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several HLS examples.

Abstract

Simulated annealing(3A) has been admitted as a general purpose opfimization
technique which can be ufilized for almest all kinds of combinaterial optimizeation
problems without much difficulty. But there are still some weak points to be resclved,
one of which is the slow speed of convergence. In this study, we carefully review various
previous efforts to improve SA and propose some variafions of SA which can enhance
the speed of convergence to the optimum solution. Then, we apply the revised SA
algorithms to the scheduling and hardware allocation problems occurring in high-level
synthesis{HLS) of VLS| design. We confirm the efficiency of the proposed methods through
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¥ = PERTURR(IXY:
!f‘;:'{'\‘} % C(E}) or Gepl {CLNI-CLY}} /T ) > rondosiC, 1))
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Aget £xe] el itk Bustu gl
o} SEol A& YT & A5o] % (uphill move-
men) & AR ABAYE LA 2
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ALGORITHM SE: !
INITIALIZE(X, T):
¥Best = X:
Counter =0:
repea
Cost()lr.l = C(X}h
{or (some pos51hla move} do
Y = PERTURB{X}
if C(X) - C(Y) > RANINT(-T.0) ) then

endif:
endfor:
Costier = C(X}:
UPDATE(T, CostOld, CostNew}
1f (C(X) < C{XBest) ) then

¥Best = Wi

Counter = Counter - Li
else

Comtar Counter + 1:

endif
untit (Counter >Lh

procedure UPDATE(T, CostOld, CostNew):
if (CostOld = CostNew} then
T = T+L:
Blse
T = Tlnitial:
endif:
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ALGORITHM SA2:
INITIALIZE(X,T,L);
XBast = X:
Counter! = &
Counter2 = O
repeat

CostOld = C{X):
fori=1tol do
Y = PERTURB(X}:
if { cfx) - C(Y) > EANINT{-T,0} ) then
X = Y {accept the acvement}
endif’
1E (C{X) < C({Best} ) then
XBest = Xi {update the best state}
Counter2=0:
el=e
Counter2=Counter? + 1:
endif
endfor:
CostNew = C{X):
UPDATE(T, CostOld, CostNew)
if {CostNew = Cost0id)] then
Counterl = Counterl + 1:
else
Countert = &:
endif:
until {Counterl > M or Counter2 > N):

procedure UPDATE(T, CostDld, CostNew}
if (CostOld > CostNew) then

T = asT
endi f;

8 3. ¢alE sA2

2 tole} FE(data path)E HHo] EE
2o wAg 3o F= 2AFZH of
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g oJA4g 7eT
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5.2. ZH|S SEH

oot 9lad =2 J@e] CDFG(control data
flow graph) Jei 2 WA itz g5
7). HLso|Ae] 27188 B st=do] %
A= A2 e EEE 9l AR
Zog 33 7}z wEE Fsso] 2oz
e 231 ARY S w5l CDGFAA F
o e##oldS wxEe AR HYS
F o} & FoiF A 718 A4S 0,

X =[(TimeSlot,, ALU),_; ... .]
subject to : CDFG, A|ZHA2F (1)

7 2ol #¥E ZHolth. ojff s& J1EH2
2 2749 AAT 2] AT v F-ol CDFG
o do} T}l AAoA 8] th3t Latencys,
gt=slol 259 ZEsHeolA Edshe H
FrxE 72 HE HFPelth

S (=AgF A stadof Fe] olFod 4
B) x9] A7t} st=sloiE wHE vl g

A
T

C(X) =pl*Number_Alu(X) +p2*Number_

Register(X } +p3*Number_Bus{X ) +

p4*Numbetr_Mux{X )} 4+ p5*Latency
(2)

2 EE T Utk oriA p5—‘E Latenc}rQ] =
25¢ wel 4d3] e AFsT pl, p2
p3, pie= 247t 3 S=dojEe EewA
5 533t ghg £ 2ol olF e
AAe} oixoll ule} S| 43t Fof
Tgg APAMY 2AFHEEEE T 7 3
£ Zlojth, ¥ Adixe ditel EAd o
2 2z 24 £ g U=E s i5tq B
o} Gkl A XY 2AEHE AT
N=E o} dF 0] QAL 1 AlEE,
12 2 XEs Fo2 ALUAIA 9 A9
tEA & 5 ot (2)ehA Number_
Alu(X), Number_Register(X), Number_Bus
(XVE 7E&]E Devadas and Newton(1989)
Sold Ageha e, 2 APERAAS o
59 e o9 2% AYUe ddee
W AUAAN Bl ZBL BT mo-
‘dule-binding®] AHE F YT F s4of Bt
RuE seelol vge WY F UES
@,

(1), (2)AM & F A%l & AFdAM 2
HE= AFE FAE g §540] Atk
£, SAdlA sl9] ol FHHE (1) Atz
o] W feasible solution set HH W22 A|§H
oz, QAN AdnsetE st
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Zold 249} AAL Aol @ 5 Atk

N
ux

i

¢
o



53 wARIXel 5t dhe

B ZAe] 542 o9 CDFGYA Foi7
Holet A=e] 20§ H,dtﬂur“ﬂ 208 U
st B 29| olFo] ¢ AFAR A 74

o] =& 3o o] F-& feasible "é“’—“‘.‘&@lk]‘?}
gl o]RA FoZ I (neighbor-
hood) 9] TR E ¥F3 22U 5 AoA A
olgol By &4 A 4 gl (1),
(2)9] sE, Az, BHFFNA B
ol Aztell thal X = B feasibilityE A
33 ol 2RAYSE o 27457
2 85E Audrt

HL3S] ADA) A= ASAP 2#1Z[3]%
Folzl AlZHA e 2o ME ALAP A7E
(3} F#R3kxn Fold LE uH3 7 4
R mE AR 2 A|FATE A
sl SA1e] INITIALIZE(X, T, M) #H
8% ARE AFg} F z27E(X)E
ASAP 2A|1F3} ALAP 2AIE 504 &
T o] AL 2AEY SR Ff, ofuf ASAP
Tt ALAP 272 F0i3] CDFG|A e
3 AZHE BAHE T 9 feasibility F-2 2
Al 7= T4 FHol2R 27 E 9
g R N7heg Zog X gtk A
59 98 2P EADNHATIA g1 4
AT oljel AAEYE 1Y) YA
T ALAPY] W& Wsie HTANEE JE
o2 Pty Foh M(sA0S] g U= A
A A4ee] 5-108) A2 HAstE o), sal
9] Ao SAO A9 1/3 - 114 xS
grog FEL HHs) 43 d

A dAldM s EEH0R d8 o]FA
75} $A 2HEL $3)31=d PERTURB(X)
qre e 22 2714 712 ol 3

It!

01%‘3131'-1— 2 *’F glod, b= Ao sz
FEQ vlud FAHE olelaz & + I
. ¢|FS B F o wEo] U7 $)3)
A} PERTURB(X)dlHE &4 Wps Hat
Aol Bl A 17] LYAIA 7]FH AR

W3 E A Fol, HA A Ao 5o F

=] FHeliA] *HE-.% SrE GAAA
7t & QY] AFET F ALE olF aF,
agte] 2= bE s W oR 3ty
HAZ 20 o] o]5-& o gol okl =
Bk olu a9 Ag olF AT 7ied
(feasible) B M F2pejH o2 P3ha b
9] o}F AvolE TR Gt 71EA
# 3wy Weot 9o 2 AP
Aol APAE 42 & 5 WA A
or2 bofix Mg A9 diE] 24X
e AMEEY] 7 o A9t dAske
g olmiol o]%3d izl sl darel A7)
%9 2718 uyItal FAd 1 dite]
HF BAE 4 7F5THfeasible} ©)F 2]
A dA gt

UPDATE(T, M)A 2%(T
njot ok7F W Fofol SH=H (cooling schedule),
2 A 098 F3 FI M2 2L
Al71E S Hatrh sAlo A
o] FEGH Zol7} 2Hg =QFHEE Hw
A A% YA2AEE el HFe 2
of & 37t HA &S Aelh
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5.4. Ztekst O|22& A9 of

RANXE Paulin and Knight (1989) 1A
AAlE = vlEWAY y 43y +3y=0 &
F= e €28EE A= 5of sald o
§ 2AEY ZADE sA, SES} v @Ele F

A4S 2 LugE

while (xa) repeat
xl=x + dx;
ul=u - (3*x*u*dx) - (3*%"dx) ;
yl=v + (u*dx):
x=x}; u=ul; vy=yl;

end ;

T2l 4. D|RHHA oH|2] ASAP AHE

il

C-STEP | ADD, | SUB. | MULTI] DIV, { ETC.
1 1 12
2 511 8
3 P9 |38
4 7 | 10

7l 5 sAdY 22|50 off MEEel
2AEY

£ CDFGE JEehlo] 7h3% 3 wWaE A3
of A4k AlZEHA st ASAP 2AES &
W O2¥ 49 2t 0[S 7 il M3 E
X H2%E AEE 7S ALU 5
=902 2 ARE 2AFEE SA, SAL
SAZ2, & SEE F3A NAPS o Adolx
T ARAE AHE 28 54 2 F
I3 M E BE A4E 1 deeEd 2
Ak gt ch

R 19 oj5& 53 Ak E8A 92
T U (e[ 8@ HF 2 aA7] U

2=t SAl, SA2, SEE°] SA HT} -4
3 AAE BYS Y £ U AY =
= diAA ¥ E¥ e pl=10, p2=1, p3=
5 pi=0, p5=1022 F¢&d dAIR e 2
o #dd we A A gE #H

Aotk # 2&= AEREY 48 TR &
J A5 Zag 2T ded A7
S 2eHA] & g ABERe] £ %
7te] weEt st=eo] vgof g A
#AT 5 ) o] F Loz SET o $
53 Aeg Bolud oS E2REH SEVF
Ao ek Highol] £HS7] ool 4&
FudEs ddel g & + ok Fn
2 SEY yHEFZee FERUE ekl

o

ag e o op ¢

12227 99 ARolHE Hlgo) 2 ¢
TEET 2L 1510 LoiAE BAE £ 9

Atk F 3dME FHolZEel X2 L=2%
2AEHS & o ANERFE VIR 88
7299 AAE BAFL et JA SALE
dge] +49EE REBY + Uk sa2eE W
748 B2 sAldl visf AlRte] B &AL
g Aeg FEHT Uk

E 1, & 204 w8l 71 F2% 3



2 WA= ALU ASE B & Q= o=
Aol 9o ATeA YEhle A5E
dez gy 2e Fe g zad A0
247} Bolddl w3k Bag ALUY A4}
golzE A€ FAT £ Ut

X 1. o|28154A dldl{non-pipelined,
AlZteRs 4)

SA | Sat | sa2 | SE
AQAIZHE) | 5123 | 1117 | 11.88 | 11.44
boH| 28t 174 | 174 | 174 | 174
ALU 74 4 4 4 4

¥ 2. oj2%E4 ojjH (non-pipelined,
AR 7)

SA SA1 SA2 SE
ACARZKE) | 7218 | 1807 | 2184 | 2396
HI2ESZE | 151 151 151 161
AU |2EE3 | 2823 | 2523|253

E 3. ojRulEA ofd|(piplined:L=2,
AZbaR 7)

SA SA1 SA2 SE
AQAMZHE) | 14112 | 4254 | 44.28 | 71.63
H|E8trdt 157 157 160 158

5.5. T}0| =22t FIR C|X| & ZE{OlA | Ct
oSt AFEEl
B H8E sAE FHE8Y Park
and Parker{1088)° 4 A8 ¥ 69 16-
point T)A|& FIR FE (Fo|ZFglo] 1H
Fx)o 2AFEH/EFE Azt #HIE
SAS] EEAE Qg ¢ ojolA §SA2

J1&! 6. FIR DF SfiX|2| CDFG

E 4. FIR OXI§ ®E oA|(n=23.
non-pipelined, Al7F=E$:10)

SA SA1 SE
22A|ZH 302 25.76 32.68
H| 2@t 392 347 347
ALU 245 2 2 2

E 5. FIR cix|g BE| 0f%i(n=23, pipelined.

NZlaR£:18)
SA SA1 SE
ARQATZE 289 162.75 198.23
d| 2853t 366 346 346
ALU 283 2 2 2

= uizne] A5 sAlel Hls] A3t @ &
A7) gl Aoe BEAYT 9oy 2y
Raoiade of Wigel ZAE Ay, Al
7te] ©Fo] HA & olfe vl Age
wa}2] 29t Metropolis 7]323%4] x}o] wfj &ol
39) o1% FEirt EebA AAHo g ¢4
Pad gESF7 oiuA H7) wEeldat
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¥ 6. 5th EE| ol%(non-pipelined,

AZFEXS:17)
SA SA1 SE
247 | 28241 172.08 803.92
HigErat 193 185 | 185
ALL 5 | (32) 3N | @2

E 7. 5th order HE{ of|&i{non-pipelined,

AlZFaTT:19)
SA SA1 SE
AQAIZE 277.88 149.2 458.63
H| 282t 205 203 209
ALU % 1 (3.2) {3,2) (3.2}

= AFvE dgd UMY HES F
4o A B 4 A=t SAL7F sA9] 1/12¢] A
k) 11/7} g4 e Fo e AT
T U3, SES 79%9] AlZbol 2 e
HFHE —r-t~ ZAg & 7 At F 5= L=
39 molZglel 7FE AAE/EIS A
2-o] A7l sAle] SA2] 56%, SEL] 82%
o] A|Ztel 5% FFH AV 2L FEY HE

P [=] A
Fe= S B 4 U

5.6. 5th order digital wave filter

I8 7olME HLSE W E 8] A=) mA
of AN BAZ HFHIT U 52H5th
order) TlX% 35 FE](digital wave filter :
DWF)2] ASAP 2A&HE CDFGE & 7
s e 7 37hela * Aol
Qare] 2819 Alzko] ZETkn HYE o
28 #7 Agerd #7170 98 @
ek o] BAE AEF 4 17749 vl
zal Tz AAFER e A9 2

O omE + 3@

#E 694 £ 4 el sAl7t sad) v
3 61%9) Aol 4% % Fdd Ag 2

AeE ¢ Aok SEY A$ 107025 B
HA o] ghe €5 4 AUt F 7eME A
Z}i“-;"% = 19707H2] S &jF Ao AdHE

F Qed g4} sale S48 EIE
31‘— Uk, o] HollE ¥ &HFE pl=10, p2=
2, p3=2, pd=28 T A4tsle & 6 ¥
8 g3 zol7t Ut

6. A&

SAT W84 ARY BolAd wWEA F
o) dalgt 24 HAst BAd e
Hggo] got golx FHE uigl Lol
ot 742 FHdE A7 Bol Atk B =&
A sad] WAlg AFEL 2¥Ex
SAQJ 7hXel] B3k oliiﬂ AYA) AFE

2 &% sae) WRE B ¥ AT

n

i<l
O Az=z A9 B 2P AT
Asloior 81 0|8 wFoE A
He B gAde) #EEE $83] s
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