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A BAF 354 48 S W% (30 Dwarn, 20P_Block, Static) K 48
AR B ERMERRAO R . 25 T load MREREEREEL, 0T T &
TF load fREE N EERF LR, R I T —M S S8R
HERIIE S BAFITE S AR SR, SR S5 R R, SR RE
BT S B R AR, B A R SR A M Re
BiRkigSF kR0,

KR FIRTELRE; HSRF; load RBIEE; EREHER
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Abstract; The ( SMT )
technique boosts instructions per clock (IPC) by adopting

simultaneous multi-threading
thread level parallelism and instruction level parallelism.
However, the competition of key resources between threads
do weaken such advancement. Instruction queue (IQ) is
proved as one key resource and its competition always results
into performance degradation. Typical IQ competition easing
strategies include Dwarn, 20P_Block and Static. This paper
presets two IQ utilization parameters to estimate the
relationships between IQ usage and system performance.
Competition easing capability of typical IQ strategies and their
combination are compared. A load dependency chain model is
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built and analysis of thread characteristics based on the model
is given. Then a new IQ competition easing strategy
combining with thread characteristics is proposed. The
experimental results show that such strategy can achieve total

IPC improvement by accelerating high IPC threads.

Key words: simultaneous multi-threading; instruction queue;
load dependency chain; competition easing strategy; thread
characteristics

[F] B 26 2k 72 ( simultaneous multithreading,
SMDEHEE T BIREMERBEWIRER, AT
IS B A RS 2N T RN ERIES,
7 B W0 KPR B AR IR 2R KPR B = A
B PR RS EE, N REARE R R
HEBENRHENIES MEERBN=4EEHT
EANOh R EE M ERE T HE, ERET
SR A LA A B B R SR 58 A RS AR . SMT
ZER R TR & T 38 A 9% 34T (instruction level
parallelism, ILP) F11 28 #& 4% 3+ T (thread level
parallelism, TLP).

SR, LR R B WA S A A H A
PR TN, A5 ILP RIENERIRLFE BT
KFERTE S, 24 4 Cache Bk, KB HIEHE
FHFESRGRBEIR. SCRR(3]48 H SPEC 2000 H7# mef,
art SFPTFE BRI AR B Deache 2% 38 B A BEIR
R L EE S BG40 %.

54 BAFI (instruction queue, IQ) & SMT %54
FRXBRER, A2 EBLENFNERESER
=4 EEREESN - BRERTEREEEY
K IQ,HAH K 1Q BR& 2B 40 A L7, BEFE
HER. ik, MR T — R HABSRNE , (A 1Q &5
1y, B BT s B ORI 1Q 2 FL R SR
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W B BB BA S Bk 2 HBAF B 1Q K
RIS 5 HMIELS DB RGE IQ KK, BT
1Q 7= 5 fyMe BE B 48 F L BB A N B 2%, S B BA %Y
AR IR I B 2 T E AR SR BT, T AL
FEERE R T AT 4 1 B — R B AR )RR, Bt
ARICKIR R T UL 1Q W EM R FHIR
.

HRAR 5% W BT RE B PR K R B AT B H 2 O 3
R0 AR BRI R AR AR IR e, TR B BOHER 3
HiTE 4, RSTECR TQ IR R 4. X 0L Ay JL AU 5%
W (2 X LR HE A SR IS 43 Bl J& Dwarn™!, 20P _
BLOCK!®, Statict?, H 4> 4% W & &y H o e,
Dwarn 32 & f# i SMT FEANLFE & 4 Deache it
5, JEHAR 1.2 Cache 5%, KB B 5 I 1Q SBCH A
LARYURA (5] . A2 B Deache 2%, 37 B FEAK X
LBTERIE B IL . B HREWMER RN, K4 L2
g 4 11 Bt g, 20P_BLOCK A 5 %5 WU 1R 3K
HARMESLFHTES G IS A, SRR A AR
R, %KW )\ ROB(reorder buffer) sk# & 5t & /0 —
MRESE R AR 2 B 1Q, IR B B SRS
RERFHRE S, WL L ZEBR WA RFE. AR K
AR TR R B #5043 (R RLBE YR 43 A FAE 0
HEZFEHS, RERBEREBERES I N 4, 5
LRAE A CH—8a, EERFELR LD BTk
Al ABUR B I 3R, X 1Q B3 2t 2 40 B, Static
PR R TIXRANERE. 2R, X R 2 0 BRI R
GitERl, RIS IQ FIASHU S SRR A 1Y
KRR,

QEFH-ITEEZFFEH TREELRENA
load $§4 &4 £ 4 Deache B2, K3 518 1Q, #18
oA S B AT B 2R R IR IR AR B IR, T
KK RHZE. SR, A REREXT 1Q MFERME
SN RAFR. E—ZLBHA IQ B load 354 K
H 5 Se MR 4 M B RIFR 4, — & A= load i
KILHAE 1.2 Deache K, MBI B K Z BT R BT
ARSI T &E A, HH F—1 L2 Deache &4
JLBAN P EBAIER, 2N YR EB M, BES
FHZE 1Q. #H5, I SRR AP H R i , load 484
BIAR G RABRAR , ZE RN B R AR SRR 22 J5 SR BURE i
TEME ] RETE 4T

AICAR R A B, BB T A [F) SR s e 3R
WA SR IQ THMBES. Sl T load MBIHEEL
AL, 4380 T2 TF load MRBHHE R T AR RR I, IF
R T R SRR 1Q T4 SRR,

1 HE1Q EHEMRWIE S

1.1 IQFASH

DAz TR E] A7 TR 5 R 1Q B R L
SRE N T Y 1Q 5 A% E (average numbers of
IQ occupied, a_IQ_oc), BfEA B HIEHF L /04
QMM , AKX P 1Q 5 AW (average cycles
for a IQ slip, a_IQ_slip), BN 1Q A3 FL BB
SEHET T 204 B Ph B

DRI AE K IQHEHRE(RRH
degree) B ELIL N 1~5 NEL, X IQ HHKEN T
0~IQ_SIZE/THREAD NUM x 1-1 i, degree=1;
fiA+F IQ SIZE/THREAD NUM  1~IQ_SIZE/
THREAD_NUM  2-1 i, degree= 2. HAL T 5
2R, IQ i ER AT, degree=5. HIk, B

5
a_lQ_oc = 7% E $:,i=1,2,3,4,5, K%
1
degree Sy ¢ FyJEIHH i BAHY LU
a_IQ_slip = >, T;/n,j=1~n,n FRPITH
1

IBERELT, 7% £IBASNSE IQ BIBHE
1.2 IQ BESEMRRS BRI
.21 BRI RHAE

1Q T2 5 2 SRS B 55 Y R4, 72 TR 5K 1Q A
FZ¥ a_1Q_oc,a_IQ_slip 5 RS M AE IPC R R,
7 IQ MREfR LS R REIL L RAELAL

IR SRS B 4 A R —Fh A) BB Y SR AR SR IS 7E 1D
LBEFEM T , Dwarn, 20P_BLOCK #1 Static £ 3 #b
IQ EHEERE R A AR 1 fimn.

*®1 QESERRBEAEAS
Tab.1 IQ competition easing strategies and
their combination

WA x Dwarn 20P_block static
1(000) 1 0 [0} [0}
2(100) 0 1 [0} [0}
3(0lo 0 0 1 [0}
4(00D 0 0 [0} 1
510> 0 1 1 0
610D 0 1 0 1
7(01D 0 0 1 1

8(lID 0 1 1 1

I “I7FRIRBLBCERRN SRR » “O" TR AR SR .

LEEL SPEC 2000 72 4 S FEHE 7 2, E A1 T
SRy Alpha — BRI, 8 T KRR 5 BT HR AL 3T
SRR, Bt B4 5 BT A IR AL AREET .
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FEANLBRZIESEE XD 325, MERAR  BFFIA MIX 2, B RERKEFIIA OTHERS
B A TR TR, BEILP 26f1 MEM 6Pl K KR ABHREE B EFHARAS, WK 2.

%2 SPEC 2000 ik BR3¢ 38 57 8%

Tab.2 Workloads selected from SPEC 2000
BEFRBAE

ILP1 apsi/bzip2/gec/vortex ATLPOMEM OTHERS1 equake/art/fma3d/facerec
ILP2 apsi/gee/gzip/eon OTHERS2 galgel/gap/lucas/mesa
MIX1 apsi/applu/swim/ vpr 1ILP3MEM OTHERS3 mgrid/perlbmk/wupwise/bzip2
MIX2 gee/applu/mef/ammp OTHERS4 parser/vpr/sixtrack/bzip2
MIX3 bzip2/gec/swim/ vpr 9TLPIMEM

MIX4 gzip/eon/mcf/ammp

MIX5 apsi/bzip2/gec/applu 3ILPIMEM

MIX6 apsi/gee/gzip/vpr
MEM1 applu/swim/vpr/twolf OILPAMEM
MEM?2 applu/vpr/mef/ammp

B 28 5% Al Binghamton A 22 M-SIM2, 002,
HE B S50 3 B, W1 1Q BR/NA 32.

*3

M-SIM I E X E

Tab.3 Configuration of simulator M-SIM

E3.4]

E 3418

machine width

8 fetch_width;8 decode_width;8 issue_width; 8

commit_width

tf_size 256
ROB_size 96 % 4
LSQ_size 48 % 4
1Q _size 24/40
tlb_miss_lat 30
OTHERS default
1.2.2 mmsiR

E1AHTERNER, A —MERAREN
B FZLBHR B RS 1 ZRE8. B 1lafilby
B E IQ_SIZE Jy 24 #1 40.

7 IQAEBRKHB/NIERT, R QTS
ZIRRUENT T RAMEREE H B RA. H, Static
5 20P_BLOCK RBEEHA IPC, L H & 71 % MIX2,
MIX4,MEM1,MEM2,O0THERS4 ) IPC & $2i8
50%0. X ILP1 F1 ILP2 Fy$RFHE/IN, B R A5 Al
LA KA Deache 4%, H I 32 load 35K
6] 5 1Q %R , R Seficlside & PHLZE 1Q ME mag .
MEMI1 #1 MEM2 fa#, T 2781 8 , VLB fp 2R 2
HETHERGEHEZD) IQ FHEM™EH LY, X2 H
ViFE B SRR B R, BV Z 15 [R] Deache 3
L A YE B, MIX2 #1 MIX4 B 40 mef 2545
FEENSGRE, B ARE IQ R ZMERZE
FE TR KEFHA. #£—, Dwarn, 20P_BLOCK,
Static X 3 FIREFHIAH S RA REMREMBIRAE.
AR ARAH AP, 3R 5 kg 3 RIFB T
FREREIRTT, RHE 7 FISRE 8 WA B Rt
Static FJ{E .

IPC

ST
PIIPIPLPES % &‘%&%&‘%&&

ENEE ik
a IQ_SIZE 24

IPC
P Y Y S RN N )

ENGES 4
b IQ_SIZE 40
1 FF 1QZHEMERE IPC
Fig.1 IPC for IQ competition easing strategies by
different workloads

A 2 41T IPC {H. 5REE 2 HRMBEAAR
K, Dwarn 7EBUHE Bt RERIE S 2R AR RSB0, IR &R
FETEWL K 26 o (9 I 3l 3 B A, R4 8R E b U 4 0
FHA RIS, £ 21 R ERE TR, A 1 5
MIXS Fr7s. 5REg 3 /8 F 81 2, 20P_BLOCK % 1k 3
BAEBCR AT 984T IQ %R, 380 T B load
1o AR T KB 5 S RE 4 L BAS B 5L R
W& 4 BURBAF, Static BEBIRIESNERBEAE 1Q 52
S MR S T L. R4 &k IPC 2
FHEF T B SR I RUR.
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2.5
000 100 ol0 ool 1O lol ol Il

NG 2R
a 1Q_SIZE 24
39 37687 37598
3.7 3.6226 [l 3.599 0 g -6 43.650 8
3.5
9335 157 32'265 ’
£3.1
29
27
25
000 100 010 00l 10 101 o 1l
AFEEHE
b 1Q_SIZE 40

2 FEI1Q EHE@KRBEE T IPC
Fig.2 Average IPC for IQ competition
easing strategies

1.3 LGRS
1.3.1 2 IQ oc4¥r

Bt a_IQ_oc Ay EFRN 5, Bl EFR, W 1Q W%
A Ll I 3 BT, ZEAR R A 1Q SR SRR
BRI T, BT & LR A B 1Q #ILEHE,
WEARAN 1Q R IR LA # R RE TSR
B2

6

a 1Q oc

R
MR %&‘%&“gg&%&&

ARSH 5

a 1Q_SIZE 24

$Iﬂ§§5ﬁﬁ§i®
b IQ_SIZE 40
3 7AE 1Q ZTSEEBHKEER a_1Q_oc iE
Fig.3 a_IQ_oc for IQ competition easing strategies
by different workloads

Dwarn ¥F a_IQ_oc 204K, Ui B LR R E
MITEFA A R ER LTS, R FRGEH
REAYBRTH B B (TR R M T R R A B ek, 20P_
BLOCK #1 Static ## FHIFEMR T 1Q A58l 5
BB S, HIk, FH X 1Q 258 _E M g6
FIELFER K 1Q BeUR BT, BT & X F 24l & 5%
FRAE M. 72 ILP REBRHAARRT, RF Static
FHIRA RIS RS RI E  1Q BIR AR LM
4. KR 5 EIREE 2 FISKHE 3 IRA, HXt a_IQ_oc
PR ) S P AR SRS BRI VE FH U256, SRS 6 5k
K. EWs 7 55508 8 408 20P_BLOCK 5 Static
A 3L R 4 72 B K 22 R BE B BRI 96 AR BE 5 8¢
VBRI BT I AR R bR AR 1Q 32, X B R SR B
YER T a_IQ_oc 18 Bt — 3 F BRI,

EAFIHT a_IQ_oc 5 IPC B L8, BEE 21
REHBENHZ,IQ WEFZLBIEME,H IPC
BAE LR, BEEEFRREEL, X 5HLREH
AR, FA—REE R E W IQ IRA
B S B AERRAE. ISP, 20P_BLOCK, Static & SEH%
6 T T BIA a_IQ_oc BRI , Xt R T SRu%
7 1 8 AR T IPC R EA.

3.8r
37t
3.6f
351
34t
£33t
32f
31F
3.0f
2.9} +000
2.8 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
35 37 39 41 43 45 47 49 5.1
a_lQ_oc
a IQ_SIZE 24
3.8r +]01¢001
3.7t
3.6f
0 3.5F
SER
3.3r +100
3.2r <000
3-1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
3.0 3.2 34 3.6 3.8 4.0 42 44 46 48 5.0
a IQ oc
b 1Q_SIZE 40

4 FEIQRZHBMEEE T a 1Q_oc
Fig.4 Average a_IQ_oc for IQ competition
easing strategies

1.3.2 a_IQ slip #7

&l 5 R, 1Q T4 A SR ws B R AR T 2 % IR
357 o F A, Dwarn X F a_IQ_oc WA K, {H
HEH/PBEIRT a_IQ_slip, FBHZ RN E 0 s 4
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REUR LRSI, ME T 1Q RIREL R M)
#e. 20P_BLOCK % 22 W HEVE R R e & 17 36 &4
A 1Q, Static ZEAHHEIE 5 43 BC 1Q BEUR , Wi & # I
WS T 1QAfE ER 5L RERE  BEE R 1Q i
6] -/ o5 R aE 0 A, (BR K 1Q R IRAT,
BUE NI & SR EIL. 75 ILP R B4 S
AT, A Static X H IR ARG REB R IT 2R HF
IQ %IRRT H EATE4. SRuE 5 J2 RS 2 FISRNE 3 1
1RA HAT a_IQ_slip AL 23X P Fi SR s B oV
MIZEE , SR 6 Sl RuE 7 55RmE 8 & 20P
_BLOCK 5 Static AL [EI1EA, 5 a_IQ_oc 25, X
PR RISVE I T B a_IQ_slip 14 3 — B HIREIR.

ST s
SIFIIIE ST

Q0O
ENEE S ik
b IQ_SIZE 40
5 AE IQZESHEMREREE a_1Q_slip B
Fig.5 a_IQ_slip for IQ competition easing strategies
by different workloads

B 63T a_IQ slip 5 IPC By 3, BiE S
SRESEE LI, 1Q 755 & 549 B 48 , (B AH B
# IPC B el st lm & 2 o E kAR 4. 20P
_BLOCK, Static K 5&Hg 6 fFL FAB A a_IQ_slip
R, KBS 7 F1 8 IEARBIRE 4T IPC.

g R

(1) Static,20P_BLOCK %t IQ = 4+ 25 f# f£ FA B
5, HAsE sk 2. Static ¥ 1Q WIEHA B RS
R 53 XA R B 7 208 H— T R, BPX =t
BRI, RS RAE B B /N IRRE D LA
FHRRERKREMNENERE.

0

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 ]
4 59 64 69 74 79 84 89 94 99
a_lQ slip

a 1Q_SIZE 24

IPC
D19 00 1 L2 bad o o L3 W
N0 NS O — b s h O\~ 00

[ 0lLjpp++00!
I I

100
32 o RERALE
3.1F 000

Elé I9 ll() 1I1 1I2 1I3 1I4
a_lQ slip
b IQ_SIZE 40
6 AR 1Q ZHEMKMETFH a_1Q_slip
Fig.6 Average a_IQ_slip for IQ Competition
Easing Strategies

(O ARRIFAKLR B AT 1Q A SR uk A
—HRIRT 1Q MRS, HET Lk L KR FA
IQ BFEERA RGMEE, H 20 T FE, 10 20P_
BLOCK #7 Static 2[R 4E .

(O a_IQ_oc,a_IQ_slip 5 IPC IR K
W, AIAFLRASEER RN TR, 2R LR
HEABHFRH, TARLEY 1Q MFRMTESE
FIREAE B, F2 75 P AR 2R R A M T B % 4 R e

2 ZRZLERUENESIIIESER
SRk

2.1 E-T load R BigEEI 2 RS 14
2. 1.1 load #k5fies

load fRHEETE R TE 1 ML, LA load $54
TR, SR S IRHRT F 48 & 45 RAE N IR BAE B
FERRIESF). OB&KEEELL 1 4% load 184 TR,
DR E 1 £EBSREE R OFMFHEASE 1
% load ¥, 5 2RKHITE S WM A MK HE s @1E 4
BRI A R Y load &%, BURIE Y 1 & 00A.

& load ¥ LI MBI E 7 B, F8F
a~k RS RAEIR)F. KB 1PMa 214
load 154>, FR 1 4 load $EMITTIA . RIIZEETETE S
k SbS5H, M2 load #5403 4 5984, 3 ME AR
BEAL 2 g a R0 1 &2 1 4% load 384, LA a FFER Y
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load R IRFEIR S g AL EH, WA F 4 KIES,3 1
BRI, DA 1 FFIRAY load SEMRIRAEIR S k LG5I,
WS 2 &KL, 1 MERERE.

[-]aJbfcld[e[fle[nfi]i[k]]

n T[]

.,

ARG BRI ARARE
a1

BN ER M
[T 1] 1]
b R 2
7 load R fERRE
Fig.7 load dependency chain models

2.1.2 BRI

ET load REHEEN LR EIEIMEA R ST
164 -

(Dload {45 B (F N chains) ; load 354
IR, HBK, WL RR R, ARZLHR chains
FMEEATE R —SR). o T B I8, FRRLEL 107,

A P8 S ERKE (KRR a_
len_load _interval). /N RI R A 5 & A& 1Q FHEE,
HHEITR N

@

a_len_load_interval= ( Zn) E b;) / ( Zn) a;)
i=0

i=0 j=0

R ra; BE i 5% load fRASI4E K IR B E CA/NVF O
FIBEHO 56, RIS load RHIEET 2 7 NEIFRAVK BE
RSO sn R FTA B load MR B

ORBiEE MRS BRI (ERR N a_
num_load_interval). 3K R 58 25 5 & % 1Q FH
=, 7R

n
a_num_load_interval= E a;/n

K :a; 5 ¢ 5% load MR EE R RIFEELE CR/NVF O
BB sn —PTA [ load HRBIHESRRL

(Dload $§4 %4 L2 Dcache 2k IR BF (Fm
& CacheMissDegree). & AR BE IR, N
THEGHNETHFREH, REHEEMATXFIEE
R, HAEBAEGHE, PRI, B SR B E T 4.
BRYEMT HRMER, &E555H8 1,2 5 4,10,

BB 2R R R R TH B 7 B 10 T Degree =
CacheMissDegree * chains * a_num_load_interval/a
_len_load_interval, Degree #if, M 2= $ 1Q &Y
A7 .
2.1.3 RPN

L SPEC 2000 H i 25 MNP AE N2 HE A 3
(crafty 7£ M-SIM2. 0 ERBEIE#IBAT, BHE ), 15
B RGBT AR 4 B,

#* 4 SPEC 2000 & R4S HEEIRITE SR
Tab.4 Thread characteristic index results for SPEC2000

bzt
R4 inst_commit DL2miss_num load_chains a_num_l_inter a_len ] inter
applu 300 000 000 5 682 857 81 040 935 2.059 5 16. 508 4
swim 300 000 000 5781 728 64 671 653 1.9235 22.793 1
mecf 300 000 000 28 591 525 178 016 648 1.0196 4,628 4
gee 300 000 000 5989 147 169 558 055 0.496 5 15. 245 4
fma3d 300 000 000 7 707 630 80 606 635 1.914 7 6.941 2
lucas 300 000 000 5 030 999 34 992 045 1.142 9 3.0186

% Degree A] A B2 7 HE4 , rank (N H B
KRR IQZSHEINRIE. &S med K
39, 21, B flK A9 vortex & 1. 07, SRWE IR AL 48 36 1IF
MR B EAFRFHERNIFR.

2.2 ZELEHENERRRE
2.2.1 FHARJFEH

AR —FRIB|EEFELERS QTS
RIEREHTE, ARFREIRNEBELEZFE
TIRKREE, ARSI B NEAREEZFEIS
FAY SR B A i L SR

O H RIE R, Static BT 1Q 4

BC » & — PP BB AN SRR AR L B AT Y SR, HL
WEAFEMR/N R BEF LI , B I H b 2 7 68
JIRR K SR g ; OOOD {ER F 1Q W BE By BL, BRI T
20P_BLOCK *}F TLP gBR ], B2 H b S bt
15 SR HE. Dwarn /E I F KL — 4, & —FE
B 1Q RS Res , EBUH TR 44,

RIB RN FERRE R E, SRR
BB L. —RARMERK, AERESRMN
LARELE Static, 55 WA B RIS BB RS 1Y
OOOD; — R Z R G 5K uE, 7ERIE GRS ER b
T, SRR MA Dwarn,
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2.2.2 BLENE

P FLBRFER, RN TR R
SABE, BAK G —WECE T, 40 Static. AR
R B 78 T i R (A8 AR SR (58D B 2R A2, T
RIBRBASER(—H =" . AR =5 —8)
HATEE. ST —5 RS, A% ARG M4
2, BB S LR R Y DR I 3l BE A I DO IR i 0 4. X
THHWRAES, BT HBRBEAE Static, A FH
HIRBRAL BT 1 000D, LBy 1k 55 8 72 2 8 i i
ERS N F=H—RHE, WABREFRELE Static,
FLBEE O0O0D. % 5 4 H T —/ Kug 7 IPC
HBF, HoAr, S A Static, O £ 000D, D %
Dwarn,

®5 KEEELH

Tab.5 Strategy configuration examples

S Rank B BEMER ZBEAEW

bzip2 18 S (@] D+0O
apsi 23 S 0 D+0
mef 1 S S D+S
lucas 9 S S D+S

2.2.3 wfriESHT

SEA SRR ISR T M SR W » B 48 T ST b R A
IQ ¥R, A FA IQ T4 BHHNERBRNMI
HEE, TREA IQ R4 RBREBNZ BB ILE
/N SRR, FERE S R R A A TR A SRR, Y
BRBHFLREEFT.

RS TT R LA DL, ST i i 2R 45 i
Wi, AR T8 5/, 2R R AR BT IR R A
#, BE A TRESHRS, NKETEE A8
IR 5525,

WRELRS

3.1 BERFEN

ENEEFL T, KERBEREHZEEH A
FLBEENRBAS, LK 6. IARAERE
Static. X FHLRE, B4~ 1~4 AEF, FELE;
HEHRGRS HEF, BB OO0D. A% BN LR
PR R B OL.
3.2 RRERSH

ACBEGERY B 82— A B BE, L £ &
EIRHTRIR AL IPC figkfR IPC.
3.2.1 Kb#gs IPC

Bl 8 45 T ARk me T Rk #gs IPC. &
8a 1 8b H IQ R/NFHIBL 24 #0140, EIF N EEF

3

€

G 152 12 SR|MER, SR BRESRKK A
SR (Static) | BAIR RIS , LA R B IR IR, 4 Fh B

843 HINTRL 4 AR TPC.
*6 IR
Tab.6 Experimental workloads
o= T1 T2 T3 T4 HE
1 vortex mef fma3d art
2 mesa mecf ammp art 1538
3 vortex parser fma3d art
4 mesa paerser art lucas
5 eon apsi mef lucas
6 mesa apsi lucas parser 258 20
7 vortex eon equake mgrid
8 vortex mesa mef art
9 eon perlbmk  facerec mef
10 swim bzip2 galgel art SH1E
11 eon swim facerec parser
12 eon swim mesa ammp
4.5~
4.01- » vhe 2 Z ) ,
L T 2o 7
e
w25 m[ N NERN N
& 0 RN RN Y N
2.0pts PRI RN
1558 N ) §“ Q\ \“ N N
¥ % N
1.0 g3
0.5 y 1 g
0 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
HRA GRS
a 1IQ_SIZE 24
45 »
40 5 W, %
3.5 T 7/[ 4
3.0 u &
" W
NN
N

S
Beeetaaaeeas.r st

R
S S e—

PN~
A L e

6 7
FRH A
b IQ_SIZE 40
8 BEEM PEAKK.ZEARBIMIPCEHR
Fig.8 IPC of single, single mixture and

d’iﬂ o
—
o
—_
=
—_
N

multi-mixture strategies

7 8a p, RS SRIE KIERF T RBHREN
IPC, MBS RER TRA, HF 2 54 5
ARRFA IR ; ZRE KGR EARSREERM L,
BB BMA Dwarn, Bl X R RN FHERZE 34
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Tab.7 IPC comparison under IQ size of 24 %
- T8 75 = vt
e FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE
B IPC 1.03 0.91 3.63 3.73 0. 84 0.23 5.42 4, 62
IPC1 10. 42 14. 65 8. 48 9.18 14, 30 20. 83 11. 87 16. 28
IPC2 —2.39 —9.71 —1.81 —1.76 —5. 81 —6. 93 0.76 2.71
IPC3 —12. 66 —14. 69 —3.69 —3. 63 —14. 78 —21. 29 2.24 —4, 84
IPC4 —1.07 —10. 44 —1.62 —3.97 —1. 43 —14. 61 0. 48 —6.73
. 55 5 75 55
da FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE
B IPC 1. 29 —0. 98 1. 39 0.31 0. 85 —0. 47 0. 90 2.16
IPC1 6.01 15. 36 7.82 14. 96 2.48 2. 89 4,25 9. 96
IPC2 0.17 6. 31 —1.49 4,72 8.53 13. 46 —1.63 1. 40
IPC3 0.34 —11. 66 0. 63 —21. 22 —5.93 —4. 86 —1. 64 —10.11
IPC4 —2.07 —25. 62 —4,55 —4, 31 —8.11 —23.45 —1. 80 —20. 02
sk 9B 108 118 128
da FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE FT] ZE
B IPC —3.61 —1.13 —4, 05 —4, 80 —0. 45 —2.78 0.71 —2.45
IPC1 —17.23 4,31 —12.13 —13. 39 —3.58 3.29 0.33 8. 10
IPC2 —9.78 —1.04 3. 39 5. 92 —3.82 —18.23 —0. 20 —28. 99
IPC3 7.32 —3.94 —5.55 —9,59 9.91 7. 00 4, 00 10. 15
IPC4 —1.74 —17. 02 —5.12 —8.56 —3.76 —1. 90 —4.51 —3.41
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