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"1/‘1’L Ay AL

IF (&hpe] T2 Al 47k ¢ o] 4t § 55
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THEN goto <&118]& 3>
ELSE goto <% xdli& 4
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Forall DMBs} & 9] ¢, joll disto
IF (agguy) > Ni |1 (cewy) > N2)
THEN -1 g4 002 X
IF sw == 0 THEN DMA = DMB, sw =1
4. DMB #8g o]83td (0] ohd B Yad) thaf
Forall i, jol th&ted IF (uy & wy == 1)
THEN uniform
ELSE IF (uy & wy != 1) THEN nonuniform
ELSE complex3El9] doall S; #3202 st

5 IF S22 dart EA¢chd THEN vt g4 F3
A A
6. IF 2% 4 =0 THEN goto 8

ELSE pass 071'8}/] s A F ol gt e
Avle] 494
DMC = DMA = DMB A4t

pass++
DMB = DMC
free DMC
ENDIF
7. Go to 3
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SUBROUTINE P SUBROUTINE P

real a(n, n) real a(n, n)

integer 1 integer i

dot -1, 10 doi-1,10
call Qfa, 1) call Qa, i*3)
call Q(a, i+1) call Q(a, 1*5)

enddo enddo

SUBROUTIN Q(f, i) SUBROUTIN Q(f, 1)

real f(n, n) real f(n, n)
integer i, ) integer 1 }
doj - 1, 100 doj - 1, 100
G, ) = fG]) + .. f(x, 1*5) - (i, jx4) +
enddo

enddo

(a) uniform (b) nonuniform
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SUBROUTINE P
real a(n, n)

call Q(a, i*5)
enddo

SUBROUTIN Qff, i)
real f(n, n)

mr.eger i

doj =1, 100

G, ) - G, §) + .
enddo
(c) complex

a8 4.1 N2ES5HH
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ZNAE XS 2= AH3 4 FL Aw F
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e dolE g ol Tl WY YU 19 4129
A RES T2AAE LYY 2Ee HHG g
€ Hg3le] HEIER WY Z=E 19 42)% 2
1=

SUBROUTINE P

real a(n, n)

integer i, j

parallel do i - 1, Ny

parailel do j - 1, Np

G, j) - G, » + ..
f(i+1, j) ~ fli+1, ) + ..
end parallel do
end parallel do

parallel do i - 2, N;
parallel do j - 1, N2
(G, j) - £ o+ .
end parallel do
end parallel do

a8 4.2 YN8 ¥n2lF
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42 Loop extraction®# W< o] &3 ¥E=

2 A A 7k HME 98¢ loop extractionS F X o) A]
&€ /M ZEANAGA H 3F ZIAAY
Z2AA TF A YF2 o] F3te Woltt. 1¥
4.1(a) 9 A Z=¢l loop extractionS 3 &3 Z=7F 19
43(a) =] Y HFE 3 A loop fusionBE %Y 7%
loop interchange®® & W& A &3 Z=+ 19 4.3(b)
o 2o 29 43b)EZ =N £F Z2AA P AF
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3% ZEAA QX 3F¥Y
SUBROUTINE P SUBROUTINE P
real aln, n real aln, n)
integer i, j integer i, j
doi=1MN parallel do j = 1, N2
doj- 1 Ng doi- 1, Ni
call Qa, 1, j) call Qfa, i, j)
enddo call Qfa, i*1. )
doj -1, N enddo
_call Q(a i*1, j) end parallel do
enddo .
enddo SUBROUTIN Qff, i, j)
real f(n, n)
SUBROUTIN Q(f, i,j)  integer 1]
f(n, n) . ..
integer i | £, §) - £, i) - .
fQ, ) = fG, ) +

(a) Loop extraction (b) Fusion, Interchang ¥ ¥ ¥ 3}
1% 4.3 Loop extraction

4.3 Loop embedding®3 & W& o

ZEANA ZEZSEYSE R YU E 9 EFE T2
Az o]l%3l= Wg W loop embeddingsS 19
41(a)9) oA Z=o HEI} F HEIJE Y&l loop

interchange® 3 W& A &34

SUBROUTINE P SUBROUTINE F
real a(n, n) real a(n, n)
integer i integer i
call Qla, i) call Q(a, 1)
call Qla, i+1) call Qla, i+1)
SUBROUTIN Qff, i) SUBROUTIN Qff, 1)
f(n, n) real f(n, n)
integer 1, ) integer i, j
doi=1N parallel doj = 1, Ny
doj-1 N doi-1 N
i, j) = £G4, §) + . fli, P = 0, j) + ..
enddo enddo
enddo end parallel do

(a) Loop embedding (b} Loop interchang ¥ ®#H#d3}
2% 4.4 Loop embedding
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= g ol 213 4.1(a)9 A 32 procedure

cloning® A£3% 7= 39 459 2ol ¥ & ZTIA

A QoA HE 7}—— gt &} a} %7}b6 —g— B

SUBROUTINE P
real aln, n)

SUBROUTIN Qclone({, i, j)
real f(n, n)

integer i, j integer i, j

parallel do j = 1, Ny parallel do i - 1, Ny
G, ) = fGQ, P+
end parallel do

call Qclone(a, i, })
call Qfa, i+, j)
end parallel do

SUBROUTIN Qff, i, j)
real f(n, n)

integer i, j

doi -1 N;
i, §) - G+ .
enddo

% 4.5 Procedure cloning

ol E] 4232 N & 20, Nz 10070 2 8t L2 AA 4=
2R F7he o

g4d A5 F54 AA LGS o8P
% o412 &L inlining &% 2

olg3le] HWYgRZ AL

Aol glg wW7tA WEERE
#  loop embedding©l 2
embedding S Az o] LAY & W3
7t Zagrch

Procedure clonings «xbA g H#2
HAaAe FiE =

x
of ZRAAY R A4 F g

A A&7} nonuniformi"}
g8 Az 244 AA $dS
2o WA st st H

W,

HdgA 7ot
complex$! 7% $-
43 HEdA F& 4 F
@  Aestat, loop extraction¥ ¥
embedding®# ¥ 21 procedure cloning™ &
e wassl ojyr] gel ¢ Mot

- 97 A= 29 469 2ol RE FEA AA
ojg8 HHz LundFe ABTEHAY
uniform, nonuniform 22| il complex 25 Z2Z M F
7ol vl st} Aol Fobn
extraction 18] 1

P
[

loop

3

=

[+)

[o}
g

, loop embedding, loop

procedure™ 248l ol A uniform$l

2% procedure cloning #3 Wo] $-3t1
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000E+00
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wghyy
(3274 W474 D87 01674 W32
 {(a) uniform
s 8ot
00001
0.00008 a2
~ 0.00006 4
0, os
* 00004 016
0 00002 32
0
£z} Extract Embed Cone
Het Uy
{b) nonuniform
5 Bt
00612 |'
0C00t
. o2
X, 00008 m4
;0 0 00006 a8
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m32
000002
Qo
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(c) complex
23 4.6 Z2AXME ZEs @Y Aco| MsHIt
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