Z0A OIS Dl=

EHY(SAHET HBES

LME

F T T2 AN $EAA0] PCE ZEMA Y
LEEL 7uld ZZAAA UHTE Z7
AME A7 glom, dHtEs Z2ANE
7¥7he- Aol 16k Aol g drdolth

AHt) = A 2B Aeksl W A g A4
& A3 AIARE F(SoC) FEZ HAE L S
o 9HHE AlA"S] 58 Fopr)t thekslE o)
ue} QA g 5 A7), vlo| A2 A EZ YY)
EJIATZAMTH 2 PHtE Z2AME
o] st=glio] F27} -§&Eok HEA7171 A
& ALH oz M3 YL, AT E w538 ¥
s 3 e

Al 7T ZEAXM A B A
A9 Hof gl& T4 AR} 74
WALH7H Y S8 d 5 Qs
S7tHER o & £25
Stobd Ao A ARE R4

nfo] 38 of7|E A A H]<A E (out-of-
order) =33 B H(speculative) T AL =
AES AT o5 €2 T A

o oo £ o]
AEE A FTR v d £33 2

A FYE 8she ZEAME ABARE o
W EE AA AWsfok sh=A 23] S8l
B2 =g ol S AREE] WEelt o2 d &t
Edllole HEE A A8l A8 S 2R3
<, AsS Ssiirleid o3 HHoE
E AA|AokgIT) Thok FadhA] o2 HH o
S7HA AFgithd of= B8] A ¢ o]
o1d FHtef gle Zelth

Z2ANY Bss TN Y &R
Zo|7) % HAUFZ B71HH o 7} sl
2 o, 2719709 2HE vlg 458t A%
H g A83o] vl o5 Alo] Sl A £
7178 %e] o]%o) 3d YWYl E vig] WslE
A st} £71237F 2449 W7kA sfolz
2Rl AAE AAATE e 27145 7
Hole} gt

ey mHgold] A ghE £ HHort Y
o2 AHgsHE A dolH F5# A (true data
dependency) 9] BH o= MY HHole ARr}
T w7hA] A A ojof ah, o= W EH 3
& Aloksto] ZEAX L AsS HAA ©]
d EAE st Z2AAY A5s FEA

1% E YE AAUZO 2 HolE £457

fie



20043 118 HAFHEX] 31 1z

AN o7t A3y Hgol A7 gho| g w7}
A 71kl o] ohyz}, A8 el dnE
o) dEsie] BgA o7 AYstng A o]
g $% 3AE AAE = HAVES
A#zgk &7 o)g} gk

BEyoae duide ¥Y 325 zh= 23
Ao AYLEE £0]T, A5S TIAZ
thekst 27145717 Aok A7)

Het 158 e 1EE 2o

%]\

@
rr

tlo
b

IL. £71 0IS01 Jl&

Zg 790 FaEE Aol Py = 27
FHo Y vl&E AA BH F oF 20%~30%

Tole}. uh2by Hgol 4~570F 1714 £719
Fol7h 2AsHA F el gl 22O &
43} gtolZejele] 14d53tE HHo ol
Fol AA F7FHA B H2o] ZEANES o
ApolEutth sjt o) de] E71HHAE At
A EH. I, o} Afo] Sttt E7]H o] A
gt AlFEAHCZ QIS Afo]E A do] LAY
o w2}t Z2AM Y A5 IA Zadnh =
EAAY HAeFAE Fol7] H3 £71HH
7FRIE W), B8 oo AL v|E A Ze
T 59 ghe A88to] vl thg Alo] 2ol
Ao B71E P olF) F3E HHAE vF
HEQlaiA aatar, b oS & nlE] vk
3= FAS W3 e, o8 21495
71¥jolg} it} o= #71HH ol Al £7]
RS ulg] &5t “taken” TE “not taken”
oz 73S AT §, HololA= ¥H
£ w3}, BTB(Branch Target Buffer) S ©]-&
ato] WiQlE HH Q) A %] FA(destination

address) & of|53}= " Ho|c)

7S A5 2 A 7 7R
TEHE, oY A7kl 22 THE profiling
&t FAZAAE o]g3to] BB F o #7112
Q1 F S (encode) 3 H AA L1
T Al o] &= A 71A4F /I =2
B T8 T A A oldel 28T ARE 7
HAA o5 vFo R B AEE FY= F
A 75 7o TEEr

A B71415 1S 999 dF HolH=
= Z 9 (profiling) 3t AR 2] FAZALE o] &
k= o) 22 AA| glolElof oJgt g &
3 A 9 HlolEe] Yo] 4419 Hlole e} A
EUEEE A3 A543t 222 & Ao
= o] 13, B3 7145 7L o] e
AYEHYD 271 2F=e e FHEY gE
& S|AEZE AMREt o|S3tEE A oS
AR 22 SRS 7k v, 27530
o HYdHg AZa7] e dAF o
o 718 H = FHVNES FHA A} 3t
o2 )5S A8 dAZ oY AN E
o] A7 A7AE E71HE o gt &=
o] o]Fold  glrk= AR o] AUtk

o] AolA= tEAN 54 BI)4F5 i

F402 159 B4 WAUZH B4 ol

I}E 7

2-THA ALFH B9 7] H (Two-Level
Adaptive Training Branch Prediction)< X% 7%
TG AARH d e a2 A A 7] 9
HNE AW B79F 8 U1AHE V15
sfo] Hysts e 9ddhe AZE HAX

El(shift register) 72 & 2t BHRY} #7]5 F o)
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YHdis ¥E P20 A% Il

G_) index
D.:m:ern prediction

11 history
: - bit
Fun-- 11— ( BHR )--10--01I| [ o]z
[10]

2888
é: H
=]

10 - 10
11 - 01
1L e 1L

ﬁ ‘branch tesnﬁ'—’{ state transition logic ,

(I 1) 2-E0l MSEH 27/0157|

M2 B S FAAT e 98E E9se 2
HE ¥ 37} (Saturating counter)ol] 2]t
PHT (Pattern History Table)ol] 23] <1% 153}
o] 7A€,

EHHE ol A3 A o] EAl3h=
H BHRE o] Q&S o] &3l 202 #AA
B 3717} nB|EQ 3% HZ n7)8] 718 %

%o

ol59] #1435 AAetA Atk #71%
o] o] 5 =W BHRE #7145 F o7t T34
ol A434E 4L o vt 1M EH Ko 4
EE(shif) A1 71 oA B Ee] 7PEE 2ol 5
e 279" Z2H7} “raken’ o)W “1"S
“not taken” ©|H ‘0”& A3},

BHR S| M| E <=off wi} 277} 2= = PHT
£ BHRO| nH|E R AE0]H 227]¢] dEZ
(entry)E 2| H £ PHT S 24249 AEZ =2
HE ¥3JlEEoly 7183 Fa
(program counter)®} BHRY W & &
XOR(exclusive OR)A|A eI~ 3l ol9} 7+
WAE AN £7191571F gshare 15712}
& BHRY o J9A 3h= AF7|E
GAg 5712} stk 2714 %) 8 F4Ax(program
counter)= E71%8 %19 A A3l AHEH
3 BHRZ £7]99o & 719 dde =53t

N

o] i3 k& A3 91l ARGET) PHT A E
29 71-El = 712837} “aken” o] 15 TV}
A7} 3L “not taken” O]9 18 7FAAIZIT}
E718%019 5L d¥A € PHT AE

o] 7H&-E Fkol 20140 “taken” O 2 10]3}0]
W “not taken” 0.2 |3} fall through B =9
a0 9ASE AFFoE Wse] 54
3}, “taken” ©Z |5 = BTB(Branch Target
Buffer) o)A} “taken” 3ol Sl FEZFA
2 27130 2,

2. Agree GlI=7|

-2 A-5Fd BU11&7149) 434 PHTY
AEZ|G7L AlAY Futol] Qo E oy =
2332 YL 93 PFHJAEY | 27)
o)Ake] 71 # S (unrelated)©] PHTS] FY 4
EZZ )3 (mapping) F T U2 o]F AT
ZHd(interference)©] EA3HA E=H| ©]3iof 2-
A AEEH F7141571H 9] 72 Dol

M2 ojd WHold] 7143} e &)
g#ol2] BI1§ A d&sA e AUuS

AZse 2 9FE FE F3F A

==
Q02 Rga] THH 9L F= 344 0
A(positive interference), OFFd S T4 &
= 294 7Hd(neutral interference) 0.2

F 1o, BAA L 17145 Y8 E 7
AAIFIA F B R A A S ofoftct,

& AR <18 2-93do] AL
AgreeclZ7IHE B2 & 34 B TH
A 02 HBAA ASHGEE AT
T eltt BTBY 7+ AEz| biash]| EE
7¥ste} PHTE 78418 w £71Z2 37} biasH]| E9}
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2004 118 HXIZHEX] 31 Hl1le

110
ﬁu--m--(BHR)--u-- 011] 1]
PHT
Zb'%e
index coumier
function 01
tag [ bias
PC tag [bias
. BTB
index g [bias
fzglbias

prediction

(3™ 2) Agree 0|Z7(e9 off

branch PC l

~

l global history |

(m=n)

m
f‘R‘ A
~ ~

v

-1 5 H

At = |

direction |predigtors i

choice{predictor
h

R

final prediction

(23 32| Bi-mode Predictor

A3 20 E XILEHE F7HA71 2, AA
312 oo™ 7HAaA7IH, MEE PHTY dEF
FHE ] gho] 20]/40]H biasH| ER 5311 1
o)3}o] biasH| E Q) vt 2O &322 A
FAA A& 388 o2 HEAI:

3. Bi-mode 0|&7]

Bi-mode AZ7|(1¥ 3)& 434 74L& Al
As7193 PHTE “choice PHT ¢} “direction
PHT 2 28 ¥ (taken direction PHT, not
taken direction PHT)3}] “taken” 0.2 biasH+&

r address—l l history J
1

bank 1 bank 2 bank 3
l:—)\ majority vote /q—-l
prediction

(218 4) Skewed Branch Predictor

F715+ “taken direction PHT” &) A4] “not taken”
o

2 biasHE £7]E2 “not taken direction
PHT oA o &31A 312E A HA47 1Ml
A A gk

4. Skewed 0|E7]|

A E S & PHTY 2717 &
obA AR = Fo] ol 1 PHT Y] associativity
H5og YAdtE 32 A3E 2AR 3
& W & AAskE 7P & W2 PHT
E “set associative” 51| 3h= o} o) M &
H17t S 7HER St=do] H)E SHoA &
3}0)4) Fshk,

Skewed B7]||&7] &= « 18 453 Z2o] PHT S
METE dAUEE 21 AE 3704 bank’ &
Zk=th 2} “bank” & F49) AY S| AR 9
g EAF SYB(EL £2, B)F AMEE] dE
Y& Hdegtc}. 37) “bank” &) T2 T Fhol| o}
gt B71235 dS53te 7[R 52T
gt o &o] EXHOH BE ‘bank’ S 7PAlEtw
A Zo] wgkow gut= A €58 “bank” 3t 7Y

AlShE F-2-784) (partial update) BH2]-S ARR-312
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YHO= FE 220 9 1=

BT
PHT

counter | biss

bit
[FF---FF---

(33 B Filter GliE7|

prediction

2 A B3R 8 43 A7l
5. Filter 0lI&7]

PHTl FEHo A= JuY & A
AA PHTS] 715-& SOz eier 49 5
AL F1 )& “Filter AAYE"S “highly
biased branch” & 18| EE AN & 45 3
58 AAT F Arh= 2lo] 7]E Pl <
18 559} o] PHTZHE “highly biased
branch” &} “ﬁltering”-?: BTB A Ez o A7tE
biasH| E o} X3} 7R-Elol| oJ3f = £717}
BTB =] &3 o biash| E= 7143 %
o2 ARsa JREE 2713 3, 7123
7} AR E F £ biasH| E o} oW 71
Bl & F7H7)A Ho] £71330) biasH| E 9} o
29 FREEE ZAAA FHREE7E 001 biast]
EQ] #& R (toggle) 3ttt &, 7H2-E]7} 23]
AYE)7} ol PHTE 9=3}1 7-2-E)7) ¥£3}
Aefold “highly bias” %= H7]o|2 2 BTBY
biasH) E¢l] 23l 2| A|€ W3F2 g oS3t
BTBY g dEe]Y FR2E7F e e

o 77) A7 Z PHTE 7JAIA7)A] o B2 3
% #2711 PHTEHRE “filtering” €}, 71819
F7)7} PHT A7) oo 23 E= waog
PHT 3717} 29 “fltering” 2] B2 o] Zo}x]
22 7k2H 2718 A @t whebA “fileer
AAYE" S PHT | A== AR &2 A
AA, FHH D 7Y TS AaAzle

o).
6. CiEH 57|

gfo] Lz}l el Zlolg} o] Fo] AMFF T
g E7195717F 753, o2 A3 £
5719 71 o AN AP =8 Y &
FAAA X% 21 B E 4F 45
gzt dele Alzto] ZoABR £7] HEo
HEJAI Tl 5 3FA] K3hA ot &Eét S
o] AHFPE H-F W Alo]Fo] FH|=EH, 1F
A ARE AR PHYolE EUQA #HF
ou g HAgg drstA At

ol¢} 2 FAIE As A o 1Y 4=
7VE HAAE sk 7IHEC] H2e F4
olth. &, WHol WIYAiztel ety 57
w2y 5T} YolA= st ¢S]
£ AMEEte dl53ta, 2 Aol E Foll Bideto
v A ] B e bl o B B iR
712 A58t 3as 5719 A= 2749
AX3hE A% AYAI7 1, AX3HA| ¢kod 3t
ot &7 o3 £HE ARE AL,
et g Z7]o 3 AS5E HZE ¥Yst]
ey s},

A dE7E <™ 63 Zo) 3t o
Z7(line predictor)ol 2J3l W o] ¥EYAIZE
(stage D)o} 271A&E 7534 3bH, THast
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stage 1 stage 2 stage 3 stage 4

read

corrector
predictor ,

hit corrector

mret
{predictiar

alobal prediction
predictor

(38 6) et ofl=7]

G717t 52 AHRE 45 1AW 7
A w7kx] 7|k 931, HEE 57 (rare
event predictor) 9] ASAIZ A 57]9)
A% Qe BFHRE A AZL5e) O
YEE 22N A TS ol % a

00 oo&

. 2zt OIS0 Jis

HO = WHTx T2 MM gFP o) vt
A Z3 olgy Fo| A& Frkstn gloen® WY
o] glojx ZEAXY £EE Fo]7] 9gt
ofg] 7kA] 7lgEo] A& A7 MLEHL Yk
T3 JHI R AxT|eo] HE wet F
g Fu7E Algsto] sokA| T glem, A
2 2] 2 3}9} H& o] A E(instruction set) 2] /)
Aol &glo] go] ekl T X (pipeline
architecture) 2] E-&o} Ax} sAtE 7 Qit) AF
ElolA 7V E 45T E S F Ve
ZZAAMY FZE JHA3t $ AfolEdl T
o] ol & HEE YA Zolth

A8 Byl AAGE T BHot oY
07 AHg3te A dolH F5 8 A (true data
dependency) 2] H@ol= A% FH 9 37t
T-eA w7 A AE olok pH, o) WHE 43

& Aloksitt olejst BAIE sEs] HEiA 2
gk ¢lZ 7% (data value prediction mechanism)
= AHESHAl Bvk AL ST vl F
£3) o)t 4% WFol Agho] g
7kA] 7]tk A(instruction stall)©] o}zl
d%8 4% BFolg ARE vg o2
(prediction)dto] EHA 02 A8 (speculative
execution) T 2.2 HIo|E F& AAE A A5}
= =] HAYFeIth

o] AoM 7]&9 thEX AL <157
QA HZ A3gh € 57), AE|E AL 5
7], 2-2A A3t A7), EFE 45719 7=
EAHE T 7 457)9 A& nEdch

.

1.

b

= ZIRk o=

Lipastit= ¥ 73 0] J3h5 i 5ol
=9 A3gk st A& FEET HALEH

= W3R W=l sl AXHEEH= 2
HHgke] A (locality) S HEATH AE AT
1749 ke ArH8he 397t B 49%, 471
o] gt 19 HollA AARE-E = 971 B 61%
AEYE EAF T, Lipastis o8 AR H
A3k 57 (last value predictor) S A|F3}3Th

HZ AFg d57= FHA7 7HF H 2
At AFgEs A5 gHo| ol Ao, o
o T BHoIE Wl u, HlE o]H 9] 43§
Al AR AHLE ASHOE ARSI WY
ojtt.

<18 7> A2 A A57Y F2E B
153 Atk VHT(Value History Table) 2] Z} <l
El= H(Tag) =9} A gh(last Value) =
E AR Qo gEE e dESE 2 E3
7] 3l A B E HHA Y FAE AT,
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YHHE FE F2qH 9% &

Confidence
Tag Value _ Counter
__"
_
D
£ i
P o]
C 1 Hash g
E Value History Table
R (VHT)
_’
Predicted Data Value

—f]

Q8 7) Last 21t G712 7=

Prediction Valid

= 7| Stride /
Value % Stride 24 4l

VHT miss /
Value =&

C+E stride /
Value 2 Stride 24 &!

Transient
B

Tag Stat Value  Stride

v 3

JDMOOOMO

‘Value History Table
(WHT)

+ Predicted Data Value

Prediction Valid

(Og 8) AEzo|= A oE7| =

S 8t Stride /
Value =& S8t Stride /
Value =38

Ct & Stride /
Value 9} Stride 2 ¢!

(O8 9 AE2l0|E AMFY ofE7(2f Hef HMol=

AR B 8 HHyol g FH2Y 25
#Es At

S5 Yoo FAPC)E VHT Hol&E
S QEAsy, Bl Bert AEEE dg dE
2o Aae ARz ASFO R AN ¥
o} 2 g 4571 VHTY 7 dEz
npxjeto 2 AgE At shvhe A73s)
ool HL =gof uj8-& Q7aA wig}
A o= 7 A8k HHolET A2 = Y
oA o & HET7}40%~50%F R S
Zteth

2. AE2[0|E AT} GIS7|

Gabbay %} Wang o] A|¢3 AEE|E A3
#t A& 7](stride value predictor)i= ¢t HH 2]
B3 ghEo] W3lE s AEZO) =g HANSY
olg AgtEe] YA FH e HIThE 1
o] o]F ARgke] oSo] ol A<t
gto] AA T AEZo|E ARg AF7|=
upRjeto 2 3d Hyolo AAgkI} npA| gt
T 9] e Ak 2ol gkGstride) S VHT
of A3t o] F T o 9 §IS] A x|}
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2004 118 BXFRYX] M3 ALz

T3 AT} 2ol gh(stride) o] Fo 7 AHZE
| &gltt.

<% 8> AEFHO| T ARGk 4572 72
g BT T 9tk AEe|E Ak €57]9]
VHT AE2]= 8 1(Tag) =, Al (State) BT,
A3 (Value) BE, 210 3k(Stride) HER 74
ok e BEE 20 ER 73 379 A
(Init, Transient, Steady) & 7}51t}

Ty AEge|E AlIFAE HES] 3 A
B BT= <TI9 953 22 A ol & #ith A
+ e B389 E 243(vD) S AT o
VHT ] slute] dEE &3ste] A3ghs 3
T AEL Y Ak o) A8, AdE] B=
9] & x7] Ael(initial state:"Init") 2 A5
o 271(“Init”) AFE oA TUE ol 14
H7k(V2)E A SHA H9E o] d Argh(v1) ]
2KS1=V2-V1)9} 1 AagHVE 3F dE
o] Avgk HE9) AEge|E P of A
oluf Ae} Y= FAx7] Adel(wransient state:”
Transient”) Z A HC}H

Z7)(Init) 12} B=7)(Transient) A E= o
&8 Y8 EHS5A AR &S YA &
=t} H=7|(Transient) e oA FU§ HH o]
7t AA(V3)E A48 Hd AEE ~Ee)
ol ZHS2=V3-V2)& ANlEle] g dEZ] ]
Azt YT AEZo|= JEF WA o
o 2L AEzO|T gh(s2)0] o] AEglo]
T FEHT Tt e 2 oY A
(Steady state: “Steady”) 2 WA E 1, LA &
L& Aol = T 57 (Transient) AE|E S-%] 3}
QY (Steady) AENZ} A== FbAR A gk
o] 33 AERo|E HES] o F oS3
£ ATt -4 (Steady) AE|NA A2 AE
gfo|= gto) o]d AEgel= g 2w 3

ITTT

uuuuuuu

(3 10) 2-CHA Zazt oE7|e 7=

= 7)(Transient) A E] 2 Ho]3}e] 722 3Hg-& vl
29,

o= Ashgt AS7)E BHE Dol
AHE-E|= ¥4 (loop induction variables) 9} B
< 33 eaH o Fitshke HE S 2 A5
o} AEZOlE oS e AT ghs e
¥ (zero stride) T} L3 TH3H= HE BF
2 A4S F oA A2 AR AST R o
2 A5t A9, v v AEgo| Ajd
2 g o] R A e Aoz A
ke WEAEdl daiM e A5k Zert
= 23o] it

3. 2-EA Azt olS7I

Wangs < 71& Y £7] o 3 (branch
prediction) oA AREH 2-TA H-& B7] o
(two-level adaptive branch prediction) ¥4l-& 2
gk A&7 AL 2-GA Ak A5
(two-level data value predicror) & 72331 th. 2-
A At 57 <19 10>9} Zo] VHT
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YHHE FE LM AE TlE

2} PHT(Pattern History Table) 2] = 7} 2] Hol&
2 FAET

d&st PHole] F4F UE2EE VHT H)
oj&e] 7+ AEZE ® L(rag) =, LRU
(LRU_info) E &, U] 719 A3}3k(Data Values)
=, VHP(Value History Pattern) =& T4 ¥
th Afgk == o) AME ARgks Fol
A FEHA @& AR & e Agks
A5, LRU B+ Aok o] 4449 3
9 AHEE Aol dist ARE JEA 1 Qo
VHP JE=+ A3z F53 #Aglo] I3
A7 DolA] 6 7e] Agho] vEhd A
29 $A] Y RE Atk

VHPY] U422 YAs= PHTE VHTY
Agk EgA o g1oR J5g FHTX|
A7) Y3 ol Q] R ES ARSI
o] 7h-E BE FollA Hulgte® dA=ol §l
£ Aol deEH= VHTY AA3ge 530
Z AR "t o] a3 & ANE A
#ol VHTY ZAnzt A= g ASde
LRU H=9] RS 2z23to] HZof 71 A4
AR AAEE MEL AAOE A gk

22 ARk S 52 A5 AEEE
ZEA| R ofe] |8 AAgke Agetr] Wil B
2 3tEgo] vl o] g FHAThE @ g et

4. Wang?| 283 21k} dIE7]

HHolel s s A AdLAE
Thekst FEi 2 vehdt) 242k ST 7 o
5710 A3 54 A AL = F
< 23 Rl 1 E FEiY At Ald:
o thahM e l5&o] BolAe EAIF] itk
w2t olg 5719 e AR 2RI 2

Predictoin selig

gk A7) 50l NLHATH

Wang 5 WX|of= 22 738 EA o wjabA
T AEFO|T AL dF7)71 2-9 A ARt
dZ7|8t} o HE LI} O] B2 Al 5
3t1 AEgo|E AIgh d&79) 2-19A A7
& AZVNE AT 2T A 457
(hybrid value predictor) & A3} T

<I% 10> Wang?] £33 A3t 45719
T25 2ol T8 293 d571= 4%
3 o SR BHE Ak AED ]
T A3 A9 2-9A A3 58 2
et 7108 AEA 7H-E(confidence counter)
9] gkell st F A57] F F AS712HE
AghE A58k ot BHo7t F 7HY
g E7)oA BF dEZYE 21 I, TR-E
o] kol & 5719 A5 ks gt

Wang?] 2318 A#gh dl571& AEZ | =9
EAS Ze HHold) veFdt gulE Ze HY

g 27 953 2o 52 45 Ags
£ 92 4 9%, St BV A oS
] ol ] 32 A4so] 2 o)
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Classified Instr. Table(CT)

PC —> PCtag J Predictor 1D

(32 12) Rychlikel S8 ol&719|

o9l M2 BO T Brhe BEL 2 Uk

5. Rychiike] £&d dulzt ol=7]

Rychliko] Atet 288 Angh 571
T AL AS57), 2Bl AR 57,
fom A3 A571E EFE A F7)0)t.

Rychlik 52 -5 BHlO1E& o83t} A3 A7t
A FHEY HEE ERFOIN L F
5T F e AF7]d e T EF
(dynamic classification) ®-2- AH-SFSATE

Rychlik3-2] 3 7+ A2 93S Tt

9 BlE E7]1& Ashs Aol okt <%
11>} Bojx A g4 717
(learning period)-& ZH=T}.

CT(Classified instruction Table):= ¥ F4 0]
o8l JEA Hu PP e ER7E S AR
7} PID(Prediction IDentification)®l] A73®t}.
PIDE “Don’t Predict”, “Use Popular Last
Value”, “Use Stride+”, “Use FCM” & 3l49] 3t
< Zeth

UT(Unclassified instruction Table)s= Z} o]

of cisto] < 71t T 370 A2 AApE
A7, zk o] gt 571 Qe 9
3o ARG UTY Sle 23AE Alelg B
£ ZHdifference)7} 0©] ™A Popular Last Value, &
E 217} 20H Stride+, ©]9)¢] #-9oll= FCM

< &5 Hels

PC —>

Unclassified Instr. Table(UT)

Value History

PCtag T Vall Walz [ Val3
— ——

25 Holg

o2 At AHE 572 ST o A F
4 7R2H Ftol oo HE AP A&7 2 A
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