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Abstract  Traditional cache replacement policies are mainly based on heuristics. In recent years,
researchers have used prediction technologies to improve the performance of cache replacement. The
application of prediction technologies is gradually becoming one research focus in cache replacement.
Because the behaviors of loads and stores are complex, predicting these behaviors in caching systems
is difficult with uncertainty. Some existing approaches have been proposed to resolve the problem with
more and more complicated prediction algorithms. However, these methods cannot reduce
uncertainty, and these methods cannot avoid the interference of out-of-order execution and cache
prefetching at the same time. To solve these problems, we propose an approach to predict future
memory reference, named IFAPP (instruction flow access pattern prediction). IFAPP recognizes loads
and stores in programs based on the instructions flow predicted by branch prediction, and then IFAPP
predicts the behavior of each of the loads and stores. IFAPP calculates reuse distance through
predicted memory reference, and evicts the candidate with the largest reuse distance. IFAPP avoids
the interference of out-of-order execution and cache prefetching. Besides, the objects of prediction are
single load/store behaviors which are easy to predict. Both of these alleviate the uncertainty of caching
predictions. The evaluations prove that IFAPP reduces the cache misses by 3.2% compared with LRU
in L1D. Compared with BRRIP and BIP, IFAPP reduces the cache misses by 12.3% and 14.4% in
L1D.

Key words branch prediction; cache replacement policy; ahead prediction; memory access sequence

prediction; memory access pattern

H E HANEAEBRARILZATER I EFRFAREZNELM AL RIENZATH . REHE
BRBGEFHE FNERGE AR S TEAEREBFRGRE BT HAITHASTO LR A8
HEEBEZRFPIANGHEATAHZRAEN, TR RORALE. BTG AT BkizE M, 1A
AR AR B A 09 TR JE ok R 5T AT A R B R B K M AR O X R A B D R A T M, R R IR 44

Wi B#:2020-06-19; 18 E B #:2021-03-16

ES TR 8 37 B R R E KL I 405 H (20142X01029101-002) 5 H I BE# B i ik P S S BHE L 5 (XDA-Y01-01)
This work was supported by the National Science and Technology Major Projects of Hegaoji (20147ZX01029101-002) and the
Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese Academy of Sciences (XDA-Y01-01).



32 HEIR S AR 2022, 59(1)

GBS R AR E R LA RAT R E A TRRNS G HATAII RGO TR ATHEEA LA, B ET —
7 64 TR 22 57 9] 5 7 89 7 ik IFAPP (instruction flow access pattern prediction) , #& 4% &~ # ¥l
RIFMZFIHAR, AL A PU T EHRAS L P RS0 T AR —BITAN. B 555
Flit KNS RZERGERIED K ERIES RL 9 E LAY % F T L8 585 AT % 4R
By Tk, TR 2F FORAT A F 694k T A AR 4 R Y TN AR o BT At e R A b R R AR, K
ok —BEPELEA LW LRU F kT3 MY 3.2%0 0% G4k ARk 2 169 & T4 & Fnl 49 BRRIP #=

BIP fik  Z ik A —BRBEE A LR Y 123004 144008 % B k.

kR
REESES TP302

GEAE 2 PR A B0 25 v Y — b E AL o w
Bt NN A4 DB G247 b, I 22 8080 D7 7] AT LA 4
MGEAF 2 B, AT 9 /0 48 5 DRAM P A7 1 1 ) 1<
B, 52 TH A0 B P BEL B AT 1Y S iR A IR FE S PR
s b 2% AR R A N 2 Y R e AN Tl R AR 1, R AE Y
PERE 32 D2 47 45 0 TN 98 A7 25 5 3 W% 114 52 i AR K. A
T GE A7 i TR S T/ D R AT B R U S SR 4 2
AR GBI

GEAF R WS S 48 B AT N B R R, AT
A BB AT bk B R B AT 0 SR R b R A Y
AT R RS S Belady " 42 1) MIN. K 4 B A7 %%
e iF, MIN B33 S o 5 | R 2 At 9 4 6 17 DA
G A7t DA 35 3 A O Y R 4 P gL {H 2 MIN
SRV G I 5 RS 1 1 R R DT AE R B 3l R AR
S PSR SE LAY Bk A S e b 2% 0 MIN B2
IS T XS U AEAT A AT il g AR ) S A Ok 3
WKW VTAFAT R B T UIARAT 9 1 2 R 0 A
PE 8 SO — A UER B Ui A2 A7 S BERLE T BT A Y
N7 3 SR AR TR MES 24 i 9 R 43 2 A7 8 4
I AR HE T 2200 32 X, b A 3 1 B ) Jeg 38 14 i 2
Y f 3 5% 20 i i (least recently used, LRU) % 5 Al
B A AR B R R (8 B B O B A R A7
T AL T X A7 B BRI B A R R, B
i T AR R Y LT 37 B

e T8 00 g A v 2 AR A 10 R P 2 2%
A7 8 SR s BF 5 1 — o A Bt T 5 B9 IR A, S0
SRV Bk B I T LA X A2 A% 22 A8 1 R AT U 1) 37 .
LBl 8 R 2 2] XA A 52 % B 1k L i AR HE DR HIE BE 6%
I N T A R N o TR B b BE AR TR R AE R G IR
BN W UTAEIT 5 23 52 BN EL T BT AL A T 40 . B S
FUIFAR AT Ty 72 1) B0 20 KA X 1% U5 17 7 51 3
KRB RGP IR AT E 1. L, BB 7R AF
F 55 U AF B e TR Y B T AR R AN

- IR ; & F e Rk AT TN 5 35 A 5 T ;i A AR

SEE S T IAT 0 G2 A7 46 5 I O AN B L IE D/ X 2
AN E T

Vi A2 7 50 10000 2ok o 08 AS B o 1 2 2 R BLAE
3 A5

D) GAFVITIRIAT R B B A kX R 5 e M TR £ 1K
IAERARTT N b ARG AF R G h 42 W3 19 Ui A7 7 5
ST SRR A PTG B9 25 3 AN IR 48 2 ] (1 B AT Ik
7 LA B 548 4 14T R I R X 92 A7 R G e A
WCB Y U5 A7 F 51 77 A 5 A X RE BT A 22 78 1 U5 A
79 B b2 2D U AR AT A AR R R E Y

2) RGP IR S RINIT RS
ZRNELF AT HLH B T8 T 2= 2 B RUE E LK
TCRE A 7 A TR0 A5 B 5 B 5 U A7 81 A
AR5 Ia) Z 18] 1 22 A8 &L % S0 AT 2 AT 8L U5 A7 ST 1 IR
JF o fof U 3ok R AR A AN R . A i D% n) L SCRR LA
U T &AM A7 fith 45 K6 10 SR BT A Mtk 1 17 ).

3) TETFIR T A7 WAL ] (4 b 345 b, R A7 &R
g bW B U 8]y 8 AL T IO SR TR
2 BALPEAR i — 3 2 BUBGHE SROE TC Y, AR Tig
FRERTR 7 X B30 1Y) 0 52 75 SR 9% A7 5 0 R I AN g
PRI T, CA T RE R B AN 0 B 1 IO A e 52
A7, DT 52 e 3 A8 7 09 AT MR SCER 5 ] 0 i 1
X — G, I Ui WY A JF IS PR AT 4R R, MIN B33k
UL TE A B A7 5 1 B L ROR

R T b AR TR A AR SCHRE T — R Y T
GEAF VIR F 5 0 J5 vk 38 5 TR T 1 48 4 Tk 150 22
AE T I0) )7 51 AR 43 S T B R HE DR Sy 4 4 U
AR AT Ui A B AL B L B T U577 48 A B X
[ 2 20 XA 4R A B b ik 7% — P4 T IO L A 5 A
JE 9 AR L VA7 48 2 B9 AT L 43 SR A AT R (B A%
J5 ) A E B bk ) T2 5 B0 43 355000 B R i BIF 5
O 28 LS R, A 19 43 S T 3k M R AR .

A T IO B R 1) 9% A7 R e SR T T B AR



TR PAF BT WU I 1 G A7 R S

33

AT RGP R B — B TR AR SCHE AL B b
T 1943 SN B oo BE Al BT e 0 X D5 A7 7 51 1Y 1
.32 7 ¥ 0 X G HAR B B Zk A7 48 4 BEAIR T 1
I 8 52 P 5 Tl U5 A7 48 4 B 4 58 7 9 i AT A
2] 3B EL T AT B T A s T O AR A T AR R 4R A
Ui I VA A R AL SRR R A S
A7 AL F) 52 el 3l o 3R Oy A SO s b T
ViAF 7 4 F5000) 38 i v Jr T8 %o 14 AS A 7 1

FE T IO 0 U5 A7 Y 51 o 7 B R 45 4 T B
K5 T | B RS A O 9 ek i 0T 2 A7 i AR IR AT
BT UL SR, Qi 2R i A A% 38 0 K A D5 A
Fo 91 4 5 die /I 8 i 158 T G2 A7 v B BT 23 TG 1Y)
AT T REAE T — U A7 45 4 I 328 Oy 85 11 0t
AR SCRE T LK — T8 4 B A7 BE IR P AE R A7
WX T e Ur Il i g RESh A AT B —E
HRPIE.

A SO EETTERAT 3 A5 T

D) $2 7 T8 U U7 A A XTI F) 22 A7 4
FMg IFAPP(instruction {low access pattern prediction).
AR 43 3 T H A 000 A Y 4 4 i, B E B T 4R A
T B UTAEAR S X R SR VT AF R A R AT R AT .
P R AT LA /D T ok A b TR B R B E M O
MO T 45 58 23 SN v B R AT .

2) P T Mz ) 45 L G AL O 0k
Vifrda 2 B PAT 45 R JEA7 10 5, 4 B4R S IR T % )
Vi A 3 R i et 1 0 KA U5 A AT 0 U0 L 78
30 A0 KA R A R X AR PR AT A B SCHE

3) 1 GEMS KUl 8% I Se B 1 R A R 48, i i
7E SPEC CPU2006 F2 J7 % v 52 5 3 Al 50 3k T
IF APP S 1745 45 5 W 1) A7 280 () I 92 38 i ] 1 24
s SR IR ea SRRl o g e N VN RV I S
SCRE T A U5 A7 51 S e B A Y

1 #HxIE

HE R  G2 A7 R g 2 Belady $2 i Y
MIN B33k, B OR8] BE 25 fe 3z 1) fig 16 50\ 22 A7
Bt T2 D B % A R 4 SR W T S B v
T 7 EAE B U AE AT B A Ui A Y 5 AT A S TR
FHEE B, — 26 BLSE  IF 58 4l gl Se 5] ) R
(independent reference model, IRM)M % 5 77 4T
Sy HEAT SRR 2 AR B BT A B VT AEAT A R A
SEEY I BN DA AT S B T Y B HE R
IO7 P2 R AT 5% A7 35 45 ), 5 UK 7 [R) M 6 B/

R4 3 TN 22 A7 v 8 i L S A T R AN 28 B (least
frequency used, LFU) & L. IRM #1290 1 I 3L
Vi 2Z 1) (R A G L 76 43 17 A 35 25 22 A7 B 3R LA 1.
Lok, — SR AF R GRS R TS A A A
RUR S DT VT AFAT O (H R X 2 5 e Y L3 T %
5 E B RS Can LRUD WE 47 40 47

T AT 19 U7 A7 B B R B AR 4 b 2 e L S R )7
(AT A s RER 43 10 G A7 i SR W 2 ik T 22 90 32 LY.
BT 200 T SO AT B SR S A B ] 3 Bt U A
A7 0 BB 38 Ik S 45 00 R S T R g 1k Y
TEHE. LU AN R 43 1 72 e B B A s (8] Jmy R8Pk e JE Ui
[B) B A7 AT KA R S ARk U ), i e A A= il 17
LRU 536 e iR A8 J ks 5 M s, 75 1 )7
AN ELAT I (8] JRy 1 DU SR O 3 d R Cmost
recently used, MRU) £ %% W& 5 4. iR — &8 70 Wb
U EE W DT 0] 19 22 A7 17 AR A7 7T BE 2 B R IR Ui
5] PR 35 1 SR AF AT 110 17 1) 400 238 A A R o SR 022
et Y 3R o — AR S ) 2 A R SR W AT AR N g i
FHE 26 i N 5t Je 2R 58 22k TR & SR %, il
RS R W S AR I O U Z
206 F R R h AT R H R T AR X
() G2 A2 e SR W R EL A Jmy BR M, O T — 8 43 4
JE 1 N 3 55 AR 52 B i T o U A7 AT SR AR AT e (]
HAT Z R — 3R o3 Ui A7 AT 9 HAT I 1) Jmy 4 L 5
— ik 5 S TR IR R o ie & LRU B
MRU #8AS BEAR & H T 4.

e T8 00 g A 2 v 2 AR A 0 A 1 2 2%
P72 H5 SR BE 5 1) — o e 35000 AR — Ty 1w Al LA
FFofb s 3 LA, 75— ] DL 4 5 4%
A T0UIN A A2 AT LU BE B (dead bloclo) ! #1,
AT DR R b 2 S IR SR AT
4G SR v T A T I Bk R A R B A A, A
e T3 B B T i R B R i s R R B
[ 3E N RN R d i R A AU
WRBE 2 2 BEAEDY O T M B A 0 G A7 AT Ol HEAT U
TIN5 5 PO SR AR B AR W R A, GEAF U5 ) AT
Sy 55 R B AR G B R P S W B A2 4. D A 4R
A f) PC(program counter) . 1 77 H) 4 B8 b ik | 15 77
J7 50 [ 50 AR . 55 R PR R R O 1 PR 2R AR 1 )
T 3k hL 40 MPPPB B30 B R TR g B
UV CEEBET 7 RS R B A S R AR Nk
%) i A\ SR B AR Y N A 2 A A 4 R M R 8 Bl S
M2 ST UTAEAT R BRI 3G 5 T 9% A7 SR 1Y 3
Iz M A A 5000 B AR 0% 92 A7 R 4 R IS K AR B T



34

HEIR S AR 2022, 59(1)

200 T YL 0E  IF A BE MR A B yprh 2246 3= U
5 MIN 533k Z (6] (4 22 1.

ALV AT R A, A T R B A
it 5 P AR BE T G A7 50 SR W I o 20 2 1 ) ]
Ab P 5 BN 7 RS A B A T G A R G B Y
VIAT P91 22 32 B 4k B A% 5L $AAT F01 G A7 UYL ] fr)
T XA PR T AE AT R G BN A AT R
{1 X J3E . 25 I 19 D A7 5 SR s 12 AN i AT 280 > 3 £
AN E P

AR SCHR H A AT B SRS KSR i Al T g A
SHEAT MU 2T 5 A R T TN 4 G A7 4 SR g
HH A S AR 3B TN X R L 5 BT R D5 A AT S B A %
P 2 AR BUAE AR AR LT AN = A R L, T R AR
AT R IR AR L BT AR IE LB 5y o 2T 1.
A SO A B0 0I5 A4 A, BEAT 18 4 S 1Y
ViAF LB, R LK SR M O 0 o 7 v AR 22 1
i 5 e 3 Al AR TR BB 7 o TR 10 02 2 B 1 AR S
FR S 36 45 R UE W T L1 6% 05 A7 e 81 2 b B HE T Y
VLA S5 100 S/ 1T G A7 U5 R AT 2 B0 e i A
i k.

o

2 BEMIRANE

bl

AR SC ) A R T A AR A 4 S T PR T R A T
PR TEHR 2 RUTAAAT A L BCH W2 2 K vila)
R R SCRRT BRI 2 O I A Y & R AT A 4.

2.1 ST

53 3 TN HE AR XS 43 AR A 1 Bk 5 1) AN
Bk 2 Hb ik AT FI0I , 98D 43 S e A R BT T 00 A B
e VERE B 2 W5 R BT, AT 4 S AR A Bk AT 2
A3 AR A S A 1Y 43 S AR A Z TA) R A DG PR
3 S T A S . S TR A% 1 T e = A SR A
Z I Y 26 ZR I 9 2K 3 o A =R ) i O =X
Oy SCARAAT N4 SCTUIN 2% 0T LA AR 43 R I ) 9
RVt A1k S50 25, 3 ) $50 00 43 3 48 4 5 Bk A T 1l gk
e ik,

L 1 H i TAGE-ISL 53k S i, 5 1) 93
D5 b 22 A4S 00 S e 21 B, AS (] 2 A8 ) oy <238 A
o FH 0SS P A B A PR 2SR B 43 32 2x A A Tl
D5 4l 2K 5 A 5 R 1 M9 4 X TAGE i
bimodal ¥ 43#F 4T I s B A 5 B 1Y 43 S0
TAGE H 4 Jay 150 0 45 36 47 #5000 320550 2 vh il (0 &
2 A4 B 2% (G811 2 1E R Sz B S ) L X 3 9 R
TAGE W45 Ri#FITEIE.

TAGERH

Ziit 4 IEF
ST B B

IR T 5% 52 B

BTBHLR

! st ] ki

Atk

BTBHLSE || et it || Hms

RASHiH

Fig. 1 The algorithm of TAGE-ISL
1 TAGE-ISL #i%

i1k FHI 4% 9 8 T IR 5 1) T A% 2SS, Wk 2
AL T i 2H 78 4 73 SCHE A W Bk EE B bs ik 2
i 78 7, DU AT LA i 43 32 H bR 2% of (branch target
buffer, BTB)™ rfig 3¢ ) b — Y Bk % s ik F 47 of
B TN 5 3% [] 48 4> (43 [ 1 bk & B CALL 48 2
B9, ] LIS 53R W AR (return address stack, RAS)
HEAT TI0M 5 5 4 S48 A 04 B9k A b hk R 8 R —
— X IV Y DU 3 e 8] 4 43 ¢ H 5 2% v (indirect BTB,
iBTB) HEAT 0, JH: A 96 3o 2 2 B0 5 1] 80300 25 o
Ut/ §S By AR

BTB 3= 2 AE HIAE Ttk 2 A1) 1) di ey 4 iy
TEHEAS AL E I3 SCHR 4 02 T AT 5 2) Q] B 1 73 SR
AR N Bk e B bR ML bk X 2 A [A) R[] R A R
AT EAT B2 S U5 AF 48 A TN B 5 A e iy ()
R H AR SC2: B BTB 4548 F1 D) Re 51 U5 77 B bR 42
# (memory access target buffer, MATB) , it s® Ui
FEAR 4 1 PCUTAFHE 2 2B b — R Ui 7 W) Bt ik
22 SKREXHETHA

FE T2 K B D R 4L 2 4 3 2k 1) Bl U5
IFa) 4 1) s e — A [ A B AR R 5 1R A LA K
A +2K A XA ys a) 28 BUTE TR P v+
fR s R PP PR AR 2 2 B0 B fdE A BTl P oo R OR
ZINAR [ B 55080 45 /e Ik HC 08 D7 TR) 0 45 5 ik T 20 K
R .

T Ak B 5 v B DL A 20 B B 3 2 TBSP-Y
HC S S U (0] F000 %, an & 2 7 1 [) )
i VI A6 2 M e vk s bk 17 R 51, Rhid % | —
Y1) B ik DA K b2 Y5 [) % M bk 252 U5 A7 4R
A R AT GEAFI AH U5 AF 4R A 1Y 2 b ik A iR
[7) 500 3 5 o 2 i b DU P 24 T ) 5 A ik D25
E WU R T SRR KA SRR S
P 18] F0I 5 o i s 1y b — U5 AR A D4 B Y



TR PAF BT WU I 1 G A7 R S

PIERTIES

PR =k bk
pC 0x1430 0x135A234D 5
0x1EF0 0xBCSA73AE 6 6 PUAGLIE
X X! T3A ‘\-i—/

0xBCSAT3AE 6
b ELIEAN HARAEA?

N

(=) >

Fig. 2 Step predictor IBSP
B2 BRBE IBSP

VITF 48 2 IAT AT & 20 R 50 000 7 47 i 41k >4
(IR EER: 6! ) | W ST 2 SN

3 ETHESARHFERAMNEETE R

AR SCER Y TFAPP 98 47 25 i 5 W fuff ) 100 00 ¢
AR TR A S 7 AE ) 51 o 48 R TR) MIIN B30 32 A [] 7 e 5
HEAT G2 A7 2 0% T FH R A ORI 0 3k T ) 1
FARVIAE BN T 43 R 2 A2 58 . 1) Wi Vi 1748
B IE A THR AW i H 2 AR WY 2) B
ZVIFAR A MBI BT HEAT 0 ST (4 b hE T 55 1 A4S
A BRAK 1 T 43 S TR0 4 AR G A R AT O, 5 2
AN R T EX BE A5 AR A I T AR A AT 2% 2

IFAPP G2 475 ¥ 5 s 56 F 43 S W00 4% A , 38 i
PEHT K B 11 (ahead pipeline) ™ ¥ 43 3 U0 3 72
AR B P A 7KL A S TR0 9 K T 4 SR R —
AN A e, T8 BE R 43 ST A K Al SE A e A B
B oy S48 4, W RS KRB i &
PR R A VLI 25 3, i B 48 A He gl Bl 1 R 7 19 48 4
Uit R 43 S 70000 7 AR 1500 9% AE V5 1) 5 i B il
2 AR 1) dn ey 4] By B A4 4 S 2 AR AE VA
64 5 2) Q] ff € Ui 4748 2 19 U5 A7 Mk

J TR 1A TR R, AR SCE LU5AE B bR 22
MATB, 42 Y 4b #1288 55 [0 B B 52 45 14 U5 774 215 B
MATB Hric 53 i 7K £ AT 2o 1 7 A7 4 2 9 41k
M hE 5 A7 TG A 0 2 R RN A7 4 B b S 4R L3 i
G MATB, AT LUBG A A48 4 Herp B & A7 7E
Vitr48 4, L SOZ UG A48 4 b — RBAT BT 15 18] (4 )
BE (o

R TR 2 A a8, AR SCTE MATB (5Ll 1
WV A4 A BRSO D) Be. Vi fE 48 2 AT A R R

A0, B SRV A 1Y B bR ) 1 M bk F] R BEE I
V) 25 A6 B U A7 B b ik S 1815 9 7 A7 48 4 e AR BE
st MATB #4760 A 8 MATB HAgid
S — R AT 1 4 BE b ik AR SR R U A7 48 A K1
O3 AR TR I A AN ] (9 U A7 48 4 R AU & R Y
T #5% 24T A ST DL G 2 B UL e A U A R
2R A YT AT 2 FH 25 4 T 2% 34 47 Ml bk
T 5 X LA B () O 356 P 19 17 [ 47 Sl s (] G Bk
AU &% AT I % g 4> G U R 45 2 ) R
PR A 38 22 1R 7 HEAT » AN 23 32 BIEL T PUAT I9 T 8.

W 34y LA MATB AT AT LUH E Vi 7718
A B AL RSG5 R 5 38 4R A v A A
FRATTAT LT B 2% 17 A7 48 4 19 B bR bk X 45
B R AT DL A AR R Ui AF 7 8. Vi A F ST
TERAF R e B 05 8 T HE B8 o J 5 | R S i
R BE TN A B TR P AN T LB T RS
fe it AR M A I R A Y R E R 2 R A
BTN A 3 T EE ) BE S A A B S 48 £ T
s 3k I3 U5 A7 50 o AR U 1 U IR AL L %
VB 55 R G A =2 () 1 B 0 Ay % 32 3T (1% P

KICH ARG RDERRF I E 3 iR 5 T840
U A7 AR 2 TR 118 2 A7 2 46 SR W 2R e 4 Sy LA T 030
Sk B PR B BUHR TIUI 500 L MATB Sk 35 44 5935 77 1
N BAT R e e 5 BT 3 N30 40, BUER T BA T AN
VA T50I0 BRL 5T 43 591 350000 4 4> 5 4 FIEHE 2 A7 1 oK R
Vife 79 s 5 4 e Sk B o e AT 5 T IR B 9 T H 08, B 4%
o e A7 8

LA T 550 7 Ak B 114 43 S T 5 50 H s T
P& TIT T Ty B, A 4 H i TN £ M b ki R0 B T 0
533 I3 AF B AR AT AR Sy CPU iy — A F i K
M7 IS AT, [A)HCHS o FR Af R . B2 T 0 A ) 45



36

HEIR S AR 2022, 59(1)

—EE o EE N
l R4
HIHAEE s
' BUE BT VP EMTE |
i e R ki > o
H |
| 4R yHR
BT VAEBNT | |
il l i
Luf#ifk T LIDR AR
= BRI |

Fig. 3 IFAPP framework
Kl 3 IFAPP HE4E

NI T BA S o, %o B BT i — 2 de A 22
AR JCHE TR A 51 v O A7 Y 50 0 AR Ok — B[]
AR U7 7 1 4. i 7 000 3ok R v 1 T 6 b ik o 2
B F50I0 25 SR AR ABCHE 15000 BA 3 2 i 4 0 B R IR
£ 9% (translation lookaside buffer, TLB) W&
L REAS 2 4 5 Ak

ViAF B BT Y 32 BT RE R S MATB, 8 5%
UK b AT i B U5 A 4R A AR B A 2 s 0 BA
GG I , FHiZ 454 e e 4 #h bk Ax i) MATB,
T AE S P b 19 U5 798 4 L B b Ho U5 A7 H bk, I 4%
T 25 55 VA T BA S AR SCHE MATB 1 FEfi
ST AR TN A R B[] DG I S A, BE A8 X A
B B U5 A7 48 2 SR AT 0.

0 e B B0 Y S B G A R 0 0 R SR L B
i TR0 A Z) AR5 A7 T BA 51 e i P 25 430 e — AR
A BT — PR B AT 1Y R K U7 8] )7 91). 24 — 948
B GAE LIT & I i R i, 2 e e SR B oo 2 | 2
JIT AT A 1B 3T A 49 B 4 il (58 3 2 ) B ik A R I
U BN 5], A5 3] B 38 T ) B S N i T EE
B B R A 2 WA O B 1 IR 15 4 — AR A SR AT
—BEIE AT 11D B HE R AR B AU,

T3 FRATHRE T AN A 41 HUER 0 BT | U AF T
I B 50 R 4 e 5T T 1 DG B LA
3.1 BUsHN#ETT

AR TN BT R S T IO — AR A R AF R ok
ViR 51 AR SCHY BT v 7 Ak B % b Ids B8 0 Ay
ST EA T KAl b HEAT TR L S i i 90 2 4 A

FEUHE ToU0 BA 5] 4 i $500 2 A R0 HCHE 15000 BA 5 T
Ge AU 18] P 40 T L B 0 02 A Y 25 R S O B
T BA B o I A5 e S A R A R BURS L OT R oy
S BT (] ) 38 B AR AT R R AT

WA 4 BT 7R S 78 43 32 F0000 2R 5T Hp i 38 4 i 10
by kb 228 B I P sk R O Sy S H AR ZEAE
(Ahead BTB, ABTB) , £ §if i f1¥ 5 S 6% 532 45 LA
S A A TN A 5] 4 AR B, 36 6 A8 e e ] S B T R 4
T BT AL 4T 43 S 10 R T A B T TR K
BT R 51 AU T BA B 4 Hi 70 Ao AR A
B ook AR i A AE HUE S oT b T PH SR AR S B AR SR 25
R AT O A K B A A S s LA DR IE B i
DL 7K I8 A28 401 58 T RS BT, HUA K R B 0 BA 31
TP BRSBTS 8 2 1 TR A L. 22 ICHR T BA )
SECHH B 5 1 B RS A K AR T 2 A 5 o S T
I BRL T v Y T A T 322 A R AR ST Y
3.1.1 A

AT T A8 < B R AR G T Ak B2 v BRCES R K
11155 BT AL 7K BT AR T 2 fiff R 15 3 43 S ) A
TR o 2 AN DC E 1Y [7) . 7E A SO AT =
PR3 SN B B, DL AR R 8 2 B 48 A SRRV
AE 75 T oL . AR T 0000 382 S T el B i 00 b ik
AR BT TR Dy s AR 0 43 52 H bR A7 ALK

TE X 1. AR T bk k. AR A TR M hE 2 AR K
T I 9 K A Lk ik, R OR A Cpesopy s Hirh
pe FETR BETT M G AK f i) e ML bk 0p R Y T
ST 5 Mtk ) T 4R A AE ) 46 b B IR K 2R T



TR PAF BT WU I 1 G A7 R S

37

Sy ST LT
TAGE-LASEHL | S50 75 i s —
3 BTB/iBTB/RASHiLk —
Vg STH

7rify I

I

i .
AL I AN LT o) ABTe | | s

PERTTINIA 2L ' Hhi: 17 | |

il 8

¥

ISR

53 SCTM A

IR T R e

Fig. 4 The module of instruction fetch predictor
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TEX 2. RGO P S B w0 i K & R
St AR AR TSI 3 K b AT HAL B S 43 S T
B AW D R B R AT 2N L
TAGE-L 8 K61, 3 TAGE # 5 py £ [ i 42 75 4
BRI S 0 o T SN L < ¢ R < E W= R URIU RS
H (S P o g TERE 2 ST A K R B S S R 4
P00 2 A bbb, 3 5 6 B B TR Y B A S
S AR R HEAT IRV 2 K AR T K 2l R B i3 S D
AT R IR IE N 2 A kAT — K TR 2D

TE X 3. ABTB KL 42 i 75 I 3l ik I A 2 5 A
O3 AR A B L T2 — 48 4 B i S A 2 1 b
43 STV BT R R A B BTB B HURE AL Bl 5 A4S 43
SCHR A L hE YA R R YT — > ABTB
e, HISk AL BE— 452 Herh 2 550 SCIR 2 I TR R
ABTB AR i 7K £ ) 3 S W5t 1Y 73 3246 4 {5 B AT
I3 .

ABTB B8R I 4 AR B 25 48, 3 4 096 T 45—
Y 25 48 2R 7 B Cvalid s tag s o ffset s branch _type
target _addr . phys addr ,instlen) oW valid R
AL s tag RIANIREE s 0f fset FRAMAL s branch _
type FTRDT LI starget _addr 227~ W Bk B
brMbok s phys _addr FRaNATY) B HLHE , 7E 53 S48 4

P 22 B A L2 M b ik A 0f) TLB 3815 H F5 AR
5N BN B 5 instlen FTmtE S K E, HTFIHE 5 X
84 1T T Mk k.

ABTB fHe b DLy 3238 A g5 e 21 b o X
EIERC B LI % M (=R SO > B LB 5 B = R AL
B2 R AL 1 48 2 B W B8 2 33 53 ABTB ££ #5417
GBI B ST R AR 2 1 EGE  7E AR 2 AH A5 1 TR
i LR A Al 958 43 a0 200 K i i 0 0 etk 4 AU A2 A
AR i v T T b ik A A 4 BB R 4 bk L 43 32
6 4 By M hE R T 4 R T 3t kA RE U % 2 S dE 4
L FIX AR A e,

A T K 19 43 S AR A T Tl TN T A R
ST BT v DA 1 43 S TN ARE B, 3 S AR B R
Gy CARA R T Mk AT R 5. AR A Herp
AT BB B 24 S0 R A A R Y ABTB 7 42 /i 15
TS K ARG 2R B4 ek A rp aT B 2 iy v £ T A A 3
R — 55 3 A s Ho o S A A bk 5 PR K R
S BT A B 4 S T B (BTB, TAGE-L
) A h ABTB Y 2 45 43 348 4 09 T 45 S 1 A
— L A T 5 SR R AT B TN 2 R R AT
NG S F A v 35 B I B e /I 1) Bk 2 43 S A Dy T 45
TGN HUAE T BA 5. 5 48 4 e 47 A8 Bk 19 4y 32
4 o DR T T30 b kA Ry 48 4 B R i sk, 43 32
& 4 1 3 hE AR A 35 A B 0 45 TR b ik A BIGES T BA
G A48 A YT AR B 19 70 A8 4 W48 4 B N
JEFELEN, FLA R hE SR X 64 B H8 A B e —

N 2 e
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3.1.2 HuHs wum g 3]

S TR BA 3 FH R A7 i AT R0 04 45 R FE AR
SCHY BT IBCHE TN BA S 4 096 B SCER[40 148
T PP A B R A A 1Y 8 A% LA B MIN 5%
A BA REFIIHERE A SCHRIEAE — R EAF AR 512
TR LAl B e DL 8 A Sy AR TR0 BA 51 R L A T
W BA 5] 4 — T (1) &5 44 AT LA 3R 78 M Cwalid » line _addr .
phys_addr sbegin_o ffset send o ffset stakeny FHHr,
valid T8 AL line _addr 378 17 28 1E #b ik 5
phys_addr FRTY IR ; begin o ffser FTn
WA send _offset Fem 85 WAMH 5 taken F£7n BhFE
AL AT S M ik RS 6 0 A% 45 R W B B € T 64 B 8
A PN A T Y L

WAs B BA S LA 64 B $i5 4 P Sy B S 2 T
U I K A TN 25 2. 64 B Y TE B S TR ELER B
TCVI ) — 2448 4 G2 47 1Y 7 5 VT BC. IBCHE 00 BA 31 o
ST AR ACHR A AR EF RS HE B A 5 BT OR.Y
AL Yh A 48 2 BRI 585 L %48 2 P nl L
IS T BA 51 o B [, 0 B 4 A2 48 £ 1.2 HCHE
B PR OGS B A48 2 B B2 98 #Hm 1.4 58 45 &1 F0
B EF Z e 2B & A Tl KL, 484 S
5T Z [E] A 48 4 B A 2 A7 88100 4 4 e it 7K 42 il
B E  PEE R EE2 RR B 43 3T Y A 8 B E
AR E AL

e HRET =ity CECIy
iR AR

HInmnnn

Fig. 5 Pointer in the queue of instruction fetch predictor

P 5 Heds T BA S R G A B

TEHEAT — G048 2 G A B 4 e SR B, 1 ] — 2%
6 4 G2 A At 1) A% % I 4 B b B AGr 2R IBCH T BA
HI) bR R ok FE A 64 B X 55 A 4 B b ik R 1T DT R
K2R IEFE £ TF 0, B0 5 R 445 oL 58 1 A i 5%
0457 B AR 2 0 3 0 f B B L A A A R
DU o TP 6 5 O e KL 24 B 2 A R TR
i s e AE P BT F /N A SR TRLAE Sy 185 1 T
3.2 ATEMINET

Vi 00 B 50 2 Ry T T — R 2% A 1 R Ok
VItEF 40, A SCH T A il 3 MATB Sk il ok
RVTAE T L 54 45 S A 2 5 A7 1500 BA %) B F T
DA B o Y B — A 2% B U R — A48 4 B, A48

A PR AL 55 R I i B F0 45 o I B8 4 A 98 2 D R
HRAG L T REFP B8 4 UL B 21 PR T A 51 S B
TR, FZ 48 A B R 46 b bk 4 ) MATB, 7 5
AP Y U AE AR A AL B N U5 A7 L, SR S50 45
S5 AT AE T BA 5. 5 A7 50 A 51 2% H 54
YA T5UI BA B G 5o BRL O U A7 T BA B b ) R — 2%
ViAF4a 4 KR BE XS 1y 21 JRCHE 150 I B 51 o iy — > 45 H
TGE. S A B X I G 2R 5 A L K R IR R AT
HEUAE T B F) 7 A7 T BA 51 £ 1] 2 R

3.2.1 Viff HinZrh MATB

VifF AFRZ% o MATB fE 451 4 096 >3
T, MTAB 425 [l 550 /Y fist 1e 5 2 242 52 1)
VifE48 4 W2t H bk DL Je 15 7 B Ar 4 38 b ik, 38 A
TR RAE(E B A — WU 2540 K78y (LineAddr ,
PhyAddr s InstType) o, LineAddr FenVifE18
A I LM h L R H ik 43 Ry bR 2 R RS 2 ER O3
PhyAddr FrR Vif48 4 1 B Ar 9 B bk 5 Inst Ty pe
KWV HF S R, InstType € { DirectInst,
InDirectInst} , ot DirectInst /8 BT84,
InDirectInst e~ R 3295 738 4. MATB 75 £ i8] i
e filt U5 A7 48 4 1 2V 3tb ik 9E A7 4 b B E L A
T A v S DT A 10 H bR B M AN DT A7 4R 4
FA.

MATB [ #) 3 #2 U P 6 BT . MATB 1
HFIE & — D& CR I, WIS S 2 — P IX
() 90 L FRATT 5 20 7 U A48 4 B 2 1k M ik 2 5 A
XA DX ] 9 B A JBCHE F500 A 51 38 5 8 590 e 455
i 4> P A S A Mk A 45 R M B AT DL AR R AL Y
T 28 VIR AL 1) 2 R Ml B 10 285 O fis B . 08 1 4 4 B iy
PR F i #% A 1) MATB, 4 — & Ui fE 48 2 W 4Pk
I AR 28 AR A BeAH ] JF HAR AL O B R T 45 T
EHA A% o /N T A T AR B A e B B U A
8 0L T % TR 4 Y.

VIfFETR 2 B s ik 7R Fr iz A7 ad f b — i 2
ANARI S P2 1 b B R 2R MATB 383 515 57 1) 1
P46 A 0L 25 02 e Y. X — 3 8 [R) 2 S T B8 vk o
{73 SCHR 2 R ME L K R BTB 2 38 LY. 73 3
84 5 R T AR A B L R 202 1/4, 43 S TR0
FORRY & C X BTB 9 RF 3E 47 3 92 49, ik H)
4096 AR LA 8 1A SO R 7 v 5 £7 48
A1 He B TR] 43 38 4 2 R R L FESE B MATB i H
WS T BTB MR,

fir s MATB J& . i3 MATB Hic 5% (9 15 7£ 48
A RREBRUIAF AR B Ik e E AR VI AFIR S
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I sk 1 X 6 T 9000 25 4 5 B b ik g 5 77 R 4 2t
Mokl AT A7 B bR 4 E b 45 5 BLEAUAF 150 BA 8]
H.MATB ({4 i) 1 8 2 iy vh 2300, R W — 445 4
Heh & Z AR A X BT 74 A4 IR A B
HH B S 05 U 4 T 45 SR 55 A A T A B
3.2.1.1 R

TE LR AT F 0 T L3 o UL 1Y) U A7 B 3 2 KA
R T SRR G 2 A U A7 8 A 0 H R bk
PEAT T S AR SC T T A4 W 2% AR S TR 4
KA 2% i 581+ 2 % 7 IBSPYS 8k, 76 HoE Rl -

MATB )£ if) i %

HEAT T4 R AR S B0 p A K T 48 2 3 A 7 MATB
YR T A MATB RI JE .

A TN A 6 25 A N & 7 BT R, A H IBSP &
B AR SCH AR TINES Th i T AT AE TR L R
L E M hE DL K e KT8 2 55 N 45 R A 1) IBSP 5%
B R EAL SR A K AT B TR R B T A 2 A Y
U5 A7 Mk i B Al B R B X {A LA K
A+2K o A+ NK } X [ E 2 K Ui 791 A
SCH A T g8 AN D S K K [ 2l
P AR R bl A LUK KB N T 8
AR TN 0 A 1 BT R AE RS R Y AR
AW B SR s 2 i T s 123 7 S i D I (o7 o €51 9
IR R R & B R I N 07 i E iU E N
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FEA B E R B S ar A A B 1 RIS mT U AR 4R S Herp e U5 A7 35 4 TRl sk o] LR BUIZ 38 2 19 46 K T

AT R il S R A A KA Y s 4 Y A U2 0,
DU S B 25 i o AL T o 2T B B 2 2T B B D K TN
AN 1 TR 25 R D AR 2 S R AE 7 ) AL PR E 2D K
JT- 9] J2 388 1 3 % 336 Dl 7E MATB 43 e i 5 itk Bl ik
BN ET Y B b AP KA ARG R v i
BORARTER Y R B U hE D Y R OR A
b 3 7 FOR — A KF S 0 L hE R AT R Y
MATB R A5G L KB 48 2 47 T8, &
B2 H A S5 TR bk L BRI KU AT 51 X
OB RAT T — 3l 1 I T A T RRS S B
KRB 8 K P 90 B9 Sk AR A i 5% T k.
AR AP S AN 1 B
ik L DRSNS 2.
A BESSITITERE 4 PC RUAELLE PhyAddr ;
i s A R D AL
O HCHRAT A = =P KB ;
@  HCHHETS AP S R IE R AR
©) if (PhyAddr=="15#uht & & (AT
Kt ==0 || M50 7 R KTk
)
BRI EAS = A TR 5
else
HELRKMEEER
end if
else
AETH R+
HOR R 70 & & Al {5 T4 >
ORI EAD
B R B = A TR
end if
end if
else
HCH T W AP S 1 R IE AR
HEL KGR
else
AETH R+ 1
i CAT AR T ot =2 2] BED
LA = 2P KA
end if
end if
@) end if
AR FU 25 0 A5 A1 MATB — 2, & A 78 B
T BA S 5 A B T J5 . MATB i b i B % 45 4

©O®e e

SESNESHENSNSNSNGNSN NSNS

I A5 A VAR 2 AR A R A, U 5T 4 B
(7] — 0 3 b A (5] 5 5 U5 4741 4 g 280 R,
T ZEAR A A I A AR B TR AU A ) B
AddrA W5 e 5 ST 24 17 U B0 BA 5 A
IZVIAF AR 4 (B2 B0 B 28 H B UCRL.

Bk 2. DA T % ) U5 A7 41k T

A HERE SRS KRB R 8 R E

B < T S

@ HCHRATHE N = = B KA D

@ AR S R B IBCER B BA A A5 B R £ 5

AL IR 2 BRSO N
@ TN HE = bk (N YRR EE) X

F—mEK
@  HEKIHEEE A0
® NUM = (A {535 + N+ 1D % (Fek
e 1)
© TOUIN Mk = B Ho kb + 5 18] X NUM X |
— WK
@  else
® NUM=1+N;
© T M bk = b — R Mo hE -+ 7 ) X
NUM X E—W&k A K
@ endif
@D else
@ F ke = b — W HudkE;
@ end if
3.2.1.2 I [E] S T 2%

B[] DG TR Ui A7 47 - IR 4 — BV A7 )T 81 LA
SE YT A I B AT WA R (AL.B,.C, D,
A.B.C.D} XMV FINZ)E.{B.C.D} Xt
P A IR R MR R ETE A Z )5 362 %
AEAT g v AL A TE I [R] DGR D5 A7 A =X
Bk 3. mpE O AT AR .
A otk M ORI L
i s TR OGRS B
@© ¥ £ M RV H bk SR TR
lastPhyVector[M—1.0]H1;
@ if (lastPhyVector[3n—1:0 L
(A, Ays s AL AL A, L AL AL,
A, AL D)
©  WESCHAR A =15
@  WEOCH AT =n;
®  WE]CEBFH] = lastPhyVector[n—1:0];
©® end if
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I [1] DG I T30 4% B2 A7 MATB rpr i 1] 5C 1B 73
M ESC B — R UIMFIE 2 £ M R Ui fF b ik, i
Ptk MR Ty SR BRI B ] DB U5 AR AT R AR SO
SRk AR W] 7 A )7 50 B 3 A RE A A Ay B J) DG Bk
B, lastPhyVector WK EBCE N 12, 3 Fp 781K
JEA ML 4 1Y B ] DG IR U5 A7 A7 . BRI R AS 1 B[]
KIRAT AR Z A A SR IE R LRI (A B, C,
A+n.B+n,C+n,A+2n,B+2n,C+2n,} X
FE R 20 A —— I ) SC I AT Ry AL
3.2.2 Uifr i A S

YIAE TN BA 51 K A7 BCR: 28 MATB 15 H 1) i
I 25 2R AR AS SCBE T b U A7 B0 BA S AT 65 536 T,
65536 JE 7L TN BA A 4096 1000 LAl 4% 1
BEA IR T BA S AR — > 64 B 452 B, AR
WHPRZ A 16 K UTAFIE 2. B — WU 4510 oK
N {valid , inst _line addr, mem _phys addr,
memlen sinst _queue index>. Fo™W valid FeRH 5L
7 sinst _line_addr FRNTE2EMHAE ;mem _phys _
addr TR H L s memlen BRI E R
35 Ui A7) B b 1k R0 U7 A7 KR AT LU S AT 19 D5 AR
A sinst _queue_index FemBUHE TN BAF R 5],/ F
TE LK 2 Il 7 s 2R 47 S 5000 BA 51 40 15 77 $ 000 A 371
F18 ] 25 Rl 8

Vi A7 TN B &) s S BT 4 58 A8 L 13 4R A
B8 5T ARIEAT — GUBE B A 10 e D SR fdi ] —
GBI A7 Bt 1Y) i 35 T4y 3 b b 4G R 5 A T BA
B, ok AR ] HCE F5T 0 A %) ) A 2R 2 A
33 BBMRERKETT

8 T BT ML — SR A K A A 1 T )
Hiu bk A5 T 6 1y 3 bk AG: 2R IS T BA 3 /7 A7 T
N BAZ) A5 81 ¢ 08 3T 1Y o B % o B
R g 358 00 2t 5 S A5t 4y — R R A

A PUEE FIUI BA 51 B3 15 A B0 BA A1) vh i R
22 WA BT 46 2R, 8 45 R SR PR T ) — 2 G A S 1
FA R A B o M — 950 G2 7005 1 R DA 48t 55 g i 47
TEIVU M % TE AT S A7 4 DR SR I 4 2R T A ) e
TCHR R i o DT AF 90 o A OB VE B 5 di /) 1 A 3k
TN G2 A7 B 1

4 KWHIWIE
T BRSSO T i A R L AR Y e

TSI 36 A B RN S 5 b (B KRR L SR S
2 A5 UL IFAPP 5 4 80k - 1D 43 81 IFAPP

B E 5 2) X He IFAPP 53 6k A H A 34 25 1
PEfE.
4.1 ZEWIEE

ARSCR I GEMS A5 0L 25020 1 Sy 35 filf 52 56 26
Bi i alpha 8 4 4. 50 50 3 2 75 2 X CPU (4 &6
SEREATY R UL T GEMS H i) DerivO3CPU
A B AR Y 43 S 0 55045 TAGE-L.GEM5
AT E IR 1 iR .

Table 1 Configuration of GEMS
*1 GEM5SEE

28 Fic 18
cpu-clock|GHz 3.0
cpu-type DerivO3CPU
bp-type TAGE_L
11i_size/KB 32
11i_assoc 8
12_size|KB 256
[2_assoc 8
mem _size| MB 4096
fetchBu fferSize|B 64
tag _latency 2
data_latency 2
decodeWidth 8

21 P EFE % vf ( fetchBu fferSize) B9 5 J&
—RGEAFVT R BB SE Ctag _latency|data _latency)
SN GEMS HE 40028 HCHG B B i P07 o 32 76 2 3 o
FRATT I R B i T K AR % G 405 T U K
AT 2 UG Ui BN 51) 1 177 7 S50 A 37 v 3 5 R 8 22
B FINAE B PR L A S 6 P Ak AT 3R AT & S0 B g
SRS A X TFAPP 3503 (9 5% 0.

SEH IR AE S SPEC CPU2006 I3 FE . 58
#1 SPEC CPU2006 A2 ¥ £ GEMS #5221 i ]
RE™T B2 1T LAY H BBt 1a] BEAE H I a9 50k J2:
M simulation point IR 1T. 4 3L S % SCHk[43 ]
ML B SR AR a5 S 6 HA Ml 2 AT 0y B R BRI R SRR
fRORG A 5 2 2 RS 3 TR,

SH N 2 3K 3 KA IR AT 1000 JT 4%
184, 5iil IFAPP 53 A 80 I BUR 28 A7 5 e & A=
0}/ €@

S 0 % H v Sy LRU, BRRIPY , BIP™ . BIP
Bk R AR LRU/MRU #fi AR 2 (10 i 580 25 56
F L BRRIP & 58 1 55 #8510 0 3170 533k
N T ARIE TFAPP 53k (e VE A0 A9 258015 B R
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HA Y s 10000 BB /35 47 5000 BA 31 v A 2 4 096
ANTRI 45 5 i A ] IFAPP & 64T S AE B e, 75
WU R FH BRI 28 A7 8 5 R g (LRUD . E#F 4 096 X A~
I {72 PR o SCHR[ 40 14 3 T000 5 90 K 3 2 28 A7 45 o
(1 8 % LA B MIN S A4 HAT RAF M g, 4 1Y
Al GEMS BCE —REfF & 512 Mo AfedT. Wik
T B 4096 TN &5 .

Table 2 Checkpoints of Integral Programs
F2 BABFRER

CINTO6 simpoint & ({484

401.bzip2 3792
445.gobmk 530
456.hmmer 3313
458.sjeng 14714
462.libquantum 15117
464.h264ref 5271
471.omnetpp 3772
473.astar 3287

Table 3 Checkpoints of Floating Programs
®3I FREFKRES

CFP06 simpoint & ({25464
410.bwaves 20179
433.milc 4324
450.soplex 1807
459.GemsFDTD 1842
470.1bm 615

4.2 LI

TEAT P 45401 IFAPP 83k 1938 135 5, 38
TP K R Rl 7 AN A8 K 2806 TFAPP 832k 152 00 5 4R
Ja i@ it fxF e LRU, BRRIP, BIP 892 59 7% fig R 17
XF L B AR S5 vk A AR
4.2.1  JAKLRIH T TFAPP 81k #5

253 3T B R 7 A R B B8 DR SR A 5
PR 5 P A8 BT AT U 7K B s L HRUFE TR0 BA 5]
U A7 T00 BA 51 B 2 0 7 32 Kill 3B . >4 R A S 96 1
o HUA Y U A7 0 BA 51 v A I 4 096 A>T 280
S5 A I TFAPP 551 X — 8BS 92 47 1 % 4
TR AT AR 3, >0 40 38 45 Il 7 Lb A Bk IFAPP 55
A R & g LIRS RS 2 W e 4 1
Bt IFAPP Bk 52, AT & e H it ARl SPEC
T2 7 IFAPP 553 1 AR R0 8L

R 4 PR, A0 38 BT LB BT (bzip2,

h264ref,soplex, gobmk) , IFAPP 5 ¥ A= %% 19 IR %X
o S ORI B 1) 2 0 AT FG T R A 1 Ak
LA BB 2 £ 23 ST 2% T A YL TF APP 3 O
AR TR SE 1Y o3 ST B9 e e fel R A
43 S WU AL B TAGE-L, Al DAy /N 23 52 1510 2k
U ) B4 VB, 188 K TR APP 53 %k 1 £F 850 80, DA T
&5 IFAPP 5 M fe.
Table 4 Efficient Times of IFAPP with Different SPEC
F4 FTEWREF IFAPP ik £ B H

oySCE Ab AR
BOMC RMRIHT  w

SPEC  LID#i# IFAPP 4%

bzip2 85794 6433 1087601 97401 118691
GemsFDTD 224 256 213058 218701 15 2019
astar 7742 6806 1525935 90 199
h264ref 34579 298 1101246 15840 19814
hmmer 33232 28683 441054 25 344
Ibm 491676 429243 148307 75 2581
soplex 195299 21339 1559599 49280 52439

gobmk 34701 1246 1518238 98340 102635

BUKG 2 4O TR APP 553 (10 5% 1

SN TEAPP 535 A 3 R B0 IR R BR T Rl i L
B 3 A R IR K 455G T HRCHE U K A R R A R
L8 rh IBCHE B BBk AT 3 L AR b, 4R I O K 2
AE 42 Wb 05 T IBUAE UK o e 2 5 By A 0 BA )
TR RO 25 2R LA bzip2 MR R O ], 3R
AT SO AL 85 B A B B 14 2 5, 23 M A HAUA T 3 i
5 IFAPP B3 AR BB K &

S R FATOR A HUHR BT A 9E ( ferch-
BufferSize) NAE A& M — G G A7 W Ui [0] B JE (zag _
latency|data latency) Ffi# 5 B I 1Y 7 B (decode-
Width) 3§ K — GG AF 1V 7] I SiE B I /) ik B B
JLHY A GE AR 2 W BUBRHE B B i ST 3 I R AR 4
5 Al LA L 3R W8 G A7 15 1R I 4 - Dok
IR A 9 AR I T AL 2K R 2 B T b 4 S T IR
FRWLK L B TEAPP 5832 A 2009 UK AH B b 4%
A AL B BETH B A0 U 1] B 2 R A B 4 77 5
— e 181 E 1) 4K 2 80, O A E 3 A5 A 4 L i s i
Table 5 Efficient Times of IFAPP with Different Parameters
x5 AESHET IFAPP &iEEFr

4.2.2

fetchBuffer  tag_ data_  decode- L1D IFAPP
Size/B latency latency Width BB HRORE
64 2 2 8 85794 6433
64 5 5 4 85085 6623
64 10 10 4 83885 8405
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R T T AL 2K ) A 8 R T A v 128 B,
2 i T HUHE A 90D AT DU B AR AL R
4.2.3  PEREXT L

AR H AN L T LRU, BRRIP, BIP %4 %
A SCHE R () TIFAPP B3k,

4.2.1 T4 5] IFAPP 53k 52 T 7K £ il 37 vk 50
52 B 2, > TFAPP 5503 AR ROk $UIR 70 i
HEAE MR EASER T LRU B 75X 1Y
SPEC 2 /5 X He IFAPP 54 32 A H: Al 55 3 9 M fig
WA TP ARG 6 S gm 25 AL, FRAT R B
IFAPP 8 36 4 2R 005 8 = 19 GemsFDTD,
astar,hmmer,lbm,bwaves % 5 /> SPEC & % T It
IFAPP 58 A 5 2 1 PE B

Table 6 Relationship Between Efficient Times of

IFAPP and Times of Cache Replacement
F 6 IFAPP £EURBMEGEBE XX R

SPEC #J¥ FAT B W HL IFAPP 87k L2
bzip2 84576 10384
GemsFDTD 231176 226 389
astar 7740 7307
h264ref 34579 1250
hmmer 32736 30705
Ibm 416 130 391738
soplex 194261 57642
gobmk 34430 1613
bwaves 181768 170858
omnetpp 238068 81
sjeng 12862 0

WE 8 i, IFAPP 5 ik M e LRU 53573
P25 3.2 % M BE. 5 BRRIP &M BIP 8240 1L
IFAPP 83540 B7- ¥4 5 12.3 %0 F 14.4 % (4 P 6E.
FE— SR AE PR T AT 1 Jm 30 1 W LA AR 21 58 40 11 A

160

=] X GemsFDTD B hmmer
140 [ astar Ibm
120 [] bwaves

100
80
60
40
20

0

T
TTTTIITIITIIT

PLLRU K3 i 28 A7 5% 5 Eb /%

U BRRIP BIP
AT
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Fig. 8 Performance comparation of four algorithms

B8 4 FpArvkMEREXT L E

M, LRU B3k RN A — REAF 0 1O &0 LU
FH 247 B 2R . BRRIP 53 i BIP 5395 0 A A — 9%
ZAret, BB B I LRU 57k 25,

IFAPP BETE — R EAFREHS b LRU LM
AR Z 80 7 48 2 AT B R &2 2% IFAPP
S A] DX HL U £ bk AT E AR 0L AH  LRU 55
. 8 IFAPP S5 3647 9 47 25 46 T g S e [ 1] 72
J7 R B () L2 T SR B 8 TR, IFAPP 53 7
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