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A4 e dus 29 4 ek old
e ) et

m]o e

2.6.3 7|} #HE

912 el w SolE
Eo)7) $% clekat W
T34 21t
T+ (loop normalization), 2~Z-¢} 23 (scalar
expansion), f% W% dlF (induction varia-
ble substitution), ¥+2-% EA(lbop unrolk
ing), 9l 3} (array expansion), 5 okl I
o (reduction  recognition), W< A
(privatization), A3 o7 (forward substitu-

dedele] g5
Wgk whySe] A=l
olefst wig Hbgel= whER A

S |

tion), W4 A7 (vanable renaming) 5°|
elch[1,4].

B Aoy wWHste} ghalsle] dubee
AgE s ubBE ArEl, ~gde) B3, e
2 )7, Eoka] el djaiAnt Adrsts]

'rm = R

uhE-Fe Az} 14 )
= 7L tl'l-tr lr), o] Hlu]e a=
Ag galA ™ el g SATE
Wolelr| Bele, oA st 7et W
2 {4 &7 g A=y & 5 L]
v}, A~} 2k (scalar expansmn)
sl Q4 A|dRaE A A
152 wodR Fabste] A dar) A7) O
Bola] AgEE A 7gasl A
go2 oldh oEAE sl HE Ak o
of wizq ATHOR olelT WAE A W
ve]  AgugR ddste W A9
(privatization) 7} ¢le.s], oi=ial 7y< wid
=2 &A% vjd &#ak(array expansmn)[l‘ﬂ

wled =38} (array privatization)[2] Fe] }
o,
t}, 4= w3 ¥ {induclion variable sub-
stitution)

S W] dhslde elw] Byl pE

SRR N glet
S s whEeic) sl WEseE
o] uhaate) elE s WAATIA HH
olefst f WFE WEE AA) dHHeR
s Al fr= -’F Al (17]. 2
wg=a] AQ_]- BL—M HHE)

19 & B e
of 4] S+19F 3
=
2. Zekal 1 (reduction recognition)
Zok({reduction) e|g WFE-E9] zkgle] Fhat
oL} izt AL B9 e sho] Ao %
A4 F ole A4S Teeh ditEs] yd
slolZe ol2|gh AS WHE S el
we|ae ATsa Jerg olzlgh HhEEa
3 glolre|e] 4R dgiAFlozM T2
A2 £5F FAAA 5 9t

3.y HmtA AL AR

3.1 Z2| 7L Atal
3.1.1 Parafrase[ 1, 3, 41]
Parafrase’= Univ. of Illinois at Urbana-
Champaignel 4] 7l4bg) 2 z2f =3} fv}d
2z e wws Hsjode)e] dEE F4
o}
Paralrase?| 9J¥& Fortran Zz o]
Z#le #as @ Fortran T2 77%} wsh
o tE oF, AE o 52l 75l -‘Eh:}
Parafrasel A= 10[}0:]?H olatel @
0 wmas dveEs ATan s, 7
o] kel dha Al Auslolk & 24
G wg guelge] Aeue] sieh A
hﬂﬁ,} S Ao} EBRE A 5
o1 B chbt Shl 44T

11-04 5. 23l 2 olwZ S} 9

ParafraseEI Fa Axtade]al ParafraseE

rkL

J4

S‘L;E_,dﬁ
o o o

)

= wds Aok sole w2 T 292 )
B oz 3le] C, Fortran, Pascal 52} cf<k
g 9l AYsls wWdd Asdsie|v).
Parafrase2i= ’F{;,'( 23z B4 (symbolic
analysis)[ 18] 7 oA B, W

EL
O
¢ Qe ZEA 47J‘\Ii]‘

Fol Brk=yirt.



3.1.2 PFC[ 1]

PFC& Rice djgtel| 4] 7kgh Wle|s) #spad
# {vectarizing campiler)¢|t}, 7+ e 2
= 4 -7 =87} Al-En] Fortran =&
Forlran77 =2 7318 43 02 rlo} = 3 A]x]
724, Axe| Ze W, oA 14, 9
2= A2 W 7}A] ZFAe AA Fortran 90
ze2og g

PFCE Parafrasee] #]g}od AAfd ez =
& el 24 W wg YuelEe A8t 3l
o, ZA7he] shok R A el B
o a3/ el 27t Wosk SR
45 Parairasec| v[sle AdlExr] w)

= X C -
< 5as et

11.!

3.1.3 Ptran[38]
Piran-e IBMejA] 7atsl T8

el 2E W3 Hapads ]‘4 vl s}
AL e ¢ °]°1L Wel nhei-s 51
VS Fortran77eley 82 VS Fortran2.514

Tobeys| e W °d°~] g aHs £33

r}.

3 a4 AR SRk o 3
e S A (hottom-up) o 2 S} A
A A TR B e B4, 2
A 5549 B4, AR 2F ¥AH 58 5
sata| glc),
wak Wy 3o Al Sad vy
o

FE e WY e g asete]
o 3 %
2 EE skl

3.1.4 KAP[21]

KAP-& Parafraseg] <d3ko 2 7jut= 214
sk 9 225 s deiolnh. KAPS) g%
£ Fortran77, Fortran90, C Se¢] =] HP,
SPARC, Alpha 52] =2 Aia]e] gl Z=AH
SR T EE R e

KAPE 1% =gagid] Adap) cerat

md
f.u.

15r Aapde]e] 2 13

Wlo g wHEFE sk JUE 2 4 QnE
shel Aqgt Was wsh AaAle] 2R
THT A} AL A4 W Sde 2
T HES sk gt oled AxRE 94;‘/‘3

¥ Aol Wal m2 el ARA] AT

S A WA AE AL AT A
o 212 A Feehes s oo, A
AAe] elel e el Fel SeA 4
2 oma AdAe el we) As «
A e e Sele F  =E sz 9uh

KAPS el mbEm ga¥e slzso]
g, a3, w3g Fsled A st 25
g ub2 R tfete] xpR 2] A4 (locality )3}
e ZAE A4, 7 el &
g ghE-Ee xelghe), =ak xlEe) X
Aol ;e Ale| SMP(Symmetric Multiproces-
sor)et b2 Ex mRAlMe| F-EE et
& Ao| BAolew 2 5 sk,

H

2]

o

3.15 SUIF[23,42]

SUIF-& Stanford vl g}¢l] 4] 7HH z ﬁﬁ}f’éﬁ‘
ek g e|oh SUIFC A& 78 £alo 74
2] SUIF 2192} Fortran-to-C BJEZJ—?], C-to-
SUIF #gl=), SUIF-1o-C "3tz S22 7w »
T 4 SUIF $73F #9828 o gl 2o
Bz, 4% =213 W eelugHE A
Fahn ddeh. SUIPG o]gake) TRy
3tv1e} WHEs Aulds, MIPS 52 25 3
A7) Fo] AAEEl atefo) xgt dakal A
s flutedelFe] ofz] e APpEE gl
o},

SUIF w3} #Asd#}= Fortran® C& 4]
Ho® o} 2T eleluee|s 5 C
zRIHE Ak, 2= dgelAE
WolfS-e] Aergt SuRE8 transformation
& ApgEted W wkEES A Tl S
Aolo, g £} WEe AW e

o},

3.1.6 Polaris[2,40]

Polarist= UIUC) A Atx] = Als] a3
Aahelel g o] shpolc.

Polarise] 7§+ Perfect Benchmarks] &
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Mte & she] o], /1Ee] A&
450 A 53H P} o
T AT o] AFoR FHs] 25
Hagl HF 1;% IE’:/(_-] 7]H]J0 31;5]1— 7%_].'3.)3—]

Polarisel] 4] 7328t £+ = @zl 7o
L w2 Azt Bada)e zhey

2§
-1
(inline expansion)2 AR&3L 7z} Wz

4 e Agat wae 3Ae AEa 2,
f el Fepale) oA, aze D W
37

&A%} (privatization), 3 A] (run time) & =
209 $AE B W 44 Fe) aleh

3.2 FHAZ(IVE et HEs g

B Adas gagried (KAIST) o A
520 9 Dl AL 7136, 37

o el 4T B ATE FALSV
(SPAX) 7t «lq-2] it =2 A, dA 22pde
o AA 73 zhejo] mFe] Soel alov] 3
Adsel 4% Wb W HE dgs sdE
A sick.

SPAX e dwl=kal HAulade|s= Tortran?73}
C=zads Y=o Wof Wal sojmels)
2 &3t C xRade sk, %7-
Hozr SUIFE Aldialed SUIFe| =
R S
% Fortran =& 2ale o) C2 HA g o
SUIF z27alow was|n Rguel wo
Eﬁ}ﬂf: wa £ HAE, Cxzaasle el AW

& /14 W2 ehoelelE aERE C 2
:Lgﬂ o = Wzly o] A),

Ez r.m

b
ris
)
RS
m £

PAY A A AT B 0P FA
Sk A5 A dHe 2R 45F 2o

shedon] Aald Ar By 2 =(IDG)E &
e A9 Al T2 ARgstdch DGE 7
Aozt AHY-sg 2@z} SSA s}
FAFEL A EAds el Faebe ARE
74AeH 397,

WAl 2E A f8 2E WEeR: A
A2 W S fL we A, BE 4

TEE ATk SeEd e GOD,
Banerjee, o}e], &} #Ha1s FHslgdeodd |
Aol wE e A4S 9se e

1

mok wila G paee] Wy pae

S Wy T2 aale SPAXS W 2dc
Zolrefelel MPIE m¥ AshnE, ses
glelae|g]E 553l 5 w2 (shared
memory) ¥h2le] C =2 zUs MPIE %3]
L. SPMD{Single Program Multiple Data) ¥+
Aol C =278 deldoezd AMAsL=E 5

ek AEE 4

& 23 7% 7&4.

Fortran program

|

convert
Fi7 to C

!

C preprocessing

!

convert
C lo Sul

!

resiructure F77
n Suif

¥

propagate
parameter bype
mnfocrmation

v

assorted code
transformaiton

v

constant

propagation

alias analysis

Y5l Asdele] A 3

|
—'-1"‘ scalar expansion

v

induction var.
substitution

Y

ioop
narmalization

v

dead code
ehmination

v

dependency
analysis &
parallelization

¥

generate Suif pgm!
with MFPI/Thread
library

v

general
optimuzation

v

convert Swi to C

C program using

B =FdilE
el A =z

MPL/Thread hbrary
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