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Abstract The last decade years witnessed the rapid development of heterogeneous computer architecture due to the
popularization of the Internet of things. As the first cross-platform heterogeneous parallel computing framework,
OpenCL(open computing language)has the advantages of standardization and portability. However, OpenCL has
certain defects in performance portability because of the complexity and diversity of software and hardware platforms.
To address this problem, prior methods leverage deep learning to build an optimization model. But they suffer from an
insignificant code optimization effect because existing deep learning-based methods only capture the order
dependencies of the program while ignoring the syntactic and semantic information. To this end, we propose
ACCEPT, an automated heuristic optimization on OpenCL programs by building a multi-relational graph neural
network. Differ from existing methods, ACCEPT first extracts the deep structure and semantic features of the OpenCL
program by constructing a multi-relational code graph, then applies an improved graph neural network to extract the
high-dimensional feature representation of the constructed code graph. Finally, a decision neural network is used to
yield the optimization parameters. We evaluate ACCEPT with heterogeneous device mapping and thread coarsening
factor prediction tasks. The experimental results show that ACCEPT outperforms state-of-the-art (SOTA) methods.
On the heterogeneous device mapping task, the accuracy can reach 88.7%, and the speedup can be increased by 7.6%
compared with the SOTA methods. On the thread coarsening task, the speedup is 5.2% higher than SOTA methods.
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Fig. 1 ACCEPT framwork
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#define TYPE uint4 ~_kernel void A( __global uint4 * a,
~_kernel void function( __global uint4 * ~_global uint4 * b) {
Firlnput, _global uint4 * Seclnput ) { uint4 ¢ = get local id(0);
//get local memory id uint4 d =10,
TYPE id = get local id(0); if (¢>d) {
TYPE y=10; c=c+1;
if (id>y) { blc]=alcl;
id=1id+1; }else {
SecInput[id] = Firlnput[id]; d=dx2;
}else { }
y=yx2 }
}
}
TRAL BT Tk B2 J5

Fig. 2 Comparison before and after preprocessing

K2 FAbTRAETE X

3k B FRRAF AT B — B . X T A% 5 (VarDecl) & bR
#7458 (FunDecl) (745 5, I 5 4 0 42— B9 2 4%, 4
P B 28 B J5 1k 48 5 78 1 44 43 0 4 B J5 DU 4%
el {4, B, -, Z} 5 {a, b, -, z}.
23 SXRERBEHEFZE

Sk T M e R BT R B L o X S R R AE
F R, AR SCHERRS AST i 5L al it 7 5 M2 iy
MEFR, & T AST B s &l [F]if, 5T LLVM A9 IR
BT T 3 RIOCHR, Wi T2 XK IR B
231 R E R

16 AST JZ T, 78 SCTE AST B B LRl | b 28 AL
B TE RS LR, B S M Clang 4 #% X OpenCL
RS A7 15 3 20 i, 153 OpenCL R AS (1) AST, 2 )7
P 32 2 R 1) il G T R, AR v A 1 R i R
45 5 RS 14 i (Token) 41 . i k45 A& A
T AL, 1B Token 2 rf (1% 2 3 5 o5, 45 AR JE M
FECFAF RO R T A2 AR5 AR ST
UR VR B R AST M, 73k Dy o F v, AR 19 A iy 27
Fy a7 5 Fli 5% & . ASTChild 31 . ComputedFrom I
NextToken #/1 . GuardedBy 1 . Jump 1. [F] &£ Hl, 7E IR
JZ T, S8 LLVM N 5 ek ECRT DL B 2 3815 20 i
P d A B, R T I0 5 IR 5 A Ay, A 8 T
IR UYL, Wil 3 Jiss.

F VAN T AR 2880, 2 F R A 41 2
ol el v 25 A S Y 4 1 5 S
232 AST Hfg & i

5l 4 7R T AST 35 [ rf i i 28 0, 12 R ok 1F
YA\ 28 45 T 1 i

1) ASTChild 1. ASTChild 313 74 s 145
M, T RIERE IR a5 E R, eRE 11
PR R FE A 454 . T3 Clang 4% P48 315 AST B AY M
T, B TR A TR T3 AR 4G AST A A Y A5, A

define kernel void @4 (i32,132) {
%3 = tail call 164 @get_local_id(i32 0)
%4 = trunc 164 %3 to i32
%35 = icmp ugt 32 %4, 10
bril %5, label %6, label %12
; <label>:6:
%7 =add 64 %3, 1
%8 = and 164 %7, 4294967295
%9 = getelementptr inbounds %0, 164 %8
%10 = load 32, %9
%11 = getelementptr inbounds %1, 164 %8
store %10, %11
br label %12
; <label>:12:
ret void

Fig.3 LLVM IR instruction
K3 LLVMIR {54

Table 1 Program Diagram Connection Relationship
F1 BEFBEEEXAR
S ASTChild 1, ComputedFrom i1, Jump /1,
HhERLR NextToken i1, GuardedBy i1
SNUIERES IR T 3L Bl . Fibilin

FunDecl: 4

12
[ParmDecl : amnStmt] \TParmDecl : b]

inaryOper :>];/[/C0mStm\tj\\\ [ComStmt]
[ AN

— ASTChildi \-r

--> NextTokenill | 7%

--+ GuardedByid \ ‘ .
--=-> ComputedFromif1 ‘=== __-*"
---> Jumpild R

Fig.4 AST augment graph
[l 4 AST H43if4]

SCA# H ASTChild #4144 H# OpenCL 1A% i 5L A K 4544
2) ComputedFrom il . ComputedFrom i i #% T 4%
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22 A W30 A8 B A OC 2, JH T s AR i) 4l
i, TE N AZ R 7 A7 75 4 B 22 1 IRE TR ), 722 5 14 T
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3)Jump . Jump F1ic s T kA TR AT B kA Oy 1),
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Jump 45 & B P AT B B AR, R R T R 1Y B
FEAE.

4)NextToken i/ . NextToken i1 i # T AST ##
[F] — J2 B I 75 A5, il SR 1 AR R AU G R
P TS R SO
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A i 55 FLAE H BOME [R) 09 A8 dE A, T RIERR T Y
FEH AT T 2B A, SRR s S )y
A PAT I AR, TRl B, 23k 2 rp 22 o 9 (o 23 52 e 72 )7
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AT B BRI O &R, AL if, switche+- case, while,
for, do*+-while T J¥ i B Bk &% 5C &R . 7F Lk kiR 45 &,
AR K 0 W 2 18 205 T A B A S8 b i B — S AR A
233 IRZXFRE S

D IR T 3t i1 . IR % 3 3 7 82 1 244 2 5
T—%1454, I TiC 3 LLVM IR 454 (i % &, [7)
E ML, 33 BT OG22 X0 T 18] 19 28 17 75 2 AN AT sk
(. Gl 3 Sk N AR e 6F IO 1Y IR 48 4, IR T i 721
0 R B R S 4R A I BT IUT

2) TR H i it il . [FIAE, 78 IR 21, IR Bd i il
AR R OCR, LR T A AR 0 R E
AR S, S IR 54 B B AR AE.

IR FEHIE . IR SR E S TS ST
—ZAR A AE B B br S5 B FE 48 A B S SRR 4 1 Bk
7, 5 AST JZ2 1 B9 Jump 2128461, TR #5817 214
SR A 1 B B A%

[ REHE, 7F IR 20 g LLVM N & RERAS IR 1Y
B i AR AR BT AT M AR, O T gk IR
AR PRAT I, AR SCHE i T e 3 3, 1 AT RGeSk T
& A B PATIT. 1l 5 @R T i e iy IR 2 R K.
234 ZRFAADE Y

2 5 Z AR B A A 2 A 1 TR OZ 5 DA

—> P > R --> EHR
| call |—>| trunc |—>| icmp |—>| br |- ->-| ret |
e - /V!\ A\ A 1 !

3 H vl A
| and |—>| getptr |—>| load |—>| getptr |—>| store |
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Y ks
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Fig. 5 IR multi-relationship graph
K5 IRZXZRE

OpenCL Y5 % by iy A, 38 2 43 #7 U2 6% 1) AST 5 IR
18 5090 4 AR OC 2R, i th 0T (Gasr, Gie) 5 239l
FEAFRT LI AST 3458 ] Gosr 52 K5 IR ] G

ik 1 2 R B A AL

i A OpenCL JEARHS cl;

s YA AT X R 9 AST H 3 45 £ 3¢ & IR &
(Gst, Grr).

D Entry < Clang.parse(cl);

@ (Gisr, Gr) < initialize( ) ;

® Cursor « deepSearch(Entry);

@ if Cursor.kind = “FunDecl” then

®  Gasr.add(createASTChild() );

© if Cursor.hasToken( ) then

@ Gsr-add(createNextToken() ) ;

end if

© end if

10 if Cursor.kind = “BinaryOper” then

@  Gisr.add(createComputedFrom() ) ;

@ end if

@ if Cursor.kind = “ForStmt” or “IfStmt” then

G sr.add( createJump() ) ;

@ end if

if Cursor.kind = “1fStmt” then

@  Gusr.add(createGuardedBy() );

end if

ir < Clang.compile(cl) ;

firstBlock « findFirstBlock(ir);

@D curinst < seqSearch( ﬁrstBlack) ;

@ if curlnst.Name( ) # “br” and “indirectbr” and

“switch” then
@  Gg.add(createIRSeqFlow( curlnst,
firstBlock) ) ;
@ end if
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@ if exitReference( curlnst.Name( ) ) then

G.add(createIRDataFlow( curlnst,

firstBlock) ) ;

@ end if

if curlnst.Name( ) == “br” or “indirectbr” or

“switch” then

@  Gpg.add(createIRControlFlow( curlnst,

firstBlock) ) ;

end if

@D return ( Gygr, Gir) -

Bk, S E Gusr, FIH Clang 4 19 5% £ HUAL
Ay AST, AR S8 JZ 38 [ AST, 763 [ AST #yid
TR, R bR (B3 1 TR AR S Cursor) 14 28 1 5 H|
Wr AST 31 (26 780, I 16 X5 L 1Y AST 5 #0143 53l s
Jil ASTChild #1 . NextToken i1 . ComputedFrom i1 .
GuardedBy i1 A} Jump 31 (W53 1 1 AT7@~®),
M58 Gasr IS EE. 57— 510, A IR 2 X R,
i i Clang % %% #% 1 OpenCL PN #% 2 7 % # il LLVM
(9 IR, M R 17 0 A B R gt M IR I 7 2 855 1 42
A, SR 5 T i [Ty H A B b (4 48 A (Can g3k 1 AT
@9~@D), 73 Iy 45 4 L R, 1] G FPARUCER i TR I
JF U BT DA R i (CAn Bk 1 AT @~Q0) S 2K
LR 0] ZI0H (Gasr, Gu) (WNF L 1 HPATED).

Ry i A g v AR 1 R s TR B 2 ) R A R %
Ak B B TE 2, ACCEPT i FH 2P 2 4 B4 2 7 &1 (1R 77
RSB EFEC R, BIY 2 A5 s Z AL AE AR S B, DD
ARIEFERE R X R 1, BIEN 0. T Gagr 17
TE S FPRRIAG I, G AF1E 3 PSS AU 3L, B Fh IS A 1Y
IERET AT 1 AR R e, DRI 75 2 8 A4~ 4B
FEHE B RN (Gasr, Gr) TR, SR 7 36 B iy A 22 18]
M IEHEAR B, 8 i AR AR B, S RS I B 1) i,
5t P Ao 228 TN 24 oF 1 A T) O 3R 1Y) 2% > g
235  ZRFAHEAY SRR E

ACCEPT i F§ Word2Vec™ X {0 ] 43 A~
EAT G A, JFLRE 8 4 B 9] iR B 3] 3% 2 ) 5 (], aX
A B T2 R Rk 5iE LR BN, m R
R A o W B B AH G Y ) £ A [A) e, SR AT D
2] if-else A A 5C 2R 45 O T ORAE Y R B
15 ., AR 30K A4 Token AL i) L5 5] 100 4 [ 5
B2 B A ]

SR R ACA P (8715 AT GBS, ACCEPT A ¥
AT S Dy, 8 5 AR 0 o g AR T, A9 i 28
AL, G0 AST 3 58 Pl v A 75 i 28 AL A 45 #5451 (Trans-
lationUnit) . 2 ¢ 156 B (ParmDecl) 4%, £ 5% & IR &

A T EALER call, icmp, load 4. K% J5 ) Skip-
Gram i A G5 2] 5 ;R ARURIY 23 B R SCZ IRy o8
F A AT TR AR S A2 A 4 AR A e
e, SR 5 AR IR 3R rh Ay 5 2 U A IBORT B 1) R ALE ]
i, DUR T SR R AR AR B LA, SR AT AR I
TNCFR KN, RSO AR 5 sRE DL 0% FH Token
K Gt Ty =
24 ZXRAEMEMKER

T RE S B b X 22 OC R AURS IR R, I BRI
OpenCL 18 1) IR B 45 46 Rl il SURRAE, AR SCHE R T —
Tt 22 5 2 PRI B2 i 28 IO 48 B R 32 I 48 6 O 2R Rl 4
FH % £% (relational graph convolutional network, RGCN)
A, el o A SR | SRR A 5 NS
BARRER S, i LR ag b 3 2 AT Z R R £ ¢
FACAS L, R B a] DLt %k AN [6] 28 28U 09 30 3E 47 R AE 42
B, DAAE 2% 2] TR 2 A ARG RRAE, 482 3 OpenCL 48 A4
()t 4E S G RRAE ) . A I, 22 00 R TR I 4% A AR D) 4R
P20 B 5 00 SRR IR B R A A, R AR R A
Fie BR300 28 AU B o 5 A5 R AT R, S 1 T IR
AW 58 B — %8 e AE 4 I Ry S B 22 kT A ]
M) RRIE(R B 28 B, 75 BEAE B X 2% h iE AT 2 50 6 AR
TESE I, LSS BN 22 0¢ 2 v BT A 09759 RUREAE 04 538
it OpenCL 05 19 1= 4k G2 R AE . 32 T oKk, B 1 40
I ALBIIER S 5 IR AR BRI
241 SBERG

N TR B AE A RN, TR M & rh R
3o VA B T RS Y SRR IR R, 33 A X 48
BT AR RRE AT R A BRAE SR SR, DA ST Y R AR
B B, DT 30 B A5 S IR 1 5 R 48
BERA RSN

1= (), (D

Horp, Dy SBBCR A B S5 R, 35 w2 A vy 28
S, N v IR IER I 1Y s )2 9 SR
fiE. A8 AF B0 R 5 RER A SOl AL 18 3 S5 B, R
Je B2 Rl A T R PR AR B A S E

H1 2.3.5 1 Al 1, 1 RRFAE ORI A6 AT 55 B Word2-
Vec LR B A — Uik AQCHRRE BT 39 24 BDIR A,
K FEAE D 18 2 A 3K 4 P o 8 T A A BT AR 5
R B R T S BOH B R AT, YR R
BOHT T — R EACA B BOR A5 i R B2 Ik AU
AP R R B I E YR AR B 2 e R E AR
YRR T I, I 4054 J 14 = o 1) B9 73 5 4 S B
S SO 1Y R IR AR MR AT R T R A, T I — 4
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FRAE 7 5, BI R OpenCL 2 )7 Y = 4E il 5 R 1iE 1) 22t .
242 KEirA

CEPN=R L TR R (R Y S A e |
MM B AL . 2T ok DL AST Y4 am K] 1], - 4 15 B K]
HRA AR R

B35 OpenCL 2 5 X N fy AST 34 5 & /xRy
G=(\V.E), HhVEW WM ES, ENLESR,
E ={East, Ext, Egg, Ejump, Ecr}, £GP 4 5
ASTChild #1 . NextToken #1 . GuardedBy i1 . Jump il
L K ComputedFrom /1. # 56 AR 9 1 26 A1 3 47 4P 4ul 2R
G, B Word2Vec ¥ 46 b 1 15 SRR AR AR B O X, B
FRAEA e, ) 50 5 0h

1 =(East+Ent+Ecp + Ejump + Ecr)X. 2

AR AR I X5 b A 0 IR R T AR, AR
JIG A Tl 00 0 BRI BT SRR, B 2O 5 Rl R AR S
MEEAT R G, o8 iU 28 U A R AR SR I 25U, IR 2
% 2 R Yt AR RE 45 AST 5 5 ] i A 3 72 52 I 3
il 100 26 B B R AE B I B i Aok AR A IRT 6 TR

[ x > wm =
v HO—{ ]

( )
S Ay

Fig. 6 Graph embedding process
K6 Kl ARl

TSR SURRAE 1) £ DL e T ICH (Gasr, G B
AN JZ MBS HTT siv B RRAE 0] 528 X, 1 R ue
T RV AR, S T AR 20 A AR ] g
it B0 BEE T R AR 18] X ) B A A AR
EWo, 55 i 50 TR 4B AR R A i, Z 5 A
nfg i A e, B — Rk AR A B EL R
(rectified linear unit) 3 75 PR AL, iC b ReLU, FH T i3 UE
Wa R, 280k n Fe it A S 8 tanh 3005 pR AL, 5 Y AT Y
SURFE B NP0 ReLU VI J5 AR 45 S 81 19 235 i+1
AR SR, 58 BT R 3RS OpenCL AR A 1 FEAE
FEME, I S5 B RR AR AR B B AT R TT IR R B — 4R 10
fiE 7] 5, ZRAE ] & B R AR B i 4R AE R ik
AT A L RN N

| | | i+
{ ReLU | |

t+1

M i=tanh| WX, + o

)y (ui.)]], (3

u€N,

o (D) := WiReLU(W,ReLU(***(W,1)). 4

3t R B VE S 41 R EFOIR A, T
FLugE YT v AR, N 1 v AR A, Horp
97 18 THL A5 R 25 0 ] Word2Vec i A J5 ¥ My 2 B 25
AR BB i, T 05 R E BB A8 1% 38 21 1K W 45 vh B
YT A5 22 B A A BRI T AR SR A 4
FAAT AR IR A, L 24 A 2 2 SRR AE, L
52 B AR A A 8 T e AR
25 REMLE

P 45 1 H R 2 T RS A A 2 8k, WS
WA W s R AR ML 7, o AR 2 X R E M4
B2, 7 R T s 45 284, AT LA Y, o of
W0 4 p ] DEE)E L VA — 102 DR A 2 4L

i |
1 [ »!
N | " \
Lot 5| \
AST e {z —_—> e
HE t @l
IR
il - S

) B P2
Fig. 7 The structure of decision network

B 7 BRMAEi

I 5t DF 2 24 22 0C F KA 2 2% 2 27 ] 3 10 R
fiE 7] f (AST 1 5 EURRE ) 5 55 IR 22 ¢ 2 R AR AE 1]
i) DL S Bl AR A 0 S KB Y — 4R R AE ] i
B B AR R T 0 B A B AT RE, iR TS AT A
KN AR A R/INEE . Hy T4l B s A9 1 0T A TE [0,
17 0 B P, o 7 B s A5 R A ) i ELA A TR Y
4, K T BN i ] A | A ME DA 8. Rt fi
H— A2, B PF 42 4 09 R AF ) = B (AR HE AL TE [0, 1]
0 FEL A bR v AR B AR AIE ] S B 65 Al AR AR Y 1 2
ik, B i SCARARLE | 42 T RO I 4 S A e
A B HEAE ) 2R B R A 4 R 8 I R R AT 02K,
¢ LA 0 AT 55
2.6 AL

ACCEPT { 1] S5 17 £ AL 1) Blp [7] V1l 25 11 1 45 A
e W 2. 5 R 28O A% = A k07 A T,
ACCEPT A4 F- ) AR Fe Al AR IBURRAE, HUfs i
A EARA, 5t e 52 B vy 3] o 1) D0 AL T . DI Zhoid 7 o
A SCAE FH Bl ML B BE T [ (stochastic gradient descent,
SGD) ¥k, It 45 & Adam HIE Ak 75 0 i A5 Y £ i 6
HRRE T o S S 2% R BOVE S H B ek B, A
W T 43 281F 55 19 Sigmoid Al Softmax i 15 PR %L, H
b RBUE LR
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N
So== ) vib(p c). (5
i=1

HAh N REEH , 185 B A BT 55 b N=2,
TE LR RLALAT 55 P N=6; yi AU BUE Y 0 81 1, Fonbr
ol IR RREAR IR IET 2025 plE AR T 45
B WAL AR . BEALAE BZ T Bk 5408 & 10 2 B fdt
e /MR % pR R, RIVIE/IN T {8 5 300 B2 0 10 )
22 5 8 i 5 AR Y A I 2.

3 XWigE

31 XWFEE

A SR TensorFlow TR B 2% > HEJR M4 3 2 K R
el ot 25 ) 245 A TR T A 2 50 332 47 F Ubuntu 16.04 45
YE& G, FLN A 12GB, CPU 4k 3 #% 4 Intel Xeon
E5-2 667, 415 7 4 Python 3.6.
32 HIEEHK

SV A W ST 45 5R T DeepTune™ 244t %) %%
HidE | 5 PE4E M 7 1 benchmark £E (Parboil™, NVIDIA
CUDA SDK"™, AMD SDK™, SHOC", NPB"",
Rodinia"™, PolyBench™) H1#l L 256 1> OpenCL P 4% #4
J, 38 2 BUE B B A Y IS 680 A B

L EHALAE S R T DeepTune 45 % 510 5L
P, LB EE N 3 4> benchmark %2 (Parboil™, NVIDIA
CUDA SDK"™, AMD SDK™) #1 i it T 17 4~ OpenCL
N AT . Horp Parboil 4 >, NVIDIA CUDA SDK 3 /™,
AMD SDK 10 /.
3.3 ISR

M PEAL ACCEPT X} 5 44 - 5 W 55 5 2 A ML Ak [
I A BE ok HUAE B R (Accuracy) FNOINE H
(Speedup) VE R VA% 38 b . 1 B 5 15 A5 B 15T 00 1 5 1)
A5 03 H L BOAY E AR N L F TR — R AR
H AR B2 b 0932 17 B ] 55 76 i A8 WS b 0 AT B [
() AR, A SO A BT AMD - 5 HEBR RN

1 m
Accuracy = — E true_label;, (6)
m
i=1

Forbr m g KB B KL, true_label 5 i A I 0K HE
ORI AR I A S|

l m
Speedup = —Z (static_time;/ predict_time;), @D,
m i=1
o m Sy AR 1S EL, static_time Ry 5 i A IR

5 X8 IO 159 160 25 W 5T 160, predict_time, g B RIS 1 A
S 5% A O B DR AE A I A BT I T e g 4

SR ER 6T BT A D 5l Y e A e S B () e A e S
A AT B ) ) 55 R0 B R] Y b R SR R EOT 2415
B, SE v A {E A B benchmark T Y JLAR[ -
B,

Bk ACCEPT YA &M, 78 it A 55 5 Hh AR 3
K 10 758 SCHIE, 52 56 i A 2% 5 e Lt 10 ¢
S 47 FAI{EL, DA T 9/ M P S X S B 48 SR 1) S

4 ZBWERSHH

4.1 SLIGHER

AR S5y HITE 5 40 U 45 W ST 5 A AR ML A TR - $00)
2 RS B AR AT 55 b PP Al ACCPET 1 47 8% 1 . [R] B,
a3 5 A Y 2 AR O Ak O I R AT X L B2, SR
53 B iE ACCEPT M43 &4, gk 2 i,

Table 2 Comparison of Machine Learning Methods
x2 HESRFEIFTENL

Jrik INZESIN TR
Grewe FAM T THHE TR
DeepTune!” % Token J¥31) LSTM
DeepTune IR"” LLVM IR Token LSTM
Inst2Vec™ LLVM IR Token LSTM
GNN-AST™ AST GNN
GNN-CDFG™ CDFG GNN

Magni 2 A\ T THHIE Tz 4

R TE XS H S 5 1 A -, AR SOl A 3l AR
HIJE 4 T E. AutoML( automated machine learning) ¥t it
B AN AR S H (424 2] % | Batch Size, Epoch
ESH0 W FF AR OL Ak 7 vk IR T U SR A, fili
I REAE 1A 3 S 0 Y 52 30 25 R A6 L 52 g A8 AL )1 ik
FErp, 3880 — R 1 10 9738 SLERAIE, 74— 5058 LB HIF
25 30 0k BR BOEE 1 2 20 NI R B R G R IR, B
HAERAEE FIRF] 99% LU b B AER R, W21k 2.
42 RWEEHHES

OpenCL J& — > [ [n] 53 ¥4 I 47 F2 )5 4 5 X A5 1Y)
HEZY, fd F] OpenCL % 5 1Y 2 17 1T LA B Hb 7 241
#% biztr, i GPU B CPU %5 F 4 % % . %%
i 5541 55 09 B ) J2 T OpenCL #2 7 e 44 1 R AT 1%
F, VAR R AR PHUAT A o S . SRS R I 45 SR 1 o
B M 2 B v R I ) R AR A, R A R
WS A 55 TP A ) A8 H5
421 LE L

%S5 T B 5247 65 43 51 245 AMD Tahiti 7970,
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NVIDIA GTX 970. [R5 %1 Il 25 75 22 e 08 11 1 25 85 4
11T B 2 FF AT F A B0 OF R 78 12 DR I o o iy 2R 5
I PEAL v, AR 30l OpenCL 2 77 A2 il #% CLgen 4= i,
T 11081 4~ &% H. 0 % 3% 1Y) OpenCL PN ¥ 2 )% I 76
3.2 GHz 6 # Xeon E5-2667CP U #1 NVIDIA Titan XP
GPU 1V &5 B #EATHRIC, F 5 10 BB VR Il 2 4R,
I 4 1 J] DeepTune” J7 ¥ 23 I 9 680 > Frs i
A OpenCL PN 2 .
422 XHLSCE

e 2 11 6 FARAL LAk T 1 i L8R R L X 42,
{45 : Grewe & A, F A T T T HRRAF RO SR A 53 0%
g 48 65 1 4k 455 Y 5 DeepTune 5 DeepTune IR!"” 43
S IR AR AS (4 Token J7 41 F1 LLVM IR J¥7 51 501X 6%
FAE, JEERAE T LSTM KLY ; Inst2Vec™ fii ] LLVM
IR A= B Y AR Ry A0 RS 2 AiE T LSTM #5271 ; GNN-AST
5 GNN-CDFG 43 5 F§ AST F L)L }2 CDFG F#£ 5%
T RFAE, 3 2 Ff 7 00 A T 35 &0 I 46 A0 A A 7Y it
Ab, X T TR R WA 55, R AR R TR ik
(i, R BT 9 2 A5 B (A TAE 4 R /NFI
BRI A F 15D %) 8 By o A
423 LEESR 550

8 J&s T AEA R - & T ACCEPT 5 HiAth Jr %
(AN L X B SR B R 8 BT, TC e R TE R
GPU F & &l NVIDIA GTX 970, if J& 7F & i NV
IDIA Titan XP |, ACCEPT it 4k J& A fin i bb 24 £ T 3
b 25 W A O Ak 75 5. 7 AMD Tahiti 7970 -5 I+,
ACCEPT HUf5 T 34 3.18xAY il Lt ; £ NVIDIA Titan
XP *F-f5 |, ACCEPT /il # Lt BE % 1k 3] 2.6, Lk HAth
T F g R 2 7 25%. H9% ACCEPT 7£ NVIDIA GTX
970 -5 b AP BEHE T A X /0N, SR 1.31x, (H I EK
T LA Be A Tk A

4.0
Z1 GNN-AST 3 Inst2Vec
3.0 &3 DeepTune IR = ACCEPT
" | 3 GreweZ AW =K
= B3 GNN-CDFG ] |2 TR
% 201 gx DeepTune ' E:{ ' E:{
= O ER gy
Lot pFnEd 7 ER o EX
AL R
kL ER Al ER L EK

O =
NVIDIA GTX 970 AMD Tahiti 7970 NVIDIA Titan XP
T

Fig. 8 Comparison results of speedup

K8 g bxt Hgs AR
F S 56 45 L4k T, ACCEPT REME A FH M4 #1102 56

F VRN 1) 225G 2 TR M 22 0 4%, AT 00 4 O e
10 T4 FEE 45 4 RN SCHRRAE. BR SR BLTE : 3058 i A

OpenCL A5 (14l 52 18 1 R A [ (4 GNN-AST 1i%),
AR A S B K 1] (4 GNN-CDFG J7 %),
JiT BUAS B o e # 5E ACCEPT . 3% 136 B, AR SCHF
FA S AST 34 5 ] Al IR 22 56 & W& 3 45 B T $2 Bt
5 %) 2 A 5 REAE
HE— b, T AT ACCEPT 1 PERE, 43¢
Goit T SR M A HER R B 9 JBR THEARFSES T
HER RN L IEAL 45 5, 5 DeepTune Fl Inst2Vec #H L,
ACCEPT 8 % 14 ¥ i % M 82% & = %) 88.7%, Jf H.
ACCEPT Rg % L) 5 /57 1) WE 258 350 D00 113 e 1 1) e g W S
G B b, T A A 3 R, R X L
e, R R D 9 BT DL HY, v R AR R AR B
— 3, X A1 JE ACCEPT BEM% UG 55 i I L Ay Jie [A
100

2 GNN-AST
T DeepTune IR =4 Inst2Vec
90 I 3 GreweZ AW

E= GNN-CDFG 3 DeepTune
= ACCEPT

80

HET =/ %
|

70 |

X
=
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60 L1
NVIDIA GTX 970 AMD Tahiti 7970 NVIDIA Titan XP
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Fig. 9 Comparison results of accuracy

9 Erh A LA R

43 ZPEMEKES

LAEMAGAT 55 B9 X ORI AT AT AR ), H
() 2 T8 5 PUAT R 7 1Y B AR A B R AL I 7, B B2
AT PAT R AR B, TS B R GBS 5 7 O
FT AT R0 S A 7 . 322 52 3 LR Y i AR 48
SR LY, AR P A A R A R T L
L, U BT RO s S EUA T AR, %A
S Ay B E 6 RORLAL R, 2R 1, 2, 4, 8, 16,
32, AL 8 | Rom R AT AR AL, XTI
R T 3 LA Ay v £
43.1 S

b K UE ACCEPT 7 28 #2 MLAL AT 45 b 19 A 2ihk:,
% 92 56 43 S7E AMD Radeon HD 5900, AMD Tahiti
7970, NVIDIA GTX 480, NVIDIA Tesla K20c iX 4 />
& LT, TR B AT 5 T AUE AT AT R 17
A~ OpenCL W% A& )7, A T Il %k ACCEPT, % 5L 3 fiff
FH DeepTune' 23 T Y 680 4% OpenCL N #% 72 7 B35 i
I, SR 5 PRI RS S H R, (5 B — 35 E Al A
R ELARHE, K 17 SR80 43 B 1T 0y, I NG R B
HRUI 2R 500K 16 < 1Y Le B E 4T 20 1, B GE B H
i 16 Z5B0HRVE U2, A 1 24N, BRI e
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BAF & EAPEAL SR e A ISR 17 S BAL, K
17 A BB N 3 L B LA BE AR % & E A PEAs
g5
432 XTHIE

7853 VEAl ACCEPT A 1, 1% 92 56 43 51l 5
DeepTune, Inst2Vec, GNN-CDFG, GNN-AST L) K 3C it
[15] i 7 s At 5 Ah 5 vk HEAT LA v SO [15]
i N RRAE$2 0 J7 325, 4 OpenCL A% FE )7 T o5
FH R A7 Bt 2 055 80 55 BAE R R A, 7247 AE o fd
FH 32 143 43 A 6 4R B s 4 RR AR R, AR5 &R T
IR SRR 1Y O U R R AL A A T Ak, i S
B X T AEA [F]F 6 N LARRLAAT 55 1Y S pom 3 L,
BNl 10 H Oracle.

71 GNN-CDFG B3 GNN-AST [ ACCEPT
=3 DeepTune KA Inst2Vec ~ B Oracle
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Fig. 10 Comparison of speedup
10 fimgE Lxy b

433 LEEER ST

& 10 &R T FEARTRE 678 4 R 7 2 B XT b S 5
SR f 10 AT RLE H, ACCEPT 244 | (1 fig 6 B
e FEA WA 4 )7 2. B, Y8 AMD Radeon HD
5900 °F- 15 |-, ACCEPT REHfin o Lb 4 i 1] 1.26%, Hi AR
TtV BE B 151 T DeepTune Y 013E L, 3 H.E & T HoAb
775, 7€ NVIDIA GTX 480 % 5 I, ACCEPT J& M —
fe TR I L CED B E R DR 5 i, o L
1.02x, 17 HoAth 75 15 P08 T JE B i 2 Lo #E Ho A v,

DeepTune 5 GNN-CDFG 7£ NVIDIA Tesla K20c,

NVIDIA GTX 480, AMD Tahiti 7970 X 3 4~ & I ¥
TN Ll A T A, 316 B Al N T SR R AE
ol foff FH 95 T B0 A0 R0 R AE AN B 6% B2 JCEI AR A 17 R
R AR L. SR DeepTune B9 7 AE 5 ACCEPT #:3T,
R A/ 25 BE B UL B T I LSTM J R BB #% A5 4%
b AR H HE AT R AR AR, T ACCEPT fifi ] 22 ¢ & [
W04, BEASAG Sk i 48 BT P rp 25 4 508 UM R
SRR U, 5 HAh 5 A e, ACCEPT #£ 4 4~ 5%
& b ¥ A MERE 19 32 T, JUFLAE AMD Radeon HD

5900 | i) M Al T 5 3 IR N SC R 25 ROk F
ACCEPT A LATE Il Zh i B 22 55 /N ik A A0, S 47 12 7%
23 AT RAE 1, ACCEPT AV AE S 4 W B AT 55
BT SR b a5 R i LR R R LA AT 55 bt B
1 T RAFI AR, 743 AW T ACCEPT Xf T4 A% 4¢
TE R ELEE ), 2 — A O AR A4 RS & =T k.
44 HEBERREHH

TE S5 K4 B SR AT 55 v, A SO A 2B B OpenCL 72
¥ A% BRI 45 ACCEPT AL . A2 5 £F B 14 K¢
L R O AR 1) TN o R 3, A PR AR R T A Y BT
i, AR SLE 43 5 % BT A A A OpenCL 2 5 A9 7] M
Y ) 5 2 EA T OEAG
4.4.1 OpenCL F2 5 o] P PFAh

kS8 UE T A B OpenCL P 4% 2 J (1 AT %, 10T
A 5256 43 S FE Intel Xeon E5-2667 I NVIDIA Titan XP
X2 G BT, SR A i RS Bk 3
VAN G e R4 5904 &/ N 1 BU IS A = N 7 2 B u el B2 v
PR, S PR R iR I DA M s AT o R bl
32 AT TR REE IS %) PN A% R T B B Ok DA AR B
OpenCL N % 2 5 1Y nl 1 1 32 52 56 10 504 4 20 000
AHE WY OpenCL P FE T

Table 3 Platform Arguments for Evaluation of Program

Generation Quality

®3 BEFEAREFETEAKRERFR

& HiR/GHz N1E/GB KBRS
Intel Xeon E5-2667 32 102 Intel 18.1.0.0920
NVIDIA Titan XP 1.6 12 NVIDIA 410.72

ST 25 AN 4 R, 7E Intel Xeon E5-2667 B4
b, GBI B AR M. S5 RIER R 1) PN A R Y B 43
h 234, 78, 44, 15 AT Wy B AR I I Rl g ol oy
744 F1 127, L3 1227 K BT A9 OpenCL P % F2
¥, BVRZY4H 93.9% 0 AR T RE 5 38 o 4 1% S 1T
TE NVIDIA Titan XP *F- & I, K24 1381 N
P T g R M B AT X 2 B R AR B
OpenCL W 7 B A — 3, X B A AFESET

Table 4 Results of Program Quality Evaluation
*4 BEFREFHER

GRIEH BN BB B
T4 R w0
K S s gy A
Intel Xeon E5-2667 234 78 44 744 127 18773
NVIDIA Titan XP 231 158 33 786 173 18619
Bt 465 236 77 1530 300 37392
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Jir fet 1 B4 B 1 5K 3 A [8], I HLAS [ F & Y 4 % Moz
TR ARSZ, 7E20F 6 &, YR8 4k L
93% LA LAY 7] F ) OpenCL NI FE .
4.4.2 OpenCL 2 ¥ WUH 52 5 AL

A R 5 SR AT A — AR A A
KA BN G B AL 2 75 RE 65 ST . B AR i A s
55 LSRR AR R AR AR, IR fe A BRI Y
R RE A% I T LSS B Ol 3R A R S
OpenCL" Py A% 72 5 (9 MBI , AR SCBEVE T BUH B0 ik 52
B S, W8 T HA OpenCL g 5 28 5 11 30 £
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Fig. 11 Accuracy of different graph construction
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Fig. 12 Accuracy of different graph neural networks
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