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Figure 1: (a) 25 9 CDFG, (b) 2A Z(@)o] & v}l .
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a b © d ¢ f g h
a | 0.00 7.99 1.32 579 4.33 9.17 6.24 5.14
b | 799 0.00 7.32 7.33 4.77 9.76 3.96 11.23
< 1.32 7.32 0.00 4.48 4.42 9.97 6.25 6.44
d | 579 7.33 4.48 0.00 7.35 13.67 | 858 | 10.92
e | 433 4.77 4.42 7.35 0.00 6.40 1.91 6.47
f 1917 9.76 9.97 [ 13.67 | 640 0.00 5.93 6.80
g | 624 3.96 6.25 8.58 1.91 5.93 0.00 7.86
h | 514 | 1123 | 644 10.92 | 6.47 6.80 7.86 0.00
Table 1: 2% 1(a)2] CDFG ] SW(-) gk
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total transitions
design BIND-opt [4] | BIND.lp | diff.(%)
COMPLEX 947.6 947.6 0.00
KALMAN 549.8 549.8 0.00
KALMAN.2 819.8 820.6 0.09
DIFF 1191.2 1191.2 0.00
DiFrF.2 23713 2542 .4 7.20
IDCT 1510.9 1513.8 0.19
IDCT.2 14134 1418.5 0.36
EWF - (1697.9) -
EWF.2 - (3787.5) -
average || 112 ]
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