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1. Introduction

232 0OIS4E JE JIDIE AUAM s&ole 28 20
o ERE0| HHO T2t UHCIS NABS SHE B 2
A2E zZlAs8icHs L0l 2 014 E3 UACH S8l N2l
D2AAM 200 2MGHE HUXE S0l= 200 SR80, 0=
0l #E0| UHICIE AAES ALY (REE XXIGHI
| MROITH FEU HOIESE =/ats 1Yol H22l9 2
ZHM 20 245 HUXIE B0is ¥Y 3 SHUS LAW
ULCH. Yoshida[1]1%t Benini[2]2t 20H8F S0 g&EIIEES O
221% HAL HUX 220 SBE FAL. Yoshidas 2E
WEEO HANE B0 & NHY FHOE [log, N2 0IW
IER YRS W 0l YHICIS A2ABOAN RSsHs 2
DRSS SH YTOIUES T2 A0 I B0 H4Es RS
3J10 dIgH otF ACts 0 2retet ZU0ICH Benini=s S8
DEIwo Ay DENYS FAS Z S 0IF B2 Nt
o AOIT0] NF HXECE B FUC. JE N XF
M0lE 256012 JHE BHOUE BOot O SHHUS BRUE
O O0iRE 6id #XI0iZ2 Z20¢s8 S 2 2 85 256
Hel SO, BXEes M FHUHL 50~80%FEE XX
BICHE ALAIE DI MBOICH JYXIE, 0 Y20 AE U5
£ 256749 BHUOIS0| O W W 8HIEL 017 ASH
SerREN0) (B 930 ST FHOISH BEE 01 B
Sof MEO MotN AREE M9 A0l ZHEE HE 20
BiICIH SR8t BHE U8 2010 et 2 =280AEs &

£ 7o s BHUSAN 01N REE gHole BHE
H3BOID O HANM LMsts A28 $ES 280
SO Tl CHRUCH

2. Motivational Example

SEH0IUAT JHHCZ= SN0 LYo HE

QM [2]01H HAIS 22X0 I A0 OH SN UL
H 2CE 2Y8l= 2HIt H SREXE LOHE X [Table 112
2t2t0 HEWSW Kefe 1, Jeln D2 §284E 20
FD AUCHL OIHI [2]0IM AJHE 2igdo Mt 258 LSS &
Xt OtE X S&Eol=s 80H= N, 2, 40101 018 2HIES 2
CR2 USS B0 B 4532 281£(00,01,10,11) § 3&EFS
HEE YEE ICSE UEHHD Y& sHtE markE T AISHCH
Ol markJt LI2 HI2 TS0 S&d= YBUHES SH0 ©X
GFUSS LEHHTH [Figure 1]0IM Ol218 2ES XIAste Of
JNEHE BHFD USH OIUAH ME markE 20I8HCE 0]
X [EE #Ysls 2HE 2200, 01, 10, 118 N, 2, 4, M
O <6t 2AZ HZBELL [Table )2 0N S FHUAM 2
SOl & 240tK12) O1&I4- ©E2 R 5 2H2 R 249
ARE M2A8 £ A0H, 0= 0INDEE GUNHOZ HHSI=
A0l HAUAM LMdl= A8 8§58 £0l= OO S0ILL B2
srUstsS NXsX Y 4 UH MHEC

[TABLE I] A summary of distinct instructions run on a small
rogram

Instru | Original No. of | Instructi | Best Worst

ctions | code access | ons code code
compres | assignme | assign
sed by |nt ment
[2]

1 ootl11011 |6 Yes 00 11

2 01000001 |5 Yes 01 00

13 00010100 2 No - -

14 00111001 |3 Yes 10 01

5 11010100 | 2 No - -

Access sequence
S IV-R2-11-12-13-14-11 -12-13-15-11-1A-12-11 -14-12-11 -1

2 P FESURITRC Z2082 NJF2Z 0IRHRSLICH
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[Figurel] Architecture supporting instructions in [Table I]
“xx" indicates 2-bit compressed code; “M"

Memory  indicates the mark
| x
n e address
ML x |« Processor
00
01
I3 01 d
i . uncompresse
14 | xx_| instructions
M x original instr
00
Is 01 compressedfinstr.
ol
11
2-bit addressable architecture
3. Context-Aware Code Assignment for Low
Power : Problem Definition
P, S,RE LA Aag T2, POA LS FHAH =M, P
Of EXdte 2242 J1H HHOES FB0ictD 8IXA, E£8 L
(BHIEZ g¢t&)2 ¢=sl= B0 FE0lctn 60 o) M

YU HHO= 32HIE2tD NHFBHA (5, |L|= 255,
022l = byte-addressable). Q& Ut GIOIM E0{0t &
2H= OGS 20l HaECH

DS BY 2 S R I(instructions) It FORE W SW,, (B
AQE JI2E)Y AUAS HAS0le BN L mark0ff BEHE
SHIE OIM2ZE #0i2HO0l T mapping(& 4 g)& one-to—
onel| 22 onto mapping).

SVVm: = Zf:, 'SW(Ii»Ij)

Y(1,;)eR

oW (I,1)=(,1)f,=s0KI 1,21, 19 &
M8 2= A58 329 R=8 2ol sw(,/)E US
I 20l FOAECH O I H@bys a% bAIOIS Hamming
aste 1572 of IGOIN rI0IA F2DHXI Bl
E9| AXIE UEICH

6

= oi24

= =R=1

distance &

H(g(1,),g(;))werv-- I, € LI, € L(casel)
H(g(I}"™),gU )),...d, € L1, € L{case2)

H(g(l,),g(M)) +
H(g(M),1"")+
H(I}’“ , I,'.”) +

H(IIS:K 123:16)+
i 20
HIPS, 1%, I, €L, ¢ L(case3)

H(g(I™), g(M)) +
H(g(M), Iy +
H(]]O , 1}5:8 ) +
H(II.S:B 12}16)+
i
HIP,I.......... I e L], & L(cased)

2
SW(I,,1,)=

560

4. The Proposed Approach
HANMOR HM BE YO FH9 HF
HX0| HE &= g0l QoA RE Jisst P2
0t SW,, 2 &8 38 2= 2o0lCh 224U
039 H4t0l RSN ol galoz o
SItsatCh TetM, Ol SBRE &8 U 8832Z siEEHII
UGt DHZO JIetst F2lAEC Compressmap—ipct=
2E HMNostaxt sitt. Compressmap-lpcs 5 SHY
SHEXE HAIGH=0 UM preprocessing SH-BEOS
AHOIS) EHE E24H QD SHE HEADl=e Y-,
SHMS! code assignment SH-YEZ 9o HEE
HBEHSHA OIX DEE Lol -2 0IRNAC. 0l &
CHAIOff CHOH XHAIS) ZOEE XL,

=
Z2HS

A. Initial Phase: Instruction Access Graph

H U= OIS 22 MO L8 80

(1) Instruction access graph M4 : 82 =ME LIEIWHE s
AEE HHOUHEL I# L2HE  instruction access
graph® Gw)Eg QUHECL. Gww)e complete weighted
graph0I0 L& TE vE 2562H(2550H2 AN 1S
mark})2 G0 YD UYEC LS v, & & v, Aot2l
weight, w(v,,v,) & L2 HET FI2HLE UEHHCH
E, v, 0t Uk vt2 Sl v, o e FLU 1 iy

28 0iDioh= 240IC+ OteHe [Figure 2]2f (a)& [Table 118
& X8 instruction access graph& 12 && G M OICH
(2) Extended access graph M4 : A¥c=E BHOS
VG0 XS MY DHDE &8T6tD M2 S =B
T EBEACH [Figure 212 (b)). GI2IAH M markE 813, U(U-
node)= LHCIX U2 = SEQ HWHUS LIEHHCTH

=
i

=2 =
= -~

(3) U-node® OIZIRS XA : B,,B,,..B,,.B, & LK
ge PSS BHIE HES 0/F4 2o =MD

BHXHE, B, =(b,;,b,grrb;0))- O T, By = (b7,bs,....0) 2
oz olm bi=%2" b,.,i=0,.70 €4 2

j=0 "

zExo

b2 X nOl WA WIS UEIWG By & U-node
HEJUSZ & o AN &L
[Figure 2]

(a) Instruction access
graph construction

(b) Extended access
graph construction

B. Code Assignment Phase

(1) Cost function formulation : =& &2 Jei oA
A(DS YHEIN S 201 2HE CA Zalg 4 AL
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SW o = >w, -sh/(l(v,),l(v/)) @

V(v,.v,)6G

CIOIM I(v,) = RS v, 0l M2t SBOI, mark, £ U-nodedt

B+ U0 sw(,1)E W I 2L}t M2AT

H(g(L), g ),-.....d, € L1, € L(casel)
H(B),g( ))yoed, £ L,1, € L{case2) @)
SW(I,,1,)={H(g(l),g(M)+
H(g(M),B),......... el ¢ L(cased)
H(B, g(M))+
H(g(M),B).eoo..... I ¢L,1, ¢ Licased)
(2) Binary Code Assignment : X038t ZN2IE L U-nodeB

AMEoZ gdeo oig BEs M &0 X8 vEWA 010
O1% ZED} atetEl L =SS0 ZEoi2tn sHXHTetA =I10l
X = {U-node}Jt EICH). 8ol BHE0ICH XOF EMSEX = v,

Oif CHoA CHS2 gtS A QST
tot _weight(v,)= wal
v, eX
EMEIA s 258 S0l HE 2 ror_weightdl 2
oLt MEHEtD BHLbel OIXREE &6t Sidh
Bt ONZIOll CHOH Chs ol gt8 H &HEHTH (OM) :N=256)
SW poria (1(v,), 8N = 2w, , SWUE,) 1))

Vv eX

&)

©

e

J

ol

PS8 QS VRO CHoH SH puun(I(v,), g()) A S P8 018 I}

S Wy (I(v), () RS 2E WO BHYsHE 01T
B g8 0. 01X X0l M2 TS0t Foiges
X8 HAGHH ECh ol UHFE X0t v 20HE WX A&
HEH ZR D S0 017 RED LN O 2R
& 2 1ot weightat8 2= 5B &= O owa S8
O] x=vY WNXl ¢=E8 6t D A oy)u32 5
SOt LMEHH SO TN 2RelEL BFHE= O(N)H"
€l T332 [Example]2 2 CHHZ2 2 el ot ot
H 2UE ENWFD UL

SWpartial =
o014

0

X}
&}

9tk

t
dEl

==
EE X8

tot-weight = 1

tot-welght = 2

tot-weight = 2

1 ouzoen *
tot-weight =0 ‘tot-welght = 1 § WP‘;" ’{‘;{;

10:20
(a) Result after Ist iteration 140

(b) Result after 2nd lteration

(c) Result after 3rd iteration
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5. Experimental Result

AHES A8 Armulator[3]8 0I88t0 trc DI (M AME=
HNHES NPe FAE LEd=E D)2 M4t & 03U
A5l0 2R2IES HEEIU0 [H1] olgd Jhe #xioa

RI[4]8 EHRS U compressmap-ipt random( H &
A Y marklll =XNHOZ 017 ZEE 81 greedy(IHE Xt

02 I Hr 02

F EFGis HAE F N SO0 & HIES X0t LA
GraycodeE # )20 H §2 458 It AE BUHFD

QUL 2210t HIAME B2lAE0 BIE2ZE random2U=
53%, greedy2Cl= 23% AT o A9E &350l SUHES &€ =
ALt
[ 1] Comparisons of switching activity produced by map-random,
map-greedy, and our Compressmap-lp (49 : g0t
%
BenchMark g greedy S"“‘P’l;s randony
BWT 48.1 314 29.0 39.7/1.7
FILTERBANK 36.9 19.2 13.9 62.4/27.7
DHRYSTONE 27.1 16.2 15.1 44.3/6.6
MATRIXMULT 14.3 7.1 4.9 65.6/30.7
MATRIX _FAST 14.6 12.2 5.0 65.7/58.9
SIMPITERATOR 30.6 16.9 15.4 49.6/8.7
LOOPARY 56.2 39.0 30.8 45.2/20.1
Average 53.2/23.0

6. Conclusion

ATUHE W22 TN 22 BHO| tHANA
WUKIE 2485 YO HYOT BEGID, 2aE
OSH ELNOR OIMICE BLIE JIYS AN
gus 348
ol BIGH, & =R0AE YBE S
Hol $YOZ 01X BES L0
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=
st
|
Ch &8 ARS0| 2E BIIE F0iD HL22 A
St o) 288 ¥E A
0l &d &80 &1
M AUHE SHEIN ST
Q2= 0] 2HE 2460 JHE X3 SHE HEAH
Hol(dr=EHol) L2 HHE NHYE AE6H 22¥e2
o= 0N 0|8 DEE #YSHAULCE
1013 22088 0188 &AM 3 St LX)
o & 9Tt RandomOll HIHAME HRANQZ 53.2%Jt
greedy(Graycode based)0ll HIGHAE HIXN2Z 23%F T
ARE HE LA RO NS

T RE &+ UM, OIE Sl 29

™

o

80 @ 1r oo

HOR Qg LMol= HEALADE S £+ U 4UEB 2N &
QACH.
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