
V18 ) R0 (1 SR AR T 4 s I IR e 4

A3 25 (0 A v 3R AT ORI WO AR LR, B AR Y 0 R T R A 0 K R i YT ) AR S R
T E A T I e JE — S B RE I S AT TR A I, A AT A A B S F R SR BN KT 1 AN
RZ AR AL LR 75 B e 2 A1) 3205 v U i A U8 o B Ja — WO P AT B8 40 Tie, kAR B BIOR
SR 1R 5 S TR AE U S B R FH LA (1) OpenMP 45518 A1) SEI;2) TEIXANIF B I R v WA 2%
FEAE EAL R B A B U 10 JiT 51 2 1% cache 2k 280l . SE By b X AT T — AMEsE B4 AL B 5 19 cache
TG BR K A R BIAT Ik At e L5 B — I il BV AR A A BB BN cache HHLAE VA A BT S HHAT B TR) I 4
F& T AL PR EE M cache H iz EE.
2.3 IEOSSH %

EOEH N RAARG7 (B 2) 5] H 75 R AR K 8 ABGE A7 7E — > OpenMP IO IA 048 37 JRIEAR, AP E%
ok 5. 3(@)g it T UK 3 1T 45 3 EOSS I L7 VA AR B Ja — RE U BL IR AR AR PR b s AQH R
BEAT PR, AL AT AT A A AR BEES B REACR B ZE AT 1 AR A, R 14, B 3(b) s e A L By
1R BEAR L (U T 3(c) ), AN g Ak 2L 85 1) i 4 B RIS AR B i S AR ) A 5 AN [F] ) 2 :EOSS R 73
P RESROR AN BEAT S8, KT 1 R UE B R B AN 508, B A foe i AT FE B Bk 1717 G 38 18 2 BRI i

wo Z AR ACPEAESCRR[6]F gy YR8 SO L A 2 41 B2 g3 A B AT I TR0 A [0 AN T 5005 A7 I 0, A 25 RS Mol 72 22 A A L% |
AT R PR R S B I A5, UM A Ak B 28 T 43 A 8 ARt v S A A Ak B 5% 4R AT I (1.

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



FF F At TR OpenMP #&AH % 2239

BN T RN A LR EE T B NR AR ER N 1.

DOALL i=1,37
{block}
END DOALL L
(b) EOSS (c) Chunk size=1
Fig.2 An example of OpenMP Fig.3 Scheduling result of different schedulings
without considering memory access latency
B2 —A OpenMP [+ 3 ANFH BT IER I AR L5 5N B R 45

BATC LU LA AR A T 3(0) TR EOSS 7= /L [ AL ER 2% il 5t J5e /N 70 AN R K Jo3 30 ek 11 5% vy
AT R 1B 3(c) i R A [ T B 3(b) M i 2, BV R RO AN 1R RE R e R AR AL I AELR BN D L
S HCH I AL B2 S AT T AR K cache () JR AR 22 ,cache R ALY 2k 1A A SE SR AN T 200 X A 2 A A 44K
Z I IF AR PR/ 1 AR i 2 B A6 Ji DR DR ke, 3T T/ e ok PO A 28 i 5 32 2% 18 0~ A R RO, LS K
P Jey A 30 cache iy R < kN VA7 SE IR B VA7 RE R T RE. FRATTAE SO B 2 R T AN TR HROR /N0 D A7 SE
BRI, 4 25 VT SEIR 4 AF 1 & 3 (iR R AR

PLP, P3Py Ps Py PyP;PyPs Py P, Py Py P
YIREN SENNE
VA ANAND sgEss
BB B EE BRI R
BRI ES
o [ o [ o R o v |
33 5.5. .Memoryaccess
ggll_l_ Ellll REABHRB Jide
' EEEEE
Rt BRRRE SREER
5.5-'—'“'14' Dt nin
HE

(a) Chunk size=3 (b) EOSS (c) Chunk size=1
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Algorithm: Improved Energy-Optimal OpenMP Static Scheduling (IEOSS).
Input: OpenMP loop, chunk size Sy, processor number p, the maximum frequency of processor fmax;

Output: find chunk size S” and scheduling /™ ={(a;, ). (a;, f,).....(a;, f,)} which minimizes

energy consumption of OpenMP static loop scheduling.
m*inEop[:Eopt(l);
S=1;

forS=1toN
calculate Eqni(S) according Eq.(11) when chunk size is S after DVS;
if (Eopl(s)<minEopI)
nlinEcptonm(s);
S =S;

endif
end for
0. " ={@, )&, ). (@ f)}
11. End.

BoOoxNooRrwNE

Fig.5 Description of IEOSS algorithm
5 1EOSS Hikiik
TE A T XA FR B i 28 28 (12) T S T 3 Bk /N 2 1 T B DVS 74k 19 R B, 3 H ik
G B (P PR — N LA B /0N Al (8 1 T 3 B/ S™ 3% LW R 1 J LA B 505 AR B N, Ngaa(@i) cache line /b, 4t
BAEH pooge #8AT LLE S B 2 AT, JEAT IR PR ARAT IR 8] P 0 o g 1 FOUAh 2R A 8] e 7 o R AR o, A K
(12) [ ff ] LAV S04 B S0 R AT I ) RO P13 A R 25 R DA R A PRS0 OGN 5 IR SRR S iR v] LAAS 21, X
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A AN FEHROR N S B AT IR R R 22 3C(LL) B PAT I TR A 50 2 5K (), p b PR H, 2 X (11) AT 1R,
AT 10p N R AT < 2(p—1) M s MR AT 24 A B [ 5 J A SR A AR T T2 15 110 TR o - B A A OK
Y SE AT I [ 2% T IE AR N 3R LA (AL AAT 1 I ).

>

3 % 3§

=

AT IEOSS HIE AT V4N AOAS AU 52 56 VI, AR (v 2 B P2 SRR ) (132 4T, 15 211> OpenMP 7 Bf
B it it BB (R I RIS BB AT 1% BORE Fe T it B0 (AR AE, AT 3R45 OpenMP 478 B4 1) 7 1 -
I ={(@a, f,).(a ;). (@, f,)}
EH T ASEHRL TR B AT AU R 0B AT B 1 B et Vi R, DAL PT A BB EASE T IEOSS HE I RE LA AL 3.1 WAy
AUV MR R M S 7 5 3.2 g VRN 1 S B8 VP 45 S K A
3.1 RWINE

AT 40 R J7 9 S2 3 Simplescalarx OpenMP T2 (¥ 32 3551 14 58, Simplescalar #7 & &1 % 125 1 HAT 18
RS 3 TR b AR PR B I T E 18 3 2, IR SUUF I BE RO/ RS OpenMP 45 3 i & DL 2 Ak
PR SR, T LR AR T 19 7 9248 Simplescalar B A48 54 AL BEZ B 4778 1 BLA0L 22 AN AL B ARA2 AT ol T I R s
VR RN A FE B8 T 0 W0 A B AR (R AR L R A, SR ARE) L AN, Simplescalar FUF B R4 A BE 28 T 43 K A
55 (B TR BARYBAUNAT 1 38, 7 A b PR 28 PR B INAT 44 J T FFAT IR R AR S00 25 R A SO e I L, 42 b
IR IR, T CAAS B A R 8 FE 4 AR I AT AR SR AU 45 A AL Ty T BRI T AL i 7 J ol B K ik AR L AR AT
M7 T LS8 BT OpenMP FEATIEINEE S A IRATTC T % 18 43 WEAE AN [R] AL BRAT 108 A 12 A 8] 7 46 At %
B ARG I AT IR PRSI IE AT M8 CORE e (K 54 T (R AT MR e TR 1R 22 A Ak 0B 4T UL 5 R AN 20
AL TE A 7= 2 S i 3R 13 4% T Watttch P27 ol FEASE 7R R AT A 5 B 0L 78 S 36 v B A1 B o A9 3 T LA 3 448 b O
5,78 Fl A 300MHz~1GHz.

N T BAE SR A R, AT T 5 A NPB3.2-OMP 10232811 EPFT,CG Fl MG.NPB3.2-OMP J&
NPB3.2 Ml F2)7 ) OpenMP L3, R H HAT — @Rk C G EAT I, BOE 6 9 A2 0 30T 5040 RIASE F 225K,
SR A0S I ) (1 EE sk 2 2 g5 tH T AR T A S G AR R 3T b AR FR R AR TR IR IE AL

Table 1 Parameters in experiments

R1 LRI LIS

Parameter Value
The maximum frequency/voltage 1GHz/1.9V
The minimum frequency 300MHz
Frequency/voltage switch overhead 2us/2pd
Restart overhead 50us/50ud
L, latency lcycle

Table 2  Statistics of five NPB3.2-OMP kernel programs
% 2 5/ NPB3.2-OMP # D45 A

Program  Number of parallel regions  Max number of iterations  Min number of iterations

IS 24 268 435 456 134217728
EP 1 65 536 65 536
FT 38 1024 512

CG 2918 149 907 149 800
MG 770 139 264 512

N T TR RE BB ) S 2% T2, A TRE A T AR P P A e 46 4 IR ) B 8 T 5 181 5 78 2ps AT 20,
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32 KWER
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Fig.6 Impact of the vary processors on optimal chunk size and energy savings (performance loss=5%) (EP)
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Fig.7 Impact of the vary chunk size on energy savings (performance loss=5%) (EP)
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Fig.8 Impact of vary cache line on optimal chunk size and energy savings (performance loss=5%) (EP)
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Fig.9 Experimental results of other four NPB benchmarks (performance loss=5%)
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