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A Study on Operator Allocation and Binding by ILP
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Abstract

In this paper, we deals with operator allocation and binding in high-level synthesis.
We proposed a new methode to allocation and bind for scheduled operations on each
control step after scheduling. Especially, we take account ILP formulation in order to get
optimal allocation and binding result.

Experiment was done on the HAL DFG model of Differential Equation, to show it's

effectiveness.
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