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Abstract Computer system simulators are important tools for research and prototype development of embedded
systems. For interpretation-based simulators, the decoding process of CPU models has an important effect on their
performance. Therefore, improving the performance of the decoding process is one of the key problems of simulation
efficiency. Besides, for instruction sets without a standard test suite (such as custom instructions), writing functional
tests manually leads to low development efficiency. The instruction information required by functional tests is
practically the same as the implementation of the decoding process. To solve the above problems, we propose a code
generation method, which takes an instruction set description as input and outputs its implementation codes optimized
for gem5 and its functional tests. Firstly, we extend the instruction set description language of gem5 and divide it into
code description, function description, and test description. Secondly, we optimize the construction algorithm of
decoding decision trees for gem5 and generate decoding codes, instruction codes, and functional test cases. Lastly, we
take the Cortex-M3 instruction set as an example and compare our method with the original method of gemS5. The total
generation time is reduced by about 64%, the compiled executable code size is reduced by about 407 KB, the
performance is improved by about 13%, and our method can improve the development efficiency.
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A R B0 R, 15 2 A 3 AR R 4 2 AR S IR
B PR AL R AR 0 Dy RE I 15X 451

gem5 JFLA K I Ff Cortex-M3 1§ 4 £ 42 #4), A 3
LT AR SR BRMIETIA T AL, T T AR
15 4 45 T AE SE PR N A7 A8 BB DT I 18 o, M TR T
0 A P A e SRR R R A e, e SCAE T 4R A — o B
o ALY FE A B T2 7 5 DA B I gemS X4 A 2UES
RIS S

A7 G gemS J5J7 58 B9 LR LB AN AT 1 BT
7N ARSCTT R ALEE 3 A B B, e R TR I R 23
Brig & B4R SO, 2 )5 2 AR 16 4 1 2 B 4 34 A=
R DR SRR, i R Al 0 — A AR AR 8 U A
JAR A S REACHE A R B AC S 5 5T A, A
SCO7 SEH BT TR A SR IR SO S B kTR
B 4 1 32 8, 19N T R TR SRR AR R 2 AR DDAk
PR AR B R A 7R T AE T AR S X, A Sl
Az RS A R SRR A A R A, D Ak 1R A TR AT B
], $2 T+ IT K%

AR SCHY EE TR 3 A7 1

1) it T —Rhig & B fid il 5 M — 25T gems
1048 A S AU Az 7 58 AR 98 4 4R 1Y G B £ A A
DIRE IR, F 3l B 0L A% A iR 4 4R AR A A A
1, B2 THAE DL s RE AT A 200

2) BT —AEE X gems Ak Y 1R AT P S A 4
AL BRI T AT AR L AT YR, IR T
gem5 H g 4> 2 i T A I B A EE A2, R AR AL
#ris AT PERE.

3) LT AR LI RE TN ICHESE . AR 45 &
F I A 3, 8 T HE 2 e B B A B 4% 45 4 LR D
REDI A, 75 gem5 b is 47 IR e I 4 Hh a4 75

1 HXTIE
A B 52 2 BIAR 2241 X Ak 348 2% B 2R e 0 L

(4 3R 18 5 BB ST AT AT T AR dE 4 2R D RE A IR
4N Pydgin', LISA™, nML™, {8 3 86 R 4 %t 186t it



1680 HENTR SR E 2023, 60(7)
%R
( sasms ) p \
PR Bl AR
g J
IR BB l T
54 R [ RSB B R h 0D R L
182 ThEefChY L PR A B J_E BRI FHE 5 E L
K75
( sasgscrr ) p \
A g pl AR
1AM N 1 g
a 3
54 ThRARAY L
PR P SR ~
CHHJE
s g
, ‘ N P0G PR EL
RAAE R TR X048 0 5
. / T4 R 5 X

Fig. 1 Comparison of our scheme and original gem5 scheme
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1 G ks 45 B 45 48 A AT RIS 10 AR AR RN A I S
15 L B 22 2548 4 1Y Ab B 2% K R Y Z5 L RISC-
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AR S5 FE AL FE G B A A L ) R 4 A I A A
3043, 3% B L ARM Cortex-M3 [ AND $§ 4 iy {4l 5
VL, W 2 Bk,
2.1 AR
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AT REAFAE—SE [R5 6 54 > 158 A 2R S

&4 gt — Bl 0, 1 F/NG FhEH B 745
gL, 0 A 1 FRORHE A G b BUE B A, NS
FREFIR TG A G i b BOE AT AR (47 [/ — /NS Rk
WA, Feom —A Al AR R BE. AN, 84 t1_and_reg
() 2 >~ 0100000000mmmddd, 156 9 55 0 A7 F1 45 2~9
i 0, 55 107K 1, 55 10~12 57 K — A 7T 28 37 Bt {m),
55 13~15 51 Ry 53 — A~ AT AR B (d).

X T ANFE G BRI 4% 1% &L, 1 ] EXCLUSION
A AT AR AL B 0 T ) A R, B AR iz e
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D Re 28 HI T 56 95 4 D e 9 S BLRAR 115 B
FHF A s 4 g A0 A5 A AL £ 50T 75 45 1 15 2
T EE B A SO A TR 2 o0 i 4 D e A
FRER ZH 5 28548 . T TR 285 S A9 of 15 W L AR S it
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1 INST(AND) : PredProcessOp{
2 tl_and_imm : Datalmm('11110i00000snnnn0jjjddddkkkkkkkk") {
3 EXCLUSION({d}): ['1111",'1101"]
4 EXCLUSION({n}): ['1111','1110", '1101"]
5 tH
6 rd = @REG@{d};
7 rm=@REG@{n};
8 setFlags = {s};
9 imm = ({i} << 1) | ({j} <<8) | {h};
10 iy
11 FORMAT([0, 3])
12 TEST([True, True, Rx, Rx, Constant]) # AND{S} {cond} Rd, Rn, #constant
13 }
14
15 tl_and_reg : DataReg ('0100000000mmmddd') {...}
16 t2_and_reg : DataReg ('11101010000snnnn0iiiddddjjttmmmm’) {...}
17
18 SRC {N, Z,C, V,Rn}
19 DEST {Rd, N, Z, C}
20 CODE {
21 0: {{
22 expanded = thumbExpandImm_c(imm, C);
23 Rd = Rn & expanded,
24 1
25 I: {{...}}
26 2: {{..}}
27 3:{{
28 if (setFlags) {
29 N = bits(Rd,31),
30 Z="Rd,
31 }else {
32 C =xc —> tcBase() —>readCCRegFlat(CCREG C);
33 }
34 I
35 }
36}

Fig. 2 An example of instruction description
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Table 1 An Example of Decoding Entries
F1 EBTURG

HFm 4t d HEBR A A C
A 00XXXX00
B 0100X0XX
C 010001.XX
D 010011XX
E 01010100
F 01010101
G 01110111
H 1000XX00

I 10100XXX (16,73,00)

({6,7},01)
J 1010000
K 10100X01
L 11000XXX
M 11100XXX

3.1 BRI

VERS T et 15 44 Fkm ., g i d FVHEBR 4 14 % A C,
e He=(m,d,C). Hrf, 3RS I (1) 45 FR A 4 B J2 M —
9, HEBR & v LIk 0 8 24, RS AR A il M E,
E ={e}.

AT BB i g L ohd {0, 1, XY H, x3%&
RN AT LIS 08 1 A VCEC, 2R al AR 07 B, 4
M B hynfir . 45 7€ — AL s €{0, 1), & AL H sl
Gty d B VEEC RN Vi € {0, 1, -+, n— 1}, 2 HAL Y s[i] =
d[i|5d il = XBF, £ § s 5 S d UL EL, i0 0 s e d. #71%
o i T Xof 17 1) PR R T e JE HE B 2% 1, DU Ao7 3 5 5 PR AL 5
efH UC L, 2 K s = e 7] 40, £3 52 00001100VT Fi Zs £
00XXXX00.

3.1.2 PRSI Y HERR S5 1R

N T REHE SR 2 4R A, TR TR A AR I L s
R WIS I T HERR 258, BRI g A5 e i R AR A B ik
BTHUE R . 7 7 H Y B S m] A v B S TR A
BT, ) 5 12 i AN DE .

— N HEBR R ARG — A T AR G LA — A HERR
T Pexy TN exs Pex). FHo, ThREMN/NBIRHES, H S
HE B 30004 4% 8 4% )5 — — X Iz, BIVRE R HE B A i 9 55
BLAC R pex [1]. A SCT7 5258 A ER ST A5 HE BR 25 1 (ex
Pe) BT 0 F 28 FLIU A : Vi€ Ly, 4 HAL Y s[i] = pex[i']
i, A7 R AR HEBR A5 (ex, pe) T, 1E A exclude(s, (I,
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fith Tie. = (me, d., COWI VLB AL 2 24 HAL Y sedH
Y (I, pe) € Ce, mexclude (s, (I, p )i, £ £ 55 P 1 Tl e,
FHVCTL, i2 s = e B0, {37 Hf 101000004 5% 5 4 Fk
Sk TR R IR 42 B A 1A 3R A 4 A DL i, {HL P
T RPN TR 35 () HEBR 254 (6, T}, 00)BL 57, T LA
ZA RS A FR R TR I DG
3.1.3 PRI

PR i A o 7 A A A H PR R A B
R ARARZ AL H BT VT I A 1R A I AR SR X S o 72
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32 HiRHR

AT VRGN 6B T AL 1 AT e SR A I S B O,
SIHT T AR TAE" IR 8 T AR S0 R M R POk
B A8 3 A, R T W ARE T P T A R Tk
FEEIN T 2 AEAL SRS . A, A SO AR £ X gems
F14) 28 ) o R X 3 A e SR R ORI A R R AR RS i T P Ak
R 4 Y — A 7 A9 D8 3 B A ol G A SR s T L T 1Y

155 B AR AL R R
321 B

Okuda % A" (57 0% FEAL S 3 A f: 1) i 72
MakeT ree R 45 25 72 () PRI 10 42 & E 336 9 A1) 2 155 7 e
FR YT K H T . 2) i 72 MakeNode )] i — A4~
TCHEBR A5 9 N BB 5 0, IR R R AR G E R 23 R
AT IREIUES, N BT IRMIE S G 8 Fi%
P . 3) i3 i MakeConditionNodef| 3 — A4~ HE
G 25 11 0 N AR YT L, R PR I A A R 2 A A
HEBR 25 1300 232 2 A I IR &, 430 iX 24> 5
PERG IR G O - PR DR SRR . A, AR R i
598 44K B2 AH 55 00 g i A 2Ok ) 4y IR AR
B an, {5 LL 0 FF Sk AL 1 FF 3k 1 4 1 2 i A% =Xk Rl
S DA 0101 11101 Py PRAITAE &

Okuda 25 A" (S5 4748 2 4> ]

1) 13 #E MakeConditionNodetE R 7y F RS I 4E 4
AR R HJ2 5 A5 HEBR 25100 2 28 % ARG
HE IR 2% 11 1B AR 7T % X3 09 F- 1R A TR 136, AT BE 23 7
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2) BRI 55 4 A4 B AR A5 1 G A A Xk 4] 43

L] a 2| 2.3 1] e 17 | 2
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Fig. 3 An example of a decoding decision tree
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PERL T A, N T VS A A 04 D0 Ak SR, 91 G 4k B
AL B 5 I SO BR 44T
AR FER B IEIET Okuda 55 A" OB LT
PREFNAAL. FEA 3 N AR S, A SO BT b
G T E 1 2 DR 28 R X r I AR 5, T ik
A IGUAR 4155 G 4 5 7R 32T A 4R 5 TAR 1 SBUIEL 1Y B0 40 3 31
AR BIBRZE p T ARSI RN B IR R RS TR &
A 3 A D SRR, I AR SR AR T i TR 1t
AN, AT BAE PR T 13 B MakeConditionNodef#) 3231,
fi H R G AR HEBR 25 P AR R B LR X 247
PERS AR & JOF H, A SO R ULVRESE X0 Hh i £ 11
IR G I T ARER G TR BIEE Y o1, X FE ] LAk fo 5
52 ) VR A [ 57 s ) 10 0 i 2 33 e T SR AR 1) o 2.
322 YRAEL
AR SCTT B M B 1 % i B MakeNode fl i 2 Make—
ConditionNodefi§ T 4" e ALk, WA 1.
Bk LR SRR A R
fA: R IE G E . VIR PRSI SEW T5
o EEY = b ST R PSR T
o MakeTree(E, T)
@ A E = 1, WA EE -5 25 3% [l
@ (result, node) «— MakeNode (E, T);
@) if result = FAILED
@  return MakeConditionNode (E, T);
® else
®  return node;
@ end if
TR MakeNode(E, T)
@D Ly < GetSignificantBits(E);
@ # Ly, = @, W3R [B] (FAILED, nil);
) (isOpt, L. Info) « SelOptBits (Isig, E);
(@) HRHE Lo BB A AL B ) R EE B Lunprocs
® (11, Tana) < MakeChild (Info, Lpoc );
© ift; = True
(t2. L. Info,.) — ReselOptBits (L, E);
if t, = True
isOpt < True;
Isig — Ie;
(13, Tenia) — MakeChild (Info,q. Lnproc );
end if
@) end if
node «— CreateNode (Isig, T ehitas isOpt);

O WG Tt EHIT

® e 68 e

return (OK, node).

I MakeConditionNode(E, T)

@ .y, Info) « S elConditionBits (E);

@ HRHE Lo BT 17 420 3 1 F AR B Lunprocs

® Tunia — MakeChild (Info, Lproc );

@ node « CreateConditionNode (Ix, Tepina);

& MR Teraa EHIT;

(© return node.

1l # MakeNode 1] TG — A A FH HEBR A5 18 19
PR . B 0, 1 7R GetS ignificant Bits MR 415 13 £ 35

G ERR M — A TR ES L, [T A B I00] LI

PR X 53 i FE S elOptBitsHR A T b1 £ A 4] 43 45 1
5 F Y IR AR S, R R D D T AR R
Info. Z J5 K J& 75 A LU &2 9 18 N FRdE & DAl b i
T o SRS e B2, TSR] LAP Ak, DU BB R AR 2 G L AN
F A5 A5 B Info. 33 FE MakeChild 2= % JH 1+t 7 Make—
Treedf- M AG 19 A4 BRI AR AL 3 T AR 4R 5ok 3
VA B A 5 I DR SR, o 45 2R A0 Tona. 1 2R )
A R PSR T AR TE C O L
Zl L L #E ReselOptBits FERK HUBT AR G Lig . 1717
HAE Binfofl 115 & PEAD DR Tea. B, 3 12
CreateNodefll) 3 1t N 19 8, 10 SR N AREE B L M1
AT R PSRN Tena, JF 30 T R RLE R A E AL
LB AR TS B RCR, B B 2 3 I BAR
A B T A FR O G EER ITURT 44 R
M (1355 30 e 7 1Y J2 5

i B MakeConditionNodeH T 81 # {8 FH HE Bk 2514
fO N1 L B S, i &S elCondition Bits AR 45 1% 4% T

B EDNAS A PRS00 HEBR 2% 0 b 8t — A HEBR 5%

P s poo). 5 FE R T 7 B0 T 4078 1 047 25
B2, MERICH T RAER Info. X B A ff
FH it # MakeNode (4 It A6 75 25 7 PR A A8 FH HEBR 2% 44
FIiAR B A bR 2 oh— 2 AL 7 default, Z 1AL A IE
TGO, ZJ5 AT B MakeChild, #4525 542
Tonia. |5 , 13 FE CreateConditionNode ) 3 1, PN 31T &5,
1SR R AREE A LA 710 SR IR Topa, I E
T 28 Y 7 O A HE B A A A L TR S R T
Okuda 45 A" A S35 % 1 45 PR S0 b 3, {50 1B 2
i R HEBR A5, R 78 A R T AR X 1 224 AT X g3
i i1 O, T BOTA . A SOl R AR AR R R
Iy TR IS, I TES & T AR ST, HXI 507
5N TR RO R, nfE 3 .

WAk, ARSI 8 T ik 7 OptimizeTree, 3 72
OptimizeNode. i1 12 FixNode 1 13 12 FixTreeX} 15 15
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1|A- 10|G 11|H 16|L 17 | M
12 | 16,7}
00aaaa00 01110111 1000cc00 11000dbb 11100dbb
00 o1 11 00 |01 \default
y
3| B 13|71 14 | K 15 | 1
4114} 7147
0100c0bb 10100400 10100d01 10100dbb
(O 0 1
\ \
s | c 6 | D 8 | E 9o | F
010001bb 010011bb 01010100 01010101
e N R AR IR Fn, GHENTRREST, TR SUUAE IR s
I s 28 EAE AR IR g, A7 ERE NS A4 FRm, N HE N S TG i d s
AR T, AR ZEp N I AREUE.
Fig. 4 The decoding decision tree optimized by process MakeNode
& 4 i 3R MakeNode Ak B R Ha s A
0l10,1
% /)1 N( 1
: | A 212,35 1|2 18 | 2
00aaaa00 2.3, 5} 2 2
Ml 011 \:11 0 1 0\
P y v
3| B 10 |G 12| H 19 | L 20 | M
4l 747 131167
0100cObb 01110111 1000cc00 11000dbb 11100dbb
/ ll o\ '%o default
¥
5] ¢ 6D 8 | E 9 | F E
16 | (6,7}
010001bb | | 010011bb | | 01010100 | | 01010101 10100400
%l \1‘efault
16 | K 17 |1
10100d01 10100dbb
VE: IR S AHE AR IR My, HHEN FARERT
g R EREARR IR, A7 EHEIRRS A FRm, T HE BRI A d;
AR T, AR ZEp N TAREUE.
Fig. 5 The condition node of Okuda et al’s algorithm
El'S  Okuda % N\ Fr 52 A 215
W EAT B AR AL AR 2, DL 2. @  OptimizeTree (Neg, T);
ik 2 R POR AL k. ® end for
A PRID DR RA T . B B SRR T 45 N i F& OptimizeNode(N, T)
s UM R IS A E AL RS DR SRR T D Iy < GetOptimizableBits(N, T);
i £ OptimizeTree(N, T) @ Bl 75, WHR [H]
D #F NS&MF35 55, W3R [ @ Tenita < @5
® OptimizeNode(N, T); @ for all Ny € NI FF5 S EA

@ for all Newia € NI F 95 A ® (13, Twe) < GetLeaf Pattern(Niey);
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@ %IS = TI'UC, ‘&E Meafﬂ‘j gﬁﬁ%%;ﬁ;

@ ARYE T T Tenias

end for

© foralli € I,y

10  for all Niper € NFJHEBF 5 miSES
() (14, Tres) < GetlInnerPattern (Niger, 1);
@ &ty =True, K Nieo N T FRZER;

® R A8 Tres BT Teninas

end for

@ end for

U pdateOptimizableN ode(T, N, Loy, Tchnd),

I FixTree(N, T)

@ 25 N 2715 5, & [ml

@) FixNode (N, T);

@ for all Newia € NBJ T S

@ FixTree(Newig, T);

® end for

I #EFixNode(N, T)

O TENITA Z 0% F 1 s h A 2 6 IF %

@ 5 AFFAE Noi, MR 1]

@ BN B Nowa (19 53 SCAR B TF T

i 2 OptimizeT reef it #2 OptimizeNodeff] F §i ¥
[y PR PSR Th i T RO A, G, i R Ger-
OptimizableBits i #x 15 15 N W P93 F 19 2509 T br 4
Bl BT 1 ATTR, F 2R TR ES
BOFEAE TR IE P ARG, WD FFE TR &, Kt
HA A AR5 55T B TR PR IR B AR T A
Ab B A R]. 40 SR A7 AR SR T bR, UL A %)
Lo H. Z 5, X T799 5N BRI FF735 5 Niear, T8
it 7 GetLeaf Patternfls U5 17 1 Niear B B 25, 45 45 R
B Tenna ™. 38 3 T AREE A Lope, X 50 N EES IN TR
T 8 Ninee T i B2 GetInnerParternffi i\ J2& 75 5 B 7
5% H P 05, FEAE BACRS ) I Ninner B 717 S5 AR 25
P25 T B Toa . 05 1 F2 U pdateOptimizableNode
BT SN B T AR 5 R Lop, BB 739 5 PR 2R 3R
B Tepina, FF 1B B BER ORI 5. B 6 B
IR T ARAGTE BUROR, #5435 03 2 515 500y 0
o B T A FR R C R RRRS IR 24 FR R DAY R I

4 B Nt BT fE ) JZ 50
1|A 10|G 1]|H —16|L 17 | M
12|67
00aaaa00 01110111 1000cc00 11000dbb 11100dbb
001 /011000\010 \101 % loNiaun
A
5| c 6| D 3] B T 13 ] 14 | K 15 | 1
010001bb | | 010011bb 0100c0bb ! 10100400 10100d01 10100dbb
s | E 9o | F
01010100 | | 01010101

e W MR IR g, FHEN TARERT, ST ROLHENINL

AT RE ERE AR IR Ry, A7 EHE N BRS04 Fom,

N AE Sy 1AL T51 40 Tl 5

AR TR, TARIRRZEp N R R,

Fig. 6

The decoding decision tree optimized by process OptimizeTree based on fig. 4

&6 TEIR 4 ALl B0 P REOprimize Tree ALY PRI LM

it FE FixTreefl id £ FixNode 5 if 2 4> #2250,
FHFE E 48 1) PR P SR b it Y R i, K
Oy S B BREE A IR default. [ 7 JROR T ARAL)E BORCR,
AR ST A LR R B R R BUE AR A
18 B I X6 B 22 AN BR 2, BT LAAR S 8 0 3 S8 4R 45
4314 default.

3.2.3  gem5 H ARG i AR

£ gemS [ SE B, CPU 76 305 By BE 45 e B ds
Wiy Be A 21 09 A A% 45 PR H, SRS IR ] R A e
KA HE 2 I B — A FE R, fEPAT B B2
FH LT 48 1) 9 EL AR HE 4 X G 1 AT PR R, LA b B
AR 8 FiR.
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S

{0, 1,2}

010 7011

100 10 110 111
A
H

1
12 | {6, 7}

1] A 10|G 1 16|L 17|M
002aaa00 01110111 1000cc00 11000dbb 11100dbb
001 /0111000010 \J01 % lmx‘fault
A
s | c 6| D 3B i 13| 1 14| K 15 |1
010001bb | | 010011bb | | 0100c0bb 10100d00 | | 10100d01 10100dbb
% \.
8 | E 9 | F
01010100 | | 01010101

e W AR R g, ATHEN FARERT, ST sILHE N IRE
T e BRI g, A ARSI FRm,  FAEN RS T i
AR TR, TARIbRZEp Ny FARIE.

Fig. 7 The decoding decision tree optimized by process FixTree based on fig.6

& 7

ER TR

[J‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ] [ EHElNE ]
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©) ©) v%’ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ’fl‘

CPU

Fig. 8 The decode and execute processes in gem5

K8 gem5 HRYPERS FIPATIRFE

PERGASEH b i 48 A g BT R 40h 2 ABr Be s T
BT B Be (] 8 D) ikt By Be (151 8 ). & 5%, Tl A
B B 1) pRUEL moreBytes () 43 KR 4f /0N o Fl 4 44 2 %
WA B BoAs B 00 Bt B AT 40 31, 45 B AF A 1 2
SR EARTE A0 Z 5, PRI B B & U R bR 8K
XFizAE A 0 5B AT AT b, PR pR A YR S R
HR A T 4 S 4 R 1 5 76 G R 0k B b AR Y, L R AR
R —A~Z 2 E 1Y switch-case 4514

8 4 K BE S AR AR 57 AR v R R 67 1 (R R A I, X
At 5 25 PR R R E A A, B A
BT B B R [ B 23 XoF [R] — B 48 4 4 i 47 4] .
LA Cortex-M3 45 4 4 S 4], 16 {ii Thumb 45 4 1 32 1
Arm $5 4 & 52 G B BT 5 AL X2 19, R O T
BT By B AP R B BOAR 23 FI WX HT S 7. eAbh, 54
A IT B A5 M AT T B 6 SOkt 1R i A e () #24E ,
JIT LA 23 7 TSk A B B v 4 o & i i, (B AE 2 5 3%
fith B B ATy 25 9 P WSt Ay LA SRAT — A48 1) i 46 2 W 4
EOEEA

TEE 6 (R 1A P 7 FixTree AL Y BERD S A

TR R 3R AL, AR SCTT 5K RO SR PR A
PRBCHR 73 O 22 PR oK, O e BCHR B0 1K 3
At A B UL, A SCT7 38 10 Ak S R4 4 SR 40
TR SCPF B B A 1 KT R AR A BRI DLk
Fa) 3 20 A~ PR R SRR, DT A2 18 22 A P bR KR IS,
ARSI SIS 22 A Bl U AT [ B A B 95 2
B A W e K, DA R A BB 2 R T % X A 5 A

4 LR B &R

ASCT RAE T — AR 954 AT D AE DI A AE
20, RE S AR 5 48 4 R A I8 O A5 554 2 A T RE K
R, A5 gem5 b3z A7 B A= il iy I 10 A 38 I 3K
R IZHE SR T AL 3 Ry A RO Ak I
B EE TSR R R AR

L ARM Cortex-M3 [1) AND #& 4 4y 1], 45 1 44
A R R B LR 3R A I R R A
28, Bl AND{S }{cond}Rn, #constantF1 AND({S }{cond}
Rn, Rm, shift. Jorp, S3RoR 275 BEOBOR S AL, condZ R
AT 251, RnRIR A7 &, #eonstant 37 i /& 5 iE
K 30 7 BB, Rl shif13R7R 27 £ 4% BOLRALE B

Bk 3. AR I 3 ) A SRk

A 45 M i info . MRVl range A1
P Ktk

i M B9 3R G

14 FE GenData(info, range, num)
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@ M4 infoy $o 25 B AR RO A= B R B, 2 A
B ¥ A B pR S N E op FuncList

@ ) i I X 491 1) 45/ B 9 R opsLists

@ for all f € opFuncList

@ A f (range, num)": i 1 — 20 B AR B AR BUTR

fm#lopsList;

® end for

© for ops € opsList”

@D  expects « GenExpAND (info, ops);

K (expects, ops) IR INFG;

© end for

10 return G.

L FEGenExpAND (info, ops)

@ (S, apsr, opl, op2) « ParseOps(info, ops);

() expExec « Check(apsr);

3 expRes — opl&op2;

@ if S = True

(B expApsr « SetNewApsr(apsr, expRes);

© end if

(D return (expExec, expRes, expApsr).

i B GenData] T H BUARAF RO, AR 345 2 I
AR info, MLIE Fl range FP IR B num R
BEL A AR A5, I8 01 BRI 2 A R — S8, Z )5
P H 3 FEGenExpANDE i W BB {H expects, fi¢ J5 & 7]
i 51 2% G.

it #GenExpAND ] T A il 01 B2 6 £ 4, AR 4 95
A MK A R in foFN i AF B ops e T 5 B {H expects,
I J AR ] 45 2R

AN, RSO e T — RS P AR, DL
)7 LU G 46 2, BB g 13 45 4 2 2 UHH B
R T 2 SCA A S R I S T 2 % B O U
Fi, {4 TEST AND R _OP2C(testnum, inst, expExec,
expRes, expApsr, Apsr, Rn, Constant) & T AND #§ 4
IS 1 R g R s 1R, ZECELEE 0 48 | w45
A B AR AR R

5 XWHER
7R 3C 92 8 3 B CPU K Intel Core 15-10400 @

2.90 GHz, N ¥ & 32 GB, % 4t > Linux Mint 20.1
Kernel 5.4.0-89-generic. 4% LAY gemS Mg & 4 & 42 8

{}i & (system call emulation, SE ) #2, CPU #5444 Atomic-

SimpleCPU, 4 i M A Jy fast. A 37 iy 48 2 44
WRIE T A SLY!™ A i ik g s T TR, A
BB T gemS 1Y g MRV A , B A SC U7 2284 B 3 H Y
P .

SIS HEE Cortex-M3 48 4 8 1E S F5 il i (1 35 4
B, AR A AR gemS W H AR AL L. 256 4y Al
H gem5 J5 7 B 5 AT BG4S E, IF X
2 Py S PR BE LA BT A i AR (32 1T 1 RE . EAh,
FE S F A FHES 4 715 (4 ) BRI HE 42 5 H AR T R
4> Iy ae i 91 9T o O HC e L B AT, B DR IE T 52
L) Cortex-M3 5 4 4 By RS AP AT i 72 2 Ty ik
.
51 ARMEEELLE

T 4 45 R R A5 4R A G T 1Y) A R AR 1 K R A
PR e AR AR B0 o O Y R A, R
37 A v FE B UL SR TP Y R R, GE S He (v). %5
VR P SR v i Y A5 B AP S N Hor, H R
PSR A v BT A I SR 1 A(EIE N H.

B gemS J5 7 58 5 AR SCT5 58 Jn A= 1 2R e
R B, AR NER 2 iR . Cortex-M3 5 & S 4L A
226 48 4 it TR 5 58 A I TR A TR SRR v
4 e K B 10, dwe/IN e BE Sk 3, T3 B Oy 5.52.
ARy B A B 4 A PRRS PSRRI 1A T 45 4 13
T R, S X i Sy 2.87. LR 3 PRl 2 R 4 T i
BT B B A B A 48 AT S AU DR R A R IT 484
A 531, 2R 2 AR BT A AN A P SR I £ 5T Ak B
AR L. L, 16 fL 48 4 M I S 4 B 4 4
U A e £, 32 (4R A (L 11101 JF 3k ) iy 1 o
SR - 2 5 B Hopdwe K. S ARBUT & % F3h i i 1%
itk bR B30I T B8 AH B, AR SO S8 A 12 0 e SR A 1
J7 1 B PR O e hr, OF HAR KRR B4R TH T &

PEAh, GEitix 2 By 6 A iU As e A S Ct
Y SC A 04 B[] R 25 135 5 19 T AT S gemS. fast (948
RN, g5 Fane 3 fin. B BRI L H T3
B YA, o BT R B R 8 i 548 A
S AE [A] — 48 A R A 3 SCHE AR BT 9 (R B Ak B
Bl e, MEA RS A BIUER LS E LT
& A SRR SO, Z R AR YE g S 05 B A Bk
b R SR ARE AT C++R ST, i R ) S B [ B D 7 48 02
T2y 64%, AR R /N D T 245 407 KB.

© gem5 J5LiA) 3% A v 40 1 T H i PLY (Python Lex-Yacc), SLY(Sly Lex-Yacc) & H# i 7 .
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Table 2 Comparison of the Height of the Generated Decoding Decision Tree Between Two Methods Under Cortex-M3
R2 7E Cortex-M3 5T ET 2 MARATEMBFHRRHMEEMLLE
VZES P R maxH minH Hr H
gem5 JF 7% A Ta4 226 10 3 5.52 5.52
16 (454 79 4 1 2.23
32 {464 (L 11101 9F3k ) 40 5 2 3.37
ES @ S 32 {464 (L 11110 FF3k ) 45 5 2 3.11 2.87
32 84 (L1111 HF3k) 61 6 1 3.23
IT 54 1 0 0 0
Table 3 Comparison of the Performance Between Two Methods Under Cortex-M3
&3 7 Cortex-M3 $ETET 2 T RAMRELLE
DZES A FEAA SR BITINTE /s AT RIFE /= FL E/5 RSO S IR /s S/ (NP NIN:!
gem5 TR Nz S 0.282 13238308
ARICTTH 0.073 0.022 0.006 0.101 12831270
52 7 gem5 HRIEITIHER 16 =1V
fE gem5 Hiz A7 — e AR P IF e 2 Mo 2 1Y 141 L=E S @ S
SE AT Yk fE. 5230 68 A9 0 0B 7 5K 1 Embench!”, ix 2 e L
S A AR PRI, Bs 24 2 0 A 01 Tolln BT
MR, SCREXTICSCALR ABLRLE (0L, 2t = [E |E E |E |E ||E
AR AR 2 3 ok Je e 9 3K D R TR 3 R BT I 19 9 .l
o O KK ST b RS S T A SR B 5 9 PR T N mm [E
O b A 52 0 IO o D, R A o L UL AL O P g
AR 12 R T S B 52 B 5 1] R DAk A5 400 2 1 i A é R ;;’ 2 g é g hs ”2“: % % § é é = g <§ . %
By veag, Rsa Lt shell A 438 BUE AL ). A 820> P ‘§§ B E%% ] "E g 7
A AE XS IR TR] A 52 R0, AT SR A B 0 70 B IR = e

Bk 18k 10,

BEAS FH) FH B K76 10 s 2245 . LAk, gemS JEAR
T — A3 3R 0 22 A7 AH 7] b bk 58OR (W] 45 4 2 i
GORERTEAE: st I e g5/ S N O B RE W ES A i il R
W, I BAETF IR T BT 23 S s A7 LA R I g A7, 2
H gem5 SLPRIZ AT 2 B 5 2L X X 5 A
SCELE HRAE, IR AT AE D B OGP T RS 2
fEYIHE.

M 25 R an & 9 Fros, I 0 22~ F- B B 10.24 s,
ARSCT7 I 8.91 s, He R I R /D T K2 13%.
53 ARURSW

AT 58 PR TR SRR A BBk SR TR 4 i
o B 14 7 2, A A A0 B ) DG AR B R 22 A
DAk 5 s A A AR A9 A, DT i 2 R s ok R 114 B
[ 74 .

PRI A AR 48 R i) (8] TR 4 5 R U SR A o B

WS
Fig. 9 Execution performance of two methods in gem5 Under
Cortex-M3
9 7 Cortex-M3 844 2 M RAE gems FiafTH:AE

L TE AR DG B A A PR T A 3 A B e T
VT ST S RO R 2 X T A ) A 4 A O,
R PR BB T AR R AU SR, R
e LR ARG, PR IR R A A i o R D R R A B R AR
A B R G By R o 2% 21, Kb BT 05 22 ) A A SRR A
R — 0 U W O ORI A SO R
RV64GC 454 4 i 7 M PR IT 5 gemS 517 %8
5 B Y PR pR AR LA, A5 SR 5k 4 7R . RV64GC
i A S 00 i R TR T3l R, A/ 8 4 B ) HE B
A, PR O HG R R e SRR Y R B R AR Rl OF 3.
RV64GC 5256 45 55 Cortex-M3 250, A X BAH %L
RREAR T 1Rt R SRR ) 5 K B 0T LA AL T 34 8
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Table 4 Comparison of the Height of the Generated Decoding Decision Tree Between Two Methods Under RV64GC
* 4 TERV64GC IELET 2 MR FATERIERD R RN S B LER
YIE S BEE 84 Kt maxH minH Hr H
gem5 JRT S ka4 197 5 2 3.48 3.48
16 454 (Lh 00 k) 7 1 1 1.00
16 fi4g4 (Lho1 k) 8 2 1 1.47
ESWIES 2.08
16 (7484 (Lh 10 H3k) 12 3 1 1.58
32 fife 4 160 3 1 224
EERBAER: R EM AL TN 2 E TR
6 it e A, R FEREIT S LG R Ak X W

AR ST % S d ] gems 4R AR A0 B 11 eR KRN
FEAE L Can s, T DL Sl B H At 45 A 4
AL, {540 MIPS F Cortex-A %5 . )\ RV64GC FY 52 K
G5 AT LA, A S Ak Az R A £ i) 19 At B B
%l B o BIORT A5 P S B T DAAE — o AR b AR A
SRR 1 24 8 B, B AT R LA, A SO &
(T8 2 SRR SO G i O 5 S 2, T R RCR
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FLA 0 I, Be6% N T 45 4 Bead ot 72, 1M D el ik
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1 1 2 SR AR DL A% 2 5 1] LA SR FH X R A AR AT IR
T, DL R 3 o A 8 46 SR I BB 5 15 B 41 2% L Ath A ke
L.

7 % i

ARICTT ST T REALLAS B 4 4 S SE B I LT fE
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AR T — BRI R AR SO BT R E S R
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