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Abstract SLP (superword level parallelism) is an efficient auto-vectorization method to exploit the data level
parallelism for basic block, oriented to SIMD (single instruction multiple data), and SLP has been widely used in the
mainstream compilers. SLP performs vectorization by finding multiple sequences of isomorphic instructions in the
same basic block. Recently there is a research trend that the compilers translate the sequences of non-isomorphisic
instructions into the sequences of isomorphisic instructions to extend application scope of the SLP vectorization
method. In this paper, we introduce SLP-M, a novel auto-vectorization method that can effectively vectorize the code
containing sequences of non-isomorphic instructions in the same basic block, translatting the code into isomorphic
form by selection and conduction of multiple transformation methods based on condition judgment and benefit
evaluation. A new transformation method for binary expression replacement is also proposed. SLP-M improves
application scope and performance benefit for SLP. We implement SLP-M in LLVM. A set of applications are taken
from some benchmarks such as SPEC CPU 2017 to compare our approach and prior techniques. The experiments
show that, compared with the existing methods, the performance of SLP-M improves by 21.8% on kernel functions,
and improves by 4.1% in the overall tests of the benchmarks.

Key words SIMD extension; auto-vectorization; superword level parallelism (SLP); sequence of non-isomorphism

instructions; isomorphic transformation

8 E MFLIF4T (superword level parallelism, SLP ) & — 7 & 6] & 22 25 £ 45 4 % & % ( single instruction
multiple data, SIMD ) ¥ &34 £ IAZ 5 A h e AW 7 ok, X AP 5 ik ) 2 B A T 2R %FE P .SLP 7
BRI T ARB R MIEA S BENZRT AR ER FERAEALSFINFNEHRMAELSFINAT R
SLP #ix W ERAEAR S WA R AR Z — RESIPH—FF EFF—SLP-MaEF&k, iA=Lk
RRXBSHEMER T X, AT EAAIB AR R o0, AR S84 59 R A5, 30 24 2 &
ek R M d8 4 59l S A R 38 A 7, it —F 55k A S & 240, A 3R SLP 49 3E )R 8 B Aol
A LLVM ¥ £ 3L T SLP-M 7 %, 5t #| Bl SPEC CPU 2017 %47 /N K £ 3k 47 T M X354+, 34 R &, SLP-
M 7 kAR T A 7 ik A S S B0 K PR AR T T 21.8%, f8 A M X AR B BRI X P AR T T 4.1%.

Y5 B #3: 2022-05-23; £ B B #: 2023-02-09
E £ A - B2 B s 58 TR £ I (XDA-Y01-01, XDC02010600)

This work was supported by the Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese Academy of Sciences (XDA-Y01-01, XDC02010600).
BAS1EE 55 (jingge8 15@gmail.com)


mailto:jingge@iscas.ac.cn
mailto:jingge@iscas.ac.cn

2908

AN S &R 2023, 60(12)

*4¢iE SIMD ¥ E; Ash@ e, BFAF/T; ERMIRSF7; AT %

REESES TP3I2

1 3 1) s A 2 R AL B2 P PS4 Z2 0 (single
instruction multiple data, SIMD) §™ F& 3 12 52 B 72 7 %%
WFIAT M giEeIr s, €5 F LS SIMD [ &
FEFFAH L, ANl Z AR DR A L% SIMD 37 Ji #4411
DIRe Rk, Wl 7T R A, B SIMD R R
Je $5 4 AR I N W & R, ) i 4 4 0L HH (1% 488 RN e oK
o ok b 22, SR T W Ae] A= ok 501 ] i3S A 2 AR
SRR,

B A sl A 2 KISk FTIEAW
B 31 & Ak 5 EY R 5 9% 9 17 (superword level
parallelism, SLP) [ 3 i) 4k 75 #:5, Ho 4 5] B 78 52 B
6P R A B 3 2l 1] 546 .SLP — B2 ] 35 £k 45135
SCTE WY STy 1, AR SO A0 H R RS

SLP J7 38 i -4k W kg 4 4 77 510 ©, 4 Bl 4 0F
) [F] — ] i 5 AF a8 HOFAT A B By T [E A 4 4 )
FESE R R PP o B R AR DA KO R A B R R,
SLP 11 FH 6 [ A2 B ARk, A9 R R i T
T ok A A 7L N R R A A I A TR A i A I 81 B
e Ay [F] K4 48 4 )3 41, AT R STt SLP Bl 3 2% 4.
PSLP Jy ik 2R I 3 F 2 7 25 53 R AiE 1 P15 2 DG i,
T A VS 0 £ (select) 48 2 #EAT Y 78, DT A [R] 44
& A T 3 % 4 ni R 44 48 4 )3 51 .LSLP J5 35 ™ i FH 58
A S5 M OC Z A AR [ RS P 20 oh (9 35 S R AR A R4
Bk AT i HE, DA AR 75 R 44 45 4 7 5. 25 (LM, SN-
SLP J5 & FI SLP-E J5 31" 43 531 R FH 126 /% 1 (1) 45
Hr 5 F AP AN O FR LR R A8 77 41 o 1Y i3 58
PRVERERVE R AT A0 B, DT AR A5 [ 4 95 4 )7 471

B 1R B ) A8 A 2 6 07 ik Ak, FRATT K B 56 PR
A7 AE A J7 ik ] W T 48 4 8 [ A 4k A 4
5] ) = o0 2 38 25 B 48 O 2R (T Xxd=X<<2)
AR TR R 48 4 17 51 & 4y [ A6 4 2 )7 571

7 X7 E [6] ¥ 45 4 77 91 #8417 SLP [ & fL i, 5855
FIH 22 ol [ 48] Ak 5% 46 07 125 b 2% R — B 46y T
A L # F 4n7E SPEC CPU i I A2 7 Hp A7 —
5% 2 5 ZOnHAE AT RN ), T
2832k 22 J5 v 0 TR R A 2 46 A T X A S it
gl Ak SR, H AT A TE SCHR % 11X ] B R 22
o ) g 0 5 46 %) 1) £ Ak D7 R A T IS

5 R 2% 8 — [ A A e N (6], Y 25 8 2 IR
A2 48 5 vk I 5 i R ) A A B A 1 B SR % ()
R TAT — AR R 8 2 7 91, 18 58 55 255 A il DA

U [] Fag Al B 5 05 kA T U, X T A — 468 2 R AN
Ivi) [] ) £ 2 48 7 3 7 AR AR S AN TR 1Y, 7 S e 4
A3 1Y (R A A e 4 5 vk, R AR R Y B Bl 1) i Ak PR
REC 25 . P L4 4 7 41 ) 4 Ak 46 Jr vk 1 e 3 0 K 2
A ) [ 1: — B4 4 5 S A7 78 AN [R] 1Y [6) 44 Ak 5%
W7k, T HEATIE FH IR RS 105 40 05 vk i R A48 R
P 2 AN [] [v] 440 Ak 5 4 ik 7 26 A U 2% AN T), 7 22
B T 45 ol ) ) A 2 460 T vk o R RS TTA O

AL —Ff SLP ¥ J& 5 A —SLP-M ] it fb 77
2, W 2 P 7k B AR TR R 18 4 e 8 TR R 1R
v, I VF Al B ol W] Ak 76 460 0 vk i R BRI 25, AR AR
W25 AT TR AL Ak 5% 4 i Ak . R T i e R AL Ak
¥R 7 TR BRI A 1A )R, AR SCORI) Ak BRI 1
M R[] 4 T 48 T 0 B R AR AT A0 T, SRR B
K7k, L S48 IR S0 75 5 B 1 4 B 30 D K]
A E B 1] 1 1 1 R A 25 AE 5 v 14 [R) R Ak 4
e R TR D[RR A A 4 T e B 56 2 A ), AR
SC R BRAE A 1) VR I AH DR B R, IR 4 i S
R A B B St Bl e Ak, R LS ok A )
AR PE AR A, PR R R I A R R R B 2
RUAE AL AR B2 5T 45 6 [ A4 Ak 5 48 5 1ok 1 R AR AR A7 0 25
A

SLP-M Jy 5 2o i T4 19 32 2 X 5 7 T

1)SLP-M £5& Fl I 2 b Jr ik (B 4% — oo ks =X
M, §RAS e JET shuffle 15 4 1948 55 ) it
£ TR A6 Al 5% 46, T SG BTAY PSLP A1 LSLP 25 J7 41 2
KT B — 28R [R) R AL 5% 4 7 75 . SLP-M 5 SE T T
VE LA, $2 1R AR [ A4 48 2 )5 91 5 5k R #4485 4
FEAI R fE Sy, Horp, BT oo R A A1 4 5
] ¥4 AL % o 7 i 55 PSLP ML, X T4 XM AR P,
AT B A G| BRSNS AT AR 1 FE A5 mT AT [ R
fRHE 4. 5+ — o0 %A M B A8 5 5 LSLP 1 SN-
SLP #EA7 LU, REUE IRl 44 Ak 1 4 — LL S8 1 7 1 A BE ]
P Ak 2 4 1) 4 2 17 91

2) fH F SLP-M £ & Sk FH 2 Fif [ A4 b 7% 5 J7 1%
T G A 0 R A Ak 5% 4 0 20, SLP-M 5 1k i
TR Z R0 05 1k B AT R R Ak 4 5 R v ) — SRR IR
[R5, G 2o [ b A 48 D7 v TR | 48 R RN B 5,
X2 PSLP FI LSLP 45 TAE R ¥ 1.

A CHEET LLVMv10.0 5238 T SLP-M 75 i, Jf &
T SPEC CPU 2017 MK AE#EAT T M AIEAL . 525



W IE A 2T 2R (A AG AZE 4 (Y SLP i) i U5 ik

2909

GERFW, AT A T A IR AR O BRI
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Fig. 1 Process of various auto-vectorization methods adopted by an example program
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Ali] Bli] A[i+1] B[i+1]

OO OO
© ©)
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(a) BNFESF (b) s
A[i+0], A[i+1] B[+0], B[i+1]

1, R[i+1]
(c) IME=AE
Fig.2 An example of program transformation based on shuftle
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Table 1 Equivalent Extended Expression of X
F1 XHYREMNFER

5 X B S Fb STHISEZN SN
1 X+0 XH0=X
2 0+X 0+X=X
3 X0 X-0=X
4 Xx1 Xx1=X
5 1xX 1xX=X
6 X/ X1=X
7 X<<0 X<<0=X
8 X>>0 X>>0=X

P AR g R B R A N X R X BT R AN
Feak o, LY 3R Gk 20 B A A A A E T 5 L
b B FRAE 2 B R A4 48 4 7 91 47 e A8 4 s 5 G 151 3 e
7, Horb g 3Ca) (b) 43 2 i AR J LA BRI 18 44 it
KL 3(c) 2R b 9 J A8 4 O B 5 L AT IR A
BlO] 4" &l B[O]x1, 4" e A8 48 J5 AR A5 [F] # 1)

24 “RRIEABH

TIURIKA R AR SO G A —Fh S A e

TEAT R AR 3T, Je g A Zon B i 55 i 3k A
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B[] 5 B[O] 1 B[] 5
double AISIZEL: | oo Lo OO0 WO
double B[SIZE],
A[0]=B[0]; ° ° °
A[1]=B[1]x5; ) (4 (8401 ()4l

(a) MAFER (b) (c) Al

Fig.3 An example of extended transform
B3 4 ARl

S X FREAX L XOY, FEA 2 Z0K, 7 [F B
A 3SR Rk 2 BAR O R IE A1 B Zon B
M RIEA

1) ZE 1R K 2 i ©OF GOFR & — T #k
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Ve
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RN 2 fios. oo RB R R T EHE T
AR A e, AN R BRI A B ek
TP S BRAEAT SR k2

Table2 List of Patterns of Replacement for Binary

Expressions
F*2 ZaREXEBREXTIR
JRgRiA  TIorEISE M RIAR e S

X+C, X-C, C, G, EHE, H C+C=0
XX Xx2

X-C, X+C, C G R, H C+C=0
e, Yo, C, H1 C, %ﬁﬁ ,Clcz,;iéz 2 BB,
XxC, X+X C, JEHH 2

XxC, XIc, C MG RHH, H CxCel
XIC, XxC, C, M C, 2 HHL, CxC=1
X>>C, X%C, C, MG EHE, H =20

TR B R B A 4 FroR, Hp A 4(a)
(b) 73 I3 52 i AR e LA K XTI B8 41 ] 5T 4 () R
il i R IR AR T B R AT IR A RS
PR Sy T B A, S TADA 5 48y ] A By X

quantval[0]  quantval[1]
double A[SIZE]; O @ G @
double B[S]ZE]; 14 22 725
A[0]=quantval[0]<<14; S) ©)
A[1]=quantval[1]x22 725; A[O] A[l]
(a) AT (b) HHA

quantval[0] quantval[1]
O © O©
° 16 384 ° 22725
(410] (411
(c) MM e

Fig.4 An example of replacement of binary expression

El 4 —onik R B

3 SLP-M m=E/ 7%

3.1 FHikMgE

SLP-M & — Fh ie ik 1Yy SLP [ 2 4k J7 i .SLP 1) 3
A Aib P 5k R R T RO AR I e X -fdFH (def-
use) "4 A1 i H-7E X (use-def) "8 Y A, K5
454 R 1 43 17 ) St B b 108 AR A A, 2 )
S ACRD A A A X AR, TN St ) 3 ) i R.SLP 5 ik
AN 2% S8 A W) 4 4 A F 51 Y 1) & A T SLP-M Xf
SLP (1% 25k st 76 T X R Rl k4 48 4 ) 51 1) 43 A R ik 242,
SLP-M £ %44 %t I [F] 44 4 4 77 51 #E 47 7] 44) £b 7 48k
FEAE S5 A6 JE B % A [ A 4 4 7 51 S it B 3 1) 4k

SLP-M 5| A Filiz ] T 2 Fft [ #4) Ak % 40 J5 7, 4
$5 3T shuffle 35 4 55 ¥ . AT AL, PR AR
TonRB A, g F TR, Y% R R R A A
o g7 ik mHE, X W — 48 4 ¥ 51 A B AE 2 R iE
14 [ ) A 2 38 7 vk, 5 A R ) A A B 46 T 1k Y ik
[ R [R) A, X6 F ] — 46 4 15 50 AN [7] 1 [ 4 4k 5 46 7
P AR S ], T R Al Y A TR e Ty
2, AR TR T Y BN i A BRI AR L i ) R
Je 2 A~ [a] .

i) 1. [F] A Ak 4 T vk TR R R

A A8 A 7 G A7 AR K o 3 1 ()4 A 7 46 7 ik
Bl 4an shuffle $§ 4 BLIE L AT AT 22 00 45 4 A7 5 31 R —
] et FFAE A, O T LA T AR 2407 . AR 95
26 0 3 1 R P 0 R RS Ak B 4 T i IR 4 1R B
AR BIG K, TR  E OR . e S R A
TR A5 [ R T e A T 12 ) R I N8 2 1k

i) R 2. X R A [ R T B T 1k A RS TPA

A (] [F) #4405 6 07 B AN AN ) H bR ik B4R 4 Y
A, T L e LA AR R, 2 TS e [ Bl 1 A Y R A
PEBBU 25, T B0 B P 7 vk R AT R A T AR A 25 DA
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X I 1, AR SCHE G b PR P K (R R4 fb 4 46 )5
VEBRR L, By T — Bl 207 R AT LR B A R
T AL R Pk R A A 1) B 8 07 XL TR R A B 8 11y
FE o DL 1A AR 0 50 2 98 & il it 2%
W e i 45 4 P 1) v HLAL 0T A5 4 4 5 LR AR 2R B A
[l J5U0] L= 48 4 B 9 vp B A 48 A0 T e AR SR iE S
AR & RN 2R e OB 48 2 )3 9 v ) B A 4 4 #8
SRy FEMES IR A8 4, s Iy B A3 B9 [R) # A %
07 L R R R R R, K9, F 2 AR R 8 4 )7
I JE AT L A 8l ALY, X 2845 4 17 81 ORER
182 MR AR SRR LAY A R 16 2 A s 5
il i 4> AR JBE e o B9 48 4 AR by 6 0 2 AR & OFF
SO IEAERE S, 3.2 795), IR 4 LASEHESR &
V509 2 IR [ b A 2 8 14 e B 4 2 R R s L 0
T3k 24 4 17 51 (19 [R) M AL e 4 07 X 48 F i, SLP-
M DL A 2 B0, SRS 45 5 AN TR [R] #4) Ak e 4
7 TR W BRI L, e 5 O 2O 4R AR A A BLDL K 5
A A B i A i A sh iz A7 AU A5, R S 20 A
WA B2 ok A 2l 1) BT RE AR Y HL AR L e
Jrs.

X R 2, R EEAL 154 P AR AN [ 7 vk TRl R
B T A 2l Al i R R PR RE Wi 25, SLP-M A

TR T 5% 7 A PR e 1) 5 4 2 TR B B PP Al A Bl )
AR E RN RS, N H b Ak BEFE A X R AR E
WA I, IR AV E AN ST ], ST e A
F e SO HR VR B0 R4 A 5% 4 0 0, PRAG T Ge i 3
AR P BB A £

AR SCFI FH 22 Ty % ok AT TR A A0 2 48, R Bk
HEFE A I B 7 1ok i e XU R B B [ 4
I3 T7 %, AR B8 A AR A, 38 Ao [ A4 Ak 7 48 7 1
(1448 2% I ) FH PPl A5 A8 R PR AR B B 10 O s, il A
2 [ 3l n) 4t Ak P AR I R R I EL AR AR e O =L T
PSLP Fl LSLP 45 % H B — 2% 7Y (1% [] #) £h 5% 460 O 1%,
ANAFAE 22 Tl 5] K A 2 46 Ty 125 1) 48 2% R i 43 )
b A B 3 o F8 4 14 ik B RN TR R Ak B 4 1 1 R
Ji k.

SLP-M #4775 4b B A2 L AN 5 Bt o, v )4y
o0 BT B B e A s 4 A HARP BR 1) SE k45 4 1 ik
P AR AR e 0T AR ] AR A Y A S AT Y
TGRSR 4. 2) R L e 07 i A R L B XT
FF 2 1038 4 17 9 18 238 19 [R) 4 Ak 7 48 7 5. 3) TR
P AR5 4 T 0k 0 e . TTA WA 25 O 3B B L TR DA
B A 2% A e ) R A AR G B 0y vk 4) AR AR 6 4. T T
XX 4 BRI AT A

Tisk#E
(B FETT)

e
| wmemn
T

SLP-M

Je AL
(P75 0 FESE)

AT
HEfISCAE

AR A
e SN AR
ez || s
= th 5 JE TShufflelq
R LB
R =
I EHEF A
I HI AL 5t - ;
‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ P AT R
RTGEfE
!

fii) ARG
L2

Fig. 5 Process flow of SLP-M
5 SLP-M (AL 32

32 EAEESHEE

N T B FEESE A, SLP-M i i 45 A F 5 Y
TSRS, THAZAE 2 5 H AR 2 X AR & b iy
P VRS [R5 25 O SCRR R “PCFC 5 227 i A%,
B AT 3E ok o0 3R s U 4 B 4 Oy DR BC Y R 1y
B SLP-M 1 5 45 4 7 51 rh HoAth 45 4 19 DT 7 555K
I Z (38 A R FEEFE 4 SLP-M i $: 5L i 15 4 (145

BAH 24

1)k Jj Ak BEFE 2 7 8 insts B B84 (2N
84 x_inst), WA A8 S x_inst 5184 75 HABFE S
(IC 8 4 y_inst) BYXF W AR 18] H i DE FC 5 6 50
ALt T oT ek U R R 4 O DG IRE Y R R TR
DEC T S A0 0 . TR 2 x_inst F4E 4 y_inst
Xof IO AR L A 40 A5 T 4R B S ) b S T DG T AN B



2914

AN S &R 2023, 60(12)

OF 484 x_inst 484 y_inst W EAE IS A A [H],
GEititEOm 1, gkZe i EATR O A Mgt

Q#F84 x_inst F1HE 4 y_inst WA HHUAR ],
AR 38 2 o AR AN B e 1) O SO A 4 v _inse #40h
5384 x_inst A R 2B B BAF, SE00 o0 SN B 4,
FEGETHIHEOM 1, Ak S AT Y ST S

@FFEA x_inst MFE L y_inst () BAEIEHRH],
H IV i — ok S e i e oy 5 AR [A] i #24
B B i, W Lk AT T T 1 SR
A,

2 ARPE IR 1 A A VCEL Y SN B AR AT
G insts H 5 HoAthAE 4 X5 1 UG E AN B 2 1 48 4 S SR
HEFE 4. M 2484 5 A48 4 (1 U BE 5 s A %ok
[F] B, T g i X % HR A S T Y 45 4
33 EMiEBRTENRE

1SRG ETE 4 )5, SLP-M L L HESE S 1E 5
MR, R M 48 2 7 50 h B 48 A e i o 5 BR T A 2K
HUAH [F) #R A 0 7 40 T 20 AR SORR I 45 8 7 vk i e 46
FEAE, 0% 45 0y 2O 4R B9 40 3 DL K51 A A 3 1)
B A Ah s AT AT, 8 2 g R () A A A 4y ik BLR
()5 45 )5 =X

HET shuffle 5 4 89T 17 5% e 22 A B shuffle 954,
S| AHANE 1T SLP-M HEBR 51 A8 2 8 iz 1548
i Btz e %) BLAR AR 8 07 2, A JE R T4 4 904
2B TInEAE R R R K SE T shuffle 48 4 (19 W] 44 4k
Il e 2 A 15 [ A A 110 e 48 7 =

1 HF P AR 8 ) i HE T 4R A B BRAE DL SRR AR
AR S0 T £ A g B A A B ™ R
S ABAMUHY. PR, 25 7R 48 2 7 91 iR A AR 5
T8 2 FRAESS ALUAA [m] 1Y v] 52 402 5 484, SLP-M 2344
Xof JH: 1 i HE P 72 46 g A 3o W) A A 5 46 =

P AR 4B 48 A e 4 R FLR TR S M Rk =
Y 5 48 2 5 I aR 7R 7 19 45 4 4 R 19 45 4
JPo, RS TERR Y R b N 1 is AR 4, (H R
X sedg 4] 5 R s RS — Rl Oy i =
A5l A A Zhm @S is AN, B, #5454
FATE S BEETR A B AR JEAH W 1y S840 97 e =X, SLP-
M 2B 0 HE 9 i 722 i g Ao 2 () 4 Ak 5 4 5 =X

T FR A A A R AR R A TR A
Tk NI — D RIBX FRRGHELS 5 G
TR T 046 4 R A 48 4 77 9, IS AFE B A
BAR A b 1 46 2 5 A B 1 BR = R 2 IR R
HJ2 e 46 2R LA 48 4 T 5 T bR 7R ) — [R) A Dy [ T
A, B m A S5l A S s T, Bl TR R

ARG D T IR AR Y A BRAE AN 2, R e A S
HE— 250 A AR S R R R . AR AR S
FEEHE A B VR M R A — oo R A U 5K, SLP-
M 23 X8 H 1 o0 3% 1k 2R 4 722 4 g A 2 () 44 £k

R TR AR A P A B R AR AL 5 07 X AR SOUE
FHSCHR [18] i 4% A% i X AR T, IR B AL
B figp e 1) [ ¥ 1 2 A ) R — 2D W & L 1) 4R
A%F. 5 2 MRS AN E S 2) i FE X
FEE B A%, FER FLERAE | R BAR Y IR Ak
ey U RS, RIS R G v, R L e
752 action F )44 A0 e e 5 AR B G v 3 1
43, W R N (v, action, v') =LA Y X, #H5i=0R
FIaE 6 firas. 1 82851l | 1 e 240484
Xof 2R, H: [ A e 4 07 AT 4 3R Ry H v 24 48 4 X
)5 A AR 5

AR«

& Xv: ate, b—d
[FIRA 5 8 5 Raction: b—d = b+e

[AI AL I 6 J5 AR R R 255 ate, be

Fig. 6 An example of conversion pattern
6 HAURY]

Xt F 48 4 FF 31 insts, SLP-M 1 6 25 2 2 -5
TR 46 A XA inst_pairs: 1) 54 X% v it 48 2 40 8
TFH8 4 75 insts; 2) 6 4 X HR DA A0 A insts H 6 T
T8 4. SR G, £ X inst_pairs W) A T8 SN, FESHE
2.1~2.3 7Y 41 A 14 [ A Al e 4 1) T B A 2 01 P R G
R RE 2% A B Aok 1o [ A e #5755 rb ot Dy B A D G R
AR Il S T i 4 T 4 Oy 5 R R 4 A () 28 B4 A A e
#7720, F AL % THARBIAE S patterns .
3.4 REHELEBRTENEERLHE

TEA% 2R 58 I A B AR TE 64 [ A9 AR e #0007 15 )
it VAl A R 7 1% A 3l A R PERE AR, AR A 0 R
PEAT [F) AL AL 5% #5007 05 B 6 £ 25 18 BT O 1k 19 &%
FORAERR [ A4 1 2 48 75 3k 1) 2o 43 LA B S i 1)
B PEA 0 20 AR B, AR SO AR G g R A 2 T R AR
PRI B T A MDA S P A 5 R AT () 4 e
07 TR W BB, TR BAR Y[R A A e 407 U, il
JFH R G R A X A2 R 1) LLVML A7 1) DA 452 780 ) 5 2
5 ST 16 A5 A, S DT AT AT A ) S i 1) A, A5 D)
e UL bR 508 AT S 1 PR A A 3l i) fl o P BE
W g, A SO 2 IR
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1) HZ4E 4 X B g s Alces . 5% T 1448
A8, X H AT A Bl i AR PERE I AR X L 4G
S HE A0 A 3w i A0k g VR AL O vk, BAR
w Ay

AR XF Y 2 F5 482 R ERESS RUAR ), DU £ )2

B X s TR 1

Q64 X1 2 464 4t Zon R BBk
HEHE T AR S, AR R S AR R, 0] )5 4 Akt
IR TR 1

@FHE XS 2 FAR ST ALY A5, Hk
YRR ZETUAETR], ] 5A 248 4 X i as 4 05

@DFHE XS 2 K482 MERERBUARTE, HIJCkE
ol ) 4 A B 48 T vk g LI Ry 484 S AU [R] 1 JE =X,
W] B 248 A% I 5 1R 0.

2) BEARTR S XF 1 [ B ) B AR . FE X T 1 AR
AXF, X AT H i A, HAR B 48 A X LK
PR AR RO MO T A7 45 A X 3l R v B AR Y
A X L5 PE AR R R HE A X B 3l AR RS
2, BUEAARTE A X5 1 A 2h ) e AU 25 2 5 2 48 4 %t
(4 1 3 1o i Al W g 5 A AR B30T 2 I 4 X 1 A
54X Bl 1) AR 2 R B AR s A X A 3w
AW S THE A (D PR, Ho x F oy #R R 48 4,
x.operands(k) 1 y.operands(k) 53 5l 36 4% x MH5 S »
B kD BAERL, scoregg. J& BEARTE A X (x, ) I A
Bl ] AU £ L scoregg. 2 HLZ T8 A X (x, y) 19 H 3l
LA Ens

SCOFewnoiel X, ¥) =5COregnge{x,y) +

n

Zscorewhole<x.0perands(k), v.operands(k)) . (1)
k=0
SLP-M i 2 Al 451> 48 4 X 1R R 8 5 T
(R H& AR AR 4, X 3l 1) 51k WA 18 45 ) A Ak 5% 46 7
i, [ F4 Ab i% 3 Bk £ sR 2L pattern_selection £ A5 4N
PREL 1 7.
BB £ 1. pattern_selection.
A 8L 7Y insts;
iy 3 VRTC 5B score, AHX fe I B[R] 44 5% 46y
£ pattern.
D base_inst = get_base_inst(insts); /[*>R1F
HMESE
/3 [T 36 4 9 A SRR A
@ for(each inst in insts)

®  patterns = search_pattern(inst, base_inst) ;

/i 17 14 3 A A FH B e A

¥ A B A patterns H*/
if(patterns = NULL ) then
return;
end if
if (inst = base_inst) then
continue;
end if
best_score = 0; [*best score H T i %
o P B A5 1 e/
best_pattern = NULL; /*best _pattern H] TiC
STV NINERE S S
/3 [T A ) A =X/

for each pattern in patterns

® ©00e0eve

® ®

out_inst = patterns.out_inst(); /*out_inst
FH T A7 fitt R o e 5 X
J i RS A/
score = init_score(patterns); I*fI ik
A 5 e A 2 ) 20 B0/
score = score + cal match_score(base_
inst, inst); [*TFEARE F AR AT
173 5x/

if(score > best_score)then

®

best _score = score;
best_pattern = pattern;
end if
end for

insts_score += best_score;

®O0 666686

insts_pattern|inst] = best_pattern; /*insts_
pattern T At 2 7 90 1)
RS

@ end for

@ return(insts_score, insts_pattern).

T REAR R X B Bl A I AR, W
HHEAE X2 A 3l AR LSO T AR 2
JIT 20 A 4 R Y B S 0T B9 A Bl ) A I 45 . SLP-
M B H A5 2 4R B0 4 A 4 %k A 3l i) i Al g AR
Xif 5 K B[Ry A 48 7 =X .SLP-M ) 3 b 7 12 2
J5 46 2 7 20 AR AR 1], 9 5 60 0 Y A IS 1) b
BB IAGETEFIPEAL , Se IE Al 7 R AR RO N AR 4 X 7E B
ol B 4 07 122 AR R AR A, O 38 R A AR e R A9 [R] 4
e 4 75 5K, P EAT 48 2 08 B R IR B Bl ) Al i
g VA R[] ) A 5 48 07 12 10 e % LA A4 4 X
FI 3 1a] A W i A ok BRSO AR 3 DL R K 2 1 eR
#3.
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B Y 2. cal match_score.

i 184 base_inst, 184 inst;

i H « VTR 4350 match_score.

@ best score = 0;

P AT EAT YT R A e, W HEAT 23 BT A/
@ if(can_extend trans(get_opcode(base_inst),
get_opcode(inst) ) ) then

@  new inst=get extended expression
(base_inst, inst); /*Z AT
T AL 8 3 B */

@  extend score= cal_match_score 1
(base_inst, new _inst); /*3%
TR 2 A E B H0r/

®  if(extended score> best score)then

©® best _score = extended_score;
@ endif
end if

P AT AT e R A A e s E HE Y
AR, W) HE AT 43 BT A
@ if(can_binary trans (get opcode(base_inst),
get_opcode(inst) ) ) then
new_inst = get bin_trans_expression(base_
inst, inst); *ZiRPET ZI0RIE
B el HE R AR 4 a3 B/
@  bin_trans score =1+ cal match_score_1
(base_inst, new _inst); /*3%
TR 2 A E B H0r

@ if(bin_trans score> best score)then

® best_score = bin_trans_score;
end if
@ end if

PR R AR A T HEAT ) B Ak
if(can_vectorize( base_inst, inst) ) then
@ original score =1+ cal match score 1

(base_inst, inst);

if(original score > best score)then

best _score = original_score;
@ endif
@D end if

@) return best_score.

e Y 3. cal match_score 1.

i : 184 base_inst, 184 inst;
it DCIC 534K score.

@ score = 0;

2 for each operand_idx of base_inst

(®  base operand = get_operand(base_inst,
operand_idx); *RIFIEUEFE S
B AR gy

@  new operand = get_operand(new_inst,
operand_idx); /*3R 15355 045 2 B

B2 B4R B/
/*98 FH BRBX cal _match_score K158
DG 4 A AN o3 B0/

®  operand score = cal match_score(base_

operand, new_operand);

©  score+= operand score;

(@D end for

return score.

EAHE B RS, T 5T shuffle 95 4 79 22 # J5
&5 KNS T, SLP-M DAl H il 25 75 R 9k
B3 S e~ S (i B O R oY
shuffle 4§ 4 (1 f f.SLP-M 7E 1F-{ 5¢ £ F* shuffle 5 4
AR WL 4 I, H G T Al ) ) A P 48 077 12 B Wi i LR
e WA A v 110 () R A 8 O 1k R o A PR Y
) e I ) Ky AL e 4 07 X B e #J , SLP-M ] LLVM
H SLP 52 30 B Al AR 000 5 i R R 2 7 S 1) A
A VAR A A U S5 1) A

Aib TR R Xof o7 A4 6 KT A o3 BE X SLP-M. Y 14 RE U
it 1 G 13 P ) 77 7 88K 19 5% . SLP-M I JH VR 4
A RO 28 R B R AT [R] R A B 07 1 B B, 2y
e AR e o o7 A4 PR v B B g, R P ) 26 A R A L
W2, A B T R R A B 4 0 0 B R SR T, SR
DU AR 3 X0 IO A PR g 32 3k s OF S L RE AT 8 4R T 7
Fr B PEREW 45, JF Ho b T 7% 200 A7 5E 22 19 R F AL e
ok 577 XML T3, B0 T B 2 1Y g O A i
). H 52, 1A S TR PR RE, B SRR AL
TR T 8 AR AN 2 b Y.t T SLP-M 5 ik
SLP #B 2L i 1) b Ae) 2 ] A 141, 5 AR T B 4
AL 7 A6 1 Ak 0 A R A B R T, T A
S ST P A TR R R A N AR A
F T MR 1] e R e 100 T RO T T B AR
DR [ A T B 48 2 A i 22 00 R AU 1 4 Y
ML A0 vy, PR b v B A 3 T o) Al ) e R B
R FRATTHE 92 50 vh S B 248 R 53 m] AT R 1) AR B R
B 20.

[7i) ¥4 1 45 T vk 30k 4 8 B AR S o R i 491
K7 B I 7(a) (b) 73051 O — B gl 5 4 4515 A1) 0 i
TR S H O 7 ) i 40 AR g K] AR 52 SLP-M IE 7E Ak
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B 484 x0, x1, x2, x3 4 A 19 38 4 7 91 (%0, x1, x2,
x3), HARVE RN UTAE . B, TRk B, b T ik

B 55 FA A 4 A 68 AR P e DL TE 191 A Rl
A3 e o R Ak AR R A 5 O DR IS A Y S R

FEALMETR S, SLP-M il i 48 & P9 P i 2648 4, 31 B AR TR S O TS 20 4
PP, TF 9T 2 1 23 2
1] B[Z] B score(xy, x,)=0; score(xy, x,)=0; score(x,» x3)=0; score sum(x,)=0
A[0]=B[0]; B[O] VAl VB Ak R 4 1 25
A[=B[1]<<I; score(x;, x,)=0; score(x,, x,)=0: score(x,, x;)=3; score_sum(x,)=3
A[2]=B[2]x3; 7 xz %S
B, JR PP, AV A 46 4073 2 v
3 Al AL2] A[3] score(x,, x,)=0; score(x,, x,)=3; score(x,, x;)=3; score_sum(x,)=6
o | P fhiws (3 S5 4 025
(@) FNEFF (b) A score(x;, xp)=0; score(x;» x,)=3; score(x;, x,)=0; score_sum(x;)=3
(c) MEFREEUERT A
B[0] X B[1] X3 B[3]
@ (D pattern 0: < (D pattern 1: D@D pattern 2: & (D pattern 3: @ ) pattern 4:
x GO xp = x0x1; X O x{=xlxl; x| B[1]<<C = B[1]xC' X, GO B[BI<C = B[3]1xC';  x; GO x5 = x3x1;
A[0] ® score=2 i iA[1] S score=1 A[l] score=3 \/ A[3] score=3 A[3]®) score=1
(d) 8L %F(x,, x0) (e) T84t (xys x)) IR IL 1 ) 1840 (x, x,) I FEIFIfL S
A TR R A e 4
B[l] B[Z] B[ 3

patterns:
Xy = xx1; B[1]<<C = B[1]xC"; B[3]<<C = B[3]x(";

(g) T2 H(xe x15 X x3) W EIRALEEH 7

xo x GO z x1 “N > FORIL T S
A0l i 4l ( A2l 4B1®

() FERTH(xor 10 X0 x;) KRR AL AL 2

Fig. 7 An example of isomorphism transform selection method

&7

T4, PRl x0 VR HEfE TS 4 10 434k, HoAth g 2 )
H o RBAE G215 X0 BB A HIEXR R
AH R B8 =, B384 x0 15 R FE 45 2 19 PEAG 70 %)
72 0.

R, PEAL x1 A R BEHE 48 4 19 50 5, x0 Al x2 K&
HZIeRR XSG 162 5 x1 #BCA AR A A
] I 2K, PRI w1 435310 5 %0 Il x2 £ DG i 43 B8 2 o,
x3 5 x1 (AR R A [R), 4k 22 05 5 X N AR H L, )
BN A Vs = B o MU TUE o G o 4 o 1 i g g LY LT
A AR R AL B L N AE U AR R R AR
PRI x1 5 x3 BYPRC > B0 3. 25 B, x1 AF o Bk &
(VAL 23 BOR 5 B R H Al Fs 4 DR IE 43 Fony SR, B
score_sum(x1)=0+0+3=3.

SRIG, VPAR x2 1 R 2 10 50 5k, X0 5 x2 &
AHEAERAVME [F A E X, Btk x2 5 x0 i T C 53 402
0, x1 Fl x3 #R Al 3@ it — oo KB B e 3 15 X2 #2
YEZERUAR TR B B 2K, 4k 22 15 36 % D AORE , [m) B9
A 3 TSR DR S 2 B B X2 43 i 5 xl R X3 B IR
B o3 B R 3. 25 b, x2 4 S Uk AR 4 10 E AL 43 5L
score_sum(x2)= 0+3+3=6.

i, PG X3 AR g BR SR S 1 0 B, 5T
1E R HE R 2 M PRAG S BRSO, 1515 2 X3 /E 5
HEFE 2 W PEAL 40 B0 3R b SCrH 545 31 1Y DT RE

[ AR as 7 17 £

H, 184 x2 M- BUR £, R I SLP-M UK HAT Oy S v
54

SLP-M 7E#fi & FE 4R 4 )5 , 18 RAESR 2 751 <x0
x1, x2, x3) AL & FEMEHE 2 x2 T AT 46 & X, ands 4
$F{x2, x0), {(x2, x1), {x2, x3), IR JG & ¥ &35 2 %,
R A 6 8 95 patternO, patternl, pattern2
G5 TR ORISR A R b B a8 T B 48 A X Y
LENERTImE Rty

fig A % (x2, x0) AL 5 [5] 14 Ak 5% e 8 X patterno.
pattern0 $ x0 § &AL ¥ x0', R4 3.4 15 PR B HRZE

A 0T £R PEAL 7 s, x2 5 X0 Y B2 48 4 6 IR £
h 0, 4k SL A X A AL ] PN T R A
P HE A X L RS, x2 F X0 B9 1 AN ERAE BT SO%
IV F) 8 4 43 5% B[2] F1 BO], oA AE S AUAR W], A1 it
B[2] F1 B[O] 4 B2 48 4 X B U 25 0 1, R 3 x2 1 x0”
(2R 2 > 1A BOHR 2 o B B AR, BT I Y B2 4
A XTI AR S 1, HE T A S A X (X2, x0) 76 5% 4 A
R pattern0 T 19 3 K 5 2 X B 3l ) & LU 45 R
score( pattern0) =0+1+1=2.

i A X (x2, x1) AL 5 Rl AG) Ak 5% 3 B 5 parttern] Fl
pattern. patternl 5§ x1 ¥ J@ A N x17, #R 5 3.4 5 fr
7N W B ZHE A XA PEAG 5 v, x2 5 xR 4R A
XTI 25 R 0, 2k 252 9 26 8 AR5t 18], o) JH: - 9 49 138
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PATH A L2 35 A X I 2R, x2 R XU A 1 S B E 5L
O B HE A 4 Wil & B[2) FIRS A AT, HER AR 2R
RN TR, IF BB 6 H 0 (R #6) Ak 5 125 mT 8 % Ao 48 4
5 h 5 B2 #RAE R BUA R 8 =X, Bt B[2] RS 7
PR B Z 4R 2R AR S 0.x2 F x5 2 A HAE
B E R, AT N A R A X I R
LR A5 45 4 X (%2, x1) TR 3 8E 2X partern] T 1)
ARG A X B B o 1) &AL RN score( patternl )=
1. pattern2 J&=44 B[11<<C M B ¥k B[1]xC', Hirfi x1”
JE x1 ORI HE Y, x2 5 xR RS
XF R £E A 1, Ak 25 U A X AR I, ) G A0 A
A THE R AR A XTI AR, x2 A x LA T ERAE
BT SRR (4 46 4 43 & B[2] Rl B[1], FL4R AR A
AHIE], B[2] A1 B[1] (Y B2 48 2 X AU 25 0 1. ] 38 %2
F x5 2 A BRAERCRR 2 AR, A0 R A B
JZHEA XTI AR 1, JE A R A X (2, x1) AR
X pattern2 T B LR TE A X0 A 3 1) & AU £
4 score( pattern2 ) =1+1+1=3.

54 XF (%2, x3) % A 44 4k 5 e 85 5K partern3 1
patternd, HiT 838 5 patternl F pattern2 09315 33
AL, BATEAR S A X B 2l 2 A6 I 55 43 08
301,

FETHR 58 BT A i e B =CF (B 1R 48 4 X5 19 A 2
) A R, AR A 5 328 B B 48 A R Y [ A 1k 5
#7520, 54 % (X2, x0) HA F — i [ 44 £k 2 30 A5 =
pattern0, ¥4 FH Ay 45 4% (%2, x0) [F] 14 b 46 7 =X
5 A X (x2, x1) A5 2 B[R A Ak 5% 4 7 X patternl Fi
pattern2, 11T pattern2 T 15 A& F5 4 XF 1) H 3l ) 2 1k
W 25 A X B, BRI pattern2 VB 48 4 X (%2, x1) 1)
Rl F AL 5 5 2, R B, pattern3 VE 454 % (%2, x3)
{14 ) g Ak 48 7 =X

TE 53 H1 58 L dE 2 X (x2, x0) , (x2, x1), (x2, x3) 1)
[7i) 44 1k 5 7 5, SLP-M WL 52 1 45 2 5 91 (x0,
x1, x2, x3) W 4548 4 0y R A Ak 5% 46 0 =, dniEl 7(g)
(h) s,

et [R) #4 4k % 48 77 15 5, SLP-M 5 12 5 Jiti AH
IF 5 4, I Ak B ) H - R T R R R A, R
B 5 B oA A R A A 4 A k.

XA [E] Ak B 45 4 BcE, SLP-M Tk 5 B
A1 77 1540 PSLP Al LSLP 45 & b1, MR 4J5 52 P Ak 2 4% e
SCHFRY SIMD 47 i F A (14 B A7 25 1< B R FR 3 RRAE
P s A IR 1. 25 b A A A7 AR 25 57 W4 A S B
HEA 45, A SO 2 0R Y R AR e i — oo R A AR
e 55 [R) A6 AL B 4 7 W OOF HEATRERR. A AT R AR

FHEAT )4 10 2 4 LA WA 25 D0 2F A7 1) 2 Ak, 5 00 SR
JH5 PSLP 1 LSLP & BLAY J5 5, 4 1 = 4k 5 2,
Ak 2 BE AT IR 8 Ak o3 B B B 4, B B AE A A WA 1 1)
A O X ) A AT 1R R IR

4 IBWEERSH

ARSCHETF LLVMV10.0 5238 T SLP-M J7#E, Mg ik
PR %k . H£F SPEC CPU 2017/2006/2000 F1 MediaBench™
I A B TR A 0 R R AR 3 A4S T 1T X SLP-
M J5 ¥k #E 4TI, F5 SLP J5 ik il PSLP )5 ¥ BE4T 4
. H i LLVM H 52 3 SLP J5 i 4 LLVM-SLP &
ZA4E 15T LSLP Fl SN-SLP J7 15, 78 SCA - 55 4h 2
# LSLP il SN-SLP 5 SLP-M [t % . S5 fir i 5 4L
A 4 B 25 RS K Intel 17-4 790, H: 345 4 3.2 GHz, %
B AVX2, AVX1, SSE [i] 48 4 4, Hof AVX2 (i)
A AF e N 256 b, ‘B BE A B Ab #EE 4 4> double %L
P 5 F 8 4 float 2L . AVX1 Fil SSE fY 1] 1 A # K
JE4 128 b, ‘B g 7] B A 3 2 4> double 45 5 # 4 4~
float Zi 4 . MK A0 BRAS A0 % 4 D HLAZ, 1949 PR
Al ZHE 2B, LS A7 K/ 32 KB(8way,
64B/line), L2 “}y 256 KB(8way, 64B/line), L3 iy 8 MB(
HZNIE), NWAFEN 20 GB, #:1E & 48 4 Ubuntu20.04.
SR 4 38 B R TR A TR S A A e 22
AT ORUE S T A M A R R T AR, AR
TP 18 SORAS , A SCR I iR LLVM 4 33 i A ¢
7 o Xof B A K 4 A RS AR Y PR R D, LR T
LLVM F % 37 8 DL S B 11 55 00 Ak A L A s Y,
i 3.4 75 i 34 B A D% LG AR S 4 B 136 22, AR SOy
12 T 55 08 4 s AT I R]3 AP 3 22, 4 R 43 W] A AR
Ir) 5t A0 e R 7 AR 1] e B TG, S T i f SLP-M
o 1 DI AL A B B A () 0 T N, A S S 5 R A A Ak 7R
J % o7 A4 8 T ) v BE AN R 3 20 JF SRR Iy B v 2R
JEFR T RRAE AL AL B ] 15 3 1 51
4.1 HE RN

R T 55 A SLP [ ik 7 i B 43 A Ak B e
AR 1T Z AR R A 48 2 P A R Y, B T A
Fifr e AU (0 3 m) [A) 25 5, AR ERAE SR AU L B
BORR L Bs 28 RUR [F] S A EcE AR Bk in gk 3
Ji7R.

ARSCI T Z2 R B 3 e A 5 v AR R
JP bas AT e, T &R A B A Ty B AR T
TEJCH] SLP ) st AL PL Ak 45 40 /Y O3 ik s kb,
WA LLVM % 1% %5 5% 4] SLP [a &4k Th e w1k, IF
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FTIFHABFT A LLVM O3 % AL AL I B8, AL 45 IT I8 76
A Bl 1] i A FE PR R T U0 AL S, H g 1 1 —03
—march=haswell -mtune=haswell —fno-slp-vectorize,
J5 SRR D58, A ORI 03 Fom Bk iy S iR AL.
FoAt Z2 7 [ Bl 1) & 4k 07 1 #B J2 A8 O3 ok 2% 11 #Y ik
fift b AT JT 45 € #4 1o] i AR AR 7 vk BR T I SLP-
M Fh, A SCIHR IR T 78 SLP-M Ak 3L iy 5 4] — o0
KB BN TERE, H TP —ooRis X

B AR PR B 52 ), S TR 5, ] SLP-M-
RelaceOff 7. P REZE SR AN K] 8 row, Horfr, Bl %=
AR I, N 2 7R AN [R] 7 i A6 U AR O A )
F 03 Y ¥ fig i # b LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-
RelaceOff, SLP-M fY ~F- ¥ /il 3 bE 53 %1 24 1.08, 1.29,
1.34, 3.17.%F F K& 4> F2 )5, SLP-M & E 42T T 72 )%
() PE RE, T LLVM-SLP F1 PSLP X} T2 )% (1 P AE 42 TH
JE A A /DN

Table 3 Constructed Functions

®3 MERE

W b B ERAHE W3 b B e FRAHE
a[0] = b[0]/4.0;
a[0]= (b[0]+c[0]) x5.0; BAENBORTE, XU a[1]=b[1]%5.0; BEEAURTE, PG
s1 a[1]= b[1]+[1]. BRSO, 2 ginh| %0 a[2] = b[2]%6.0; BT AR, 4 if )
a[3] = b[3]%7.0.
o) Ll B HORE R ]
a[0] = b[0}/11.0; PERTRT, A0R afl]= (B[1T+[1]) x5.0; fffﬁiﬂt‘:-‘?ﬁ*ﬁu o
$2 a[1] = b[1]%13.0. pE ke, 2 gl S0 a[2] = (b[2]+c[2]) /4.0; WRCHTHOSAE, 4R
a[3]= (b[3]+¢[3]) x7.0. )
a[0] = b[0]-4.0;
a[0] = b[0]+11.0; BRERAURTE, ARG al1]=b[1]x5; BRVERAURTH], PRk
$3 a[1] = b[1]¥13.0. e, 2 i S a[2] = b[2)/4.0; PV AR, 4 Aifh)
a[3] = b[3]x7.
a[0] = b[0]; a[0] = B{0T+[0];
a[1]=b{1]x11; BAERORT, %0 a[1]= (b[1]+c[1]) *5.0; BAENRORT, XK
s a[2] = b[2]¥11; KR, 4 it s12 a[2]= (B[2}+c[2]) x6.0; FEVE SRR, 4 ifi)
a[3] = b[3]x11. a[3]= (b[3]+¢[3]) x7.0.
al0] = b[0]<<2; a[0] = b[0]/4.0;
al1]=b[1]%5; PRVERTURTE, #2850 al1]=b[1]%5.0; PRVERTURE, XU
53 a[2] = b[2]%6; ESNpY S s13 a[2] = b[2]%6.0; PEVESEA . 4 iF]
a[3]=b[3]*7. a[3] = b[3]x7.0.
a[0] = b[0]; a[0] = b[0]+¢[0]; R ——
a[1]=b[1]%5; RAEAERA A, al1]= (b[1]+c[1]) *5.0; *%fﬂﬁjji&ffﬁ%@
56 al2] = b[2]<<2; ROEET 4 iEd) || 1 al2]= (b[2}+[2]) /4.0; ﬂ*ﬁ*‘x”‘;; B, 4%
a[3] = b[3]%7. a[3]= (B[3]+c[3]) x7.0. i

al[0] = b[0]-4;
a[l] = b[1]x5;
57 a[2] = b[2)<<2;
a[3] = b[3]x7.
a[0] = b[0]+¢[0];
a[1]= (B[1]+¢[1]) x5.0;
58 a[2] = (B[21+¢[2]) x6.0;
a[3]= (b[31+c[3]) x7.0.

KA, 4 408

BRI, REAL

BAEDEORIE, ks
FETE A, 4 JiEA

a[0] = b[0]-4.0;

af1] = b[1]%5;

s15 a[2] = b[2)/4.0;
a[3] = b[3]7.
a[0] = b[0]-4.0;

a[1]=5xb[1];

s16 a[2] = b[2)/4.0;
a[3] = b[3]%7.

BAEERAR, XUk
BEVERIEHL, 4 il

BRSBTS
JEVE AL, 4 S5EA)

BO3 MLLVM-SLP ®PSLP = SLP-M-RelaceOff (43) & SLP-M (40)
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Fig. 8 Speedup ratios of various methods on constructing kernel functions
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T T 43 BT 22 RO AR TR R R 1 R B G RO A Y
ML ZE R, 93 5 NBRAE DS BOA TR] | 18 BUATA] | 432
VEAS B B VR SRR AN [R) 14 3 S0 1 R BT 407

D AEAFOR TR 59 72 7 56 K R 7 s1, 54,
s8 % .LLVM-SLP X H i K 40 B %, 40 s1 Fil s4, R
SCs BBl Ak, R A R TR IR R R Y
fi£ PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-M X H it iif 47 2 ) 52
it T H s A, #E— R4 TRRT PEGE.

2) #AE 26 AU [R) 1Y R A0 45 DU R 52, 55 A
59 % LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff if i3 /4 A,
shuffle 8§ 4, X} H b D B0OR 1y 52t 1 8 2 & 46 (n
s2 Ml sS), $ETF TSR F 1Y B .SLP-M X% 2572 )7
RS T A Bh Ak, HE R oo R 8 SR 3 A
T R B E R S B, BE PR T TR
/) 1k BE. #1 40 LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff,
SLP-M #f %} s9 527t §~ A 2y 1] 4 ft., LLVM-SLP, PSLP,
SLP-M-RelaceOff & F| H1 1 [n] &t 3¢ 1 . ) & BR 7% |
shuffle 5 4 20 &5 560t 1 H g ml &= 4k, AT A B E
LLVM-SLP J5 &% H T I & RS =X, 15 03 %
F#R B AR IE 2 A, I Rl ok SEBR 1 R 42 T+ SLP-
M #4 s9 TR BRI S Ak, JF S T A S ik Ak,
T ITEBRAEAT LT BRIL AR TE Intel HLES b SCBR AT
POECRT, TR B 25 8 T T R P B bERE, s2 .

3) HAE B M SRR [m] B AR T A 4 I R

56, 510, s15 %5, LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff %}
T R o R R S il ) i A, A RN
HR S 43 18 ) S i 1) R Ak, KRR R I G P
PR B2 # /D SLP-M XHZ SR P #0550t 1 H 3l i
1k, MR T TSR T R AR 914 s6 A Ui
Pk | BN HRAE LLVM-SLP oK %1% 25 18 52t A 3
i) 41k, PSLP J5 ¥ Fl SLP-M-RelaceOff J5 ¥ 4% 1] ¥
LT 4 R4 B 2, (H 2 1) &= Ak ol a5
I A S 7] AR .SLP-M J7 ¥ R F T 2 i [R] 44 1L % e
053, K s6 55 1S53 AT b[0] 5 e S B[O]x 1, K5 3
i8] R or BRAE TG O A A, T S 1 )
Ak, AR T RF R PERE. X T 515, SLP-M A I
FARTHAERE R RN 5 59 2L, AR D T 1) R
PHRAE LS 20 45 A A R Y PR R 4R T

[ SRUNF v |57 - N & 12 1 BT N ) N NS 1 S BN §
LLVM A 7 i M GE PF Al A RY, PP Al T 4 B 2 6
B TR %O PRBC PR RE N A KT 9 5% LLVM 423t
22 PO A Ty 6 I I AR AR X T O3 G PR G Ak U 2
5 AN I Ge Tt &, b Rl i s A0 iR 8 R
NEF 2 A ghm Ak RS, R LLVM
PEAR A AUAS 0 A ek 2D g 48 A AR . SR T, SLP-M
J5 ¥k B ) i A B 48 AU 2 T A T i, X
WL SLP-M 5 ¥E B9 0 H 3l 1n = Ak LAk Re 0, hE
b A 44 T 1) AR MR AR

B LLVM-SLP #. PSLP B SLP-M-RelaceOff (78 30) & SLP-M (/R X0)
30
SS
Y5t
g
ym
=20+
g
4
N -
215
> v
I 10 ;
E ‘N Z
= 5L Y 4Nl Y
N 7 4 v i | / 7 7| . 7
SINY [ A PR AR 28R IR R el weed o

sl s2  s3 s4 5 s6  s7  s8

s9 510 s1l sl2
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Fig. 9 Reduced instruction costs of auto-vectorization methods on constructing kernel functions

Ko MasEaz.o s A Bhia AL IR A R AU

4.2 SEBRR R0 i H

2% 3N S B S 4 SPEC CPU 2017/2006/2000 Al
MediaBench?2 & i il 3 4 H 3 B 28 4 9 % 0 pR ER
RS R B, ane 4 o 4@ R A% 0 R BT e Be 3
Bk A TERF 1A GUURN 22 AR ST R B AR ALY
AR (U A= 4 22 GRS HURI AR OC ZR 00 B 5 ), 3l
HERZMAE R4 o), AR TR A
) [0] ) BB 2 S | A G AR AE R BUR ] | RAEASBOAR TR,
[) B 5 28 0 R A5 A 22 S AR S 3 AR A 26

2 AT [l — A %0 pREL, A8 45 B A8 47 I 1) 5
20 min, PLIs /N R BRI 2.

ARSI T Z 80 A Bl 1) A AR RO R
s AT I R), TR T &Rl [ B 1) A AR X T O3
IR b, 5 R anE 10 Bras, b, Ak 2R A R
¥, GNGh R R R 6] 7 A I AR 3 A 6 F O3 i
fE f 34 [, LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-
M [ 5F-E He4 5h 1.0, 1.25, 1.1, 1.6.SLP-M A %}
T LLVM-SLP( {2 ¥ LSLP Al SN-SLP) fif - ¥ 1% fE 4=
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Table 4 Description of the Kernel Functions
F4 Bl R
T PRI E[iB2 B3] WE
1 gl render vb OpenGL %% ( SPEC CPU 2000 177 ) PAEANEORIR C
2 uls PERL #ifi%7 ( SPEC CPU 2006 400 ) B RORIE c
3 cale_pair_energy YRG5 (SPEC CPU 2006 444 ) BAEAN ORI C++
4 start_pass_fdctmgr E& 4 (MediaBench2 cjpeg ) PRI C
5 ssim_end|1 X264 4if#t (SPEC CPU 2017 625 ) PRI C
6 box_UVCoord LB (SPEC CPU 2006 453) Y S NE| O+
7 intral6x16_plane_pred mbaff x264 Fifi#fth ( SPEC CPU 2017 625 ) PRAEABORNZTA ) C
8 intral6x16_plane_pred X264 4ifitfith ( SPEC CPU 2017 625 ) PR ORI AR C
9 start_pass %45 ( MediaBench?2 cjpeg ) PRV BRI RUR [ C
M O3 W LLVM-SLP # PSLP B SLP-M-RelaceOff (43) R SLP-M (43)
7
6 |-
- TR L R S LN
o ¥ \CA oF
‘ s \@g\b o o>
e
IURA WA
Fig. 10  Speedup ratios of various methods on kernel functions
B 10 SR EAEAZ O R A 10 L
TtT 40.4%, MRS T PSLP fY-F-HPERESE T T 21.8%. Vist{0]=i3;] [*s+=(US)(u & OxFF); PIL0];
AN N s W 51 >\ oF K viist[1]=i-2; *s++=(U8)((u >> 8) & OxFF); pli[1]=j+1;
T E 7 *ﬁ g *EF /ﬁE /f’tjf /f XT% Bﬂ:m }Eﬁ *Z L [Z' éﬁ( gﬁ vlist[2]=i*1; *s++=(U8)((u >> 16) & OxFF); pli[2]=j+2;
PEOUAL B9 45 3L, L2 23 il XA [R) AV E A4 AN ] Vs3I0 | s =(US)(u>>24) & OXFF): || plil3]=/+3;
ﬁé,ﬁ;%}é g;j R Z: lg] ﬁé'ﬁz/l\ﬁ&*% ,ﬁ;;;é ﬂ B,(J 3 % %%J? i;:_F (a) gl_render vb (b) u2s (¢) calc_pair_energy
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XA 1 RBAE BN W B FEIT, SLP R REA AL
P2 T 1% 25 #E P B9 PE fiE, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-
M A G 2 4 T I A BT R BE . X R R gl
render_vb, FoR O AES i BEANE] 11(a) fios, )R8 4 %
T R A Y, (H RS 4 S50 A AE A B iR AT
G PR LY i — 0 AR Ny 0, AR AR AR S R TR AN
J2 [ #4) /4, LLVM-SLP A X i & 7 52 it [ 20 1] = 1k,
PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-M % H: 52 )i 17 1 zh i) &
b, HARBAS TR B sh i Ak A s g A an &l 12
JE7Rs R SR u2s, HoAZ AR B an 151 11(0) firi,
LLVM-SLP 71 PSLP [n] ¥4 1k 5% ¥ g 77 8¢ 55, JCi% % H
PEAT RV RG AR 2 B, DRI R o St 1 3 1) Ak, S B
PLbR I AT, 1 SLP-M-RelaceOff Fil SLP-M /4%

Fig. 11 Code fragments of the kernel function with different

numbers with opcodes

BT AR A0 R B US  B

vmovdqa %xmm1, meml[] vpbroadcastd mem1[], Y%oxmm1
lea  -0x3(%rcx), Y%edx
mov  %edx,mem2[]

lea  -0x2(%rcx), Y%oedx

vpsubd %xmm0, %xmm1, %xmml
vmovdqa %xmm1, mem2[]

(a) O3/LLVM-SLP (b) PSLP/SLP-M-RelaceOff/SLP-M

Fig. 12 Assembly instructions generated by the code
fragments of the function g/_render vb

B 12 pR%k gl render vb AR1H F WA LAY I SR8 2

Al H S A S ) Ak, (H S M AR ST G0 bR e
) BE, i I A B I g A P & B, SLP-M K 32 b %
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ey 8 b A AUEHE b AR B T AH i 04 AR X 5 U A
DL R4, EX A OL T A 2] i LA fE Al ok
PEBE W £5 , R T AE St ) AL PEAG AR SCR AT
LLVM PG AR R, 43 B J2 A7 W4 14, PR X
AR P S T iAo REON AR R Y. R
calc_pair_energy 5 pR¥ gl_render vb Z5fP), W 11(c),
SLP A X H 52t [ 3) ) & fk., PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOfT,
SLP-M X} H 5Lt 1 A 2l ) i fk.

X 2 KRB AE R AR R B R ¥, SLP-M 5
LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff . %5, %} i% 25 #2
J¥ P BE 0 45 T 0 B S K. X T eR B start_pass_fdctmgr,
HoAz o AURS 7 B &l 13(a) B 2%, LLVM-SLP, PSLP,
SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-M #B X} H: 57t 1 7] £ 4. pR %L
box_UVCoord 2 b3 & 18l 13(b) s B A1 F B,

tmp1 = quantval[0]<<14

tmp2 = quantval[1]x22 725
tmp3 = quantval[2]x21 407
tmp4 = quantval[3]x19 266

(a) start_pass_fdctmgr

i PR A TE H 3D ) A0 EOR I B 5 1 BRI R D of
2, (145 2 5% 1 ) e 4 O AR W) A4 B JE =X .LLVM-SLP
KX E 13 (b) Hh#R )P St T A 3l i 4k, PSLP Al SLP-
M-RelaceOff i Az i 1] Ht B 7446 4, X5l 13(b) iy
T S0t T 3 i) i AL SLP-M 5 ¥4 bRk 1R 4 ek
Pe vk 484, IR 1) dik 3fe 1k 45 4 % L ST ik Ak, 5
PSLP b4, oK AE BUAE BF 55 R Y 1) ot R i, fh T3l 1
PEAEAH T BRI 484 78 Intel HLES I 52 bR $0UF T 0T %
5, UL R T TR AR, B TR] B 3l
A A BRI Sm ARSI IR 14T 7 . PR ssim_end 1 1% >
FRAS LA K AAR 73 I g AR RS G 5] 13 () F Al 14
Jf 7% , LLVM-SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff, SLP-M #f
Xt Hoazit A gh Ak, e P S BRI G AR
SAK.

result{U] = (1.0/ 4.0) + (P[X]/ 4.0);
result{ V1= (1.0 / 3.0) + (P[ Y]/ 3.0);

(b) box_UVCoord

int covar = s12x64—s1xs2;

}

float ssim = 0.0;
for(int i = 0; i < width; i++)

return ssim;

static float ssim_end1( int 51, int 52, int ss, int 5§12 ){
static constintssim_c1 = (int)(0.01x0.01x255%255%64+0.5);
static constintssim_c2 = (int)(0.03x0.03x255%255%x64x63+0.5);
int vars = ssx64—s1xs1—s2xs2;

return (float)(2xs1xs2 + ssim_c1) x (float)(2xcovar+t ssim_c2)/
((float)(s1xs1 +s2xs2 + ssim_c1) x (float)(vars+ ssim_c2));

static float ssim_end4( int sumO[5][4], int sum1[5][4], int width ){

ssim += ssim_end1( sumO[i][0] + sumO[i+1][0] + sum1[i][0] + sum1[i+1][0],
sumO[7][1] + sumO[i+1][1] + sum1[i][1] + sum1[i+1][1],
sumO[i][2] + sumO[i+1][2] + sum1[i][2] + sum1[i+1][2],
sumO[7][3] + sumO[i+1][3] + sum1[i][3] + sum1[i+1][3] );

(c) ssim_end1

Fig. 13 Code fragments of the kernel function of different types of opcodes
B3 OR[EHRAE R AZ O pR IS B

vmulsd mem1[],%xmm0,%xmm3
vaddsd %xmml,%xmm3,%xmm3
vmovsd mem2[],%xmmé4

vdivsd %xmm2,%xmm4,%xmm4

vmovapd mem1[],%xmm2
vdivpd %xmmO0,%xmm2,%xmm2
vaddsd %xmm1,%xmm2,%xmm?2
vmovapd %xmm?2,mem?2[]

vmulpd mem1[],%xmm0,%xmm2
vaddpd %xmm1,%xmm2,%xmm2
vmovapd %xmm2,mem2[]

(a) O3

(b) LLVM-SLP/PSLP/SLP-M-RelaceOff

(c) SLP-M

Fig. 14 Assembly instructions for the code fragments of the function box_UVCoord generated by various auto-vectorization methods

K14 ZF0 [ shm Ak 2+ R box_UVCoord R R Wik iU S tE 4

Xt FER 3 AR R R RN R AR P, X2
it 7 8 P 22 b [R] K A 2 46 07 16 9 kAT A BRI 4%,
AREX H S A B AR, B AR e e s

t A SLP-M i 3 42 TH T2 R R 7 i PR RE. AN ek %K
intral6x16_plane_pred_mbaff, H: 2. JZ 0GR K% 0015
FrBAn e 15(a) B, Horb i J2 RN B, 4% 3R 7E A
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xprd++ = (imgpel) iClipl(max_imgpel value, ((ibb + (i—7) x ib) >>5));
xprd++ = (imgpel) iClipl(max_imgpel value, ((ibb + (i —6) x ib) >>5));
xprd++ = (imgpel) iClip1(max_imgpel_value, ((ibb + (i —5) x ib) >> 5));
xprd++ = (imgpel) iClipl (max_imgpel value, ((ibb + (i—4) x ib) >>5));

(a) intral6x16_plane pred mbaff BREARHS B

vmovd %r8d,%xmml

mov  0x2ee9(%rip),%ecx
mov  0x34bd3(%rip),%edx
shr  $0x6,%edx

lea (%rdx,%rcx,1),%esi
mov  %esi,0x16767(%rip)
lea (%rcx,%rdx,2),%esi

vpinsrd $0x1,%r10d,%xmm1,%xmm1
vpinsrd $0x2,%esi,%xmm1,%xmm1
vpinsrd $0x3,%edi,%xmm]1,%xmm1
vinserti128 $0x1,%xmm1,%ymm0,%ymmO0
vpbroadcastd 0x2e88(%rip),%ymm1
vpaddd %ymm1,%ymm0,%ymmO
vmovdqu %ymm0,0x1670c(%rip)

vpermd %ymm3,%ymm1,%ymm3
vpmulld %ymm2,%ymm3,%ymm3
vpbroadcastd 0x2eb5(%rip),%ymm4
vpaddd %ymm4,%ymm3,%ymm3
vmovdqu %ymm3,0x16739(%rip)

(b) 03

(c) LLVM-SLP/PSLP/SLP-M-RelaceOff

(d) SLP-M

Fig. 15 Code fragments of the function intral6x16_plane pred mbaff
B 15 BREL intral6x16_plane_pred mbaff {XA% Bt

s AL AT, X FASFE A B AR 5 R AN TR
aani=8, A 117188, (i=7)xib 25 6
ib, 55 4 1715 A By (i—4) xib ¥ &y ib<<2 LLVM-SLP %
Xof J b A P S ) 2l 1) A4k, PSLP K oR 40 S T 1)
P AL 46, FLJ2 5 VR 0 35 22 B30 ik 1 F AL 4 4, 45 1)
s Ak ToPE BB 25, PRI A St 1) dk Ak SLP-M [R] B 356
Bz H T RAR R — ek O AR e, 4 pR AR R [
I, AR T A shim Ak, $E7 T MR, Bk
AN 7 1 I 4 AR RS 1 15(b) (e) (d) iR

PR intral6x16_plane pred & U>LHS F BX WAl 16
T~ , 5 BREL intral6x16_plane pred mbaff 251, R
SLP-M J7 ¥k A% % L 95 A 8 ) 4k,

PREY start_pass 7% O AR B BEUn & 17 PR, RS
Ji b AR A 2 TR R 1, fHL 2 2 1R 28 A A 3 ) i Ak i
i F T S AR E A 1 ((b[0]x16 384)+1 024) >>
11 5% b[0]<<3, 284 J5 i 18R] I A 2 R F ), LLVM-
SLP, PSLP, SLP-M-RelaceOff 4 4 % H: 52 jife [ 5 1] &
&, SLP-M | Fl 2 [6) b 10 5% 46 75 1, X228 P4 7%
P AF iF 3 3 AN shuffle 78 4 #E47 97, SR )5 i 2
PR AR Wk b[0] e B A B[O 140 (B X, E T

for (i = 0;i < MB_BLOCK SIZE; ++i)
(
1
mb_pred|[j][i] = (imgpel) iClip1(max_imgpel _value,
((laa + (i =7) xib + (j =7) x ic + 16) >> 5))
1
s

Fig. 16 Code fragments of the function intral6x16_plane pred
Kl 16 PREL intral6x16_plane pred A% B

R n By e S R A T 2K, JF S T A s sk, A
RETE TR R PERE, B g A W 17 TR .

i bR BB R EE R AT LA, TR 1
KT, BT u2s &b, SLP-M 5 H A b 5 003 e 41 O
Py 1 s A AR AR R T R, X TS 2, 3 K ¥, SLP-
M LT HoAth Ty . JUH X T2 3 S5y, HoAh i )y
2 T0 R X AR P AT A 0w 4k, T SLP-M AT i
FIRT T ZER TR, N LRI E TR
VEAS Bl 45 A 28 B W] 69 72 7, R T B — 1 [R] 44 1k
SA T D SR 1) Bl ) iR BB AR I AN R e
(49, SLP-M FI| H1 T Z ol [ ¥ £ 5 46 T 0, O %o Lk A7
P, AT R THX KRR T PERE.

5 4.1 95 284, AR Scal o LLVM [ 4 19 T e T
flRE I PEAG 1 & B 3l ) 44 05 v 0 T 52 B i A%

a[0]= ((b[0] 16 384) + 1 024)>> 11;
a[1]=((b[1] x 22 725) + 1 024) >> 11;
a[2]= ((b[2] 21 407) + 1 024)>> 11;
a[3]= ((b[3] ¥ 19 266) + 1 024)>> 11;

mov meml[],%ecx

shl  $0x3,%ecx

imul  $0x58c¢5,mem2[],%edx
mov  %ecx,mem3[]

add $0x400,%edx

sar  $0xb,%edx

mov  %edx,mem4[]

imul $0x539f,;mem5[],%ecx

vpmulld mem1[],%xmm0,%xmm3
vpaddd %xmml,%xmm3,%xmm3
vpsravd %xmm2,%xmm3,%xmm3
vmovdqa %xmm3,mem?2[]

(a) start_passFREURIS B

(b) O3/LLVM-SLP/PSLP/SLP-M-RelaceOff

(¢) SLP-M

Fig. 17 Assembly instructions for the code fragments of the function start_pass generated by various auto-vectorization methods

B 17 250 A shimm e 35 T 8% start_pass A% R Wi A AT i $5 5
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Fig. 19 Speedup ratios of various auto-vectorization methods on whole benchmarks
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5 2 M 25 AU 416.gamess, SLP-M # Lt F
PSLP i 15 416.gamess V:fig T B . A1 & F B 7 % 15
Ja A BRIC GRARAS, 4381 LLVM ) PE Ak AR A, & B AR
JF 1 BE R B I A SLP-M 2 7 A8 e 515 (14, i 42
T LLVM A9 35 455 R o B i A0 LLVM oK 7843 %
JEHR b b RS R b AR A RO AT AU AE R L )
TA I b Jo R 55 AR 7 AR e, FIA R AT I AR L 2T S
Jiti TC R TR AR B, S BORE PR BE R R

Xt FE 3 Fh 2R AN cjpeg, 433.milc, 447.dealll ]
RFEJF, SLP-M 5 PSLP X} F iR R J3 14 i 45 T i )3
R, X TR R 2 By ke St A A 1 5
e OB F Y 8 R, Xk SRR P SLP-M L
T 55 PSLP 251 [l 44 £k e 4 7 1 (T shuffle 5 4
(A% 47 30 BEAT 1) Ak, W0 433 mile 1 447 dealll #4
DR, RN X L k.

SLP-M Xif & {5 1) 4 il £ T 1 A 15O 4% 0 sR EOI0
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