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Abstract Central processing unit is the most important computing infrastructure nowadays. To maximize the profit,
architects design the processor microarchitecture by trading-off multiple objectives including performance, power, and
area. However, because of the tremendous instructions of workloads running on the processors, the evaluation of
individual microarchitecture design point costs minutes to hours. Furthermore, the design space of the microar-
chitecture is huge, which results that the exploration of comprehensive design space is unrealistic. Therefore, many
machine-learning-assisted design space exploration acceleration methods are proposed to reduce the size of evaluated
design space or accelerate the evaluation of a design point. However, a comprehensive survey summarizing and
systematically classifying recent acceleration methods is missing. This survey paper systematically summarizes and
classifies the five kinds of acceleration methods for the design space exploration of the processor microarchitecture,
including the workload selection of software design space, the partial simulation of workload instructions, the design
point selection, the simulation tools, and the performance models. This paper systematically compares the similarities
and differences between papers in the acceleration methods, and covers the complete exploration process from the
software workload selection to the hardware microarchitecture design. Finally, the research direction is summarized,
and the future development trend is discussed.

Key words  processor microarchitecture design; design space exploration; performance model; workload selection;

software simulation
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processor) . 8 K $5 44 48 ¥ (very long instruction word,
VLIW) . k[ £ 4b # 2§ (chip multiprocessor, CMP) . #
Je 0BT & 8 N % F 4R Rl R #% (application
specific integrated circuit, ASIC) 1 ¥t 7 1] 4 & 12 44 f4:
%1 (field programmable gate array, FPGA). 4b P 2§ {2 42
P R DL R AR 45 S R & B 22 A7 (cache) |
84 8 1 2% 17 (instruction cache, Icache) . $ 4 = 3 2%
17 (data cache, Dcache) . 43 % H 5 2% ¥ (branch target
buffer, BTB). # 1l 9% % 2% b (translation-lookaside
buffer, TLB) . 43 3 #iil il #% (branch predictor, BP).

EX 1 it R TR AR R, AR B R
S W G AN ) B R AR 1] £ e, 1T B — > x BBk
PR — AV A A AR B s R R A i T 58
B (W RE AT A5 ] D.

TE X 2. PERBHE A5 . AN [R] B33 s e X5 1 A ] 1) 7
RELE . N TIPS R S x i M BeHE Ay, FRATTE
AL MK HFRIR Ay = ForIE . A PRERRTT 23 ]
PR P S M M AR AR AL S BT I ] Cexe-
cution time) . % 5% 1§ 2 1 il 1 £k (cycle per instruction,
CPI) . %5 J5 31 (%) #8 4 %L (instruction per cycle, IPC) | BE
#E (energy) . T3 (power) , [fi X (area), & & A 1M: fig
T8 Br £ F5 58 #E 4E iR F (energy delay product, EDP) 4.
Al A TR Re R AR S, FRATT
ARG T — DA (sample) .

TRARA T 25 AR B TAE AL & X R 46 45 19
., S 2 BRI T B E UL TP OGS4
(R 308 X BE 48 A 04 52 e 4. BB bR A R R
o, PUAk H s R B/ MR BE TS A iy T 5% 22, P
Yo xop i 22 S AR R 25 Y, wldR K Ak B S
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EX 3. MR Em ML X T 2 Hirik itz 1
MIRR, | E N5 Z — 2R B0 BI6 50w
(Pareto optimal set) ™"**". 45 5 — > n A~ H b5 09 £ /Mk
[f] B, 4
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Wl x B S, B x> x, 5 0 xS 9 X i S, B
x* o x AE TR BB s, BOR B AL R T R ST
) —ZH B SR I R AR AR 5 Q. AR XS4
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19 1% 55 1 (genetic algorithm, GA), X FR ik fb 5 3=
(evolution algorithm, EA), ¥ {5 B g5 R F FIE AL
JE L WUV IR T X B — AR, i T3 N eR 0T
fEANA, 8 e 28 X, AR S SRR A T — R
BECHRER) , MAIEFRIER A, BB AW
ARSI RE. A6 T A R R I, 0 e
W 28038 R — A 1) (BRI JE ), 38 2 28 2 A4~ )
et AL O ) A SRR, 3N R PR RRCR O T IO
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AL AERRAE A, R GRS R R AR 1 M B R
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11272, AL R MR Jr i 55 BB e —
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BN R AR A S e RIENRE DO, B
BL—MXR, EHHRRE DO BRERKELT A -
R AN =3 1 B s o I O ) B O 4 N =3 1 B2
RE, AWrEE 5P R AL &0 RER L
Jc A DL it 3T 05 2 o 0 A5 i e AR I SR EL
43 ¥ (principal components analysis, PCA ) & — F 5 fiF
R 4 5 3%, 3 3 A OB 0 L O R O R S Tt B AL AR
(FR Ay 32 B3 ) SFe T B A8 5 22 [A] 1 PN 76 AH DG PR . 32 AR
SRR SRR KA G M ACE IEERR N
PCA-H). 7E i ] T it 25 RAR Z I, Jo B 27 2] Wi
T ZR AR A G e 0 S R AiE 7 Oy — 4 ) 2 AT 52
SRS RN B A Ty vk T A R A R R,
R 24 7 A 1] 7 4 o AR 3R M ) R AR S, A B S 2
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A W 2] SR AR A bR S B (N SR AR T AT
o] IO AR 0 R AR L N A B o 2T
BRI A Z 8RR 1 4 ) AR R BOE R AR, R
PERE VPG 16 A5 4F 8 B0 pr 4, R B UL P Al T 2L 3Rk
HOE s 2H L 24

Z 1 2 2k 1 1] 9 (linear regression, LR) i [ #l &
—DNIC MR TR, 8 e/ Z e Ak 4 2% o5
. £ 2 115 (lasso regression) 34 A& 51 p& Kl it 17 &
4 — 6 [n] 9 2 5. A 2% 1A (spline regression) fifi H £
B Z2 T 2 M [l I 0 A AR B AT 005, R DR AIE X
S i 2 ) 2 1 A A 2 T

FE TR R E R g7 ik h, SZRFm R AL (support vector
machine, SVM ) ¥ iy A =5 [8] 45 5% 2] = 4k FRAE 25 W] |,
T B /I e BN SR ok KR, 22w UL D EL ) e AN B
SR DK SN B R, O O 6 7 T X B A I A R
WO A% oR B 45 A 1) 2 oR 2. R BT i & (Gaussian
process, GP) i 15 Yl R %441 ok H — 4> 22 70 i i 43 A
YA ) 2 B 7 22 W Al ik — D P O TR E
PRI A . I i ao P 455 3 5 A R A X B8 B L AR
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(ERLIENEK=R73

N T #2545 (artificial neural network, ANN), fij
FRAh 22 W 2. LA 43 22 5 2 2H 0 2%
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Fig. 1 Design space exploration after acceleration
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Table 1 Category of Acceleration Methods for Processor Microarchitecture Design Space Exploration
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Table 2 Comparison of Acceleration Methods
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Table 3 Comparison of Workload Selecting Methods
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Table 7 Comparison of Partial Simulation Acceleration Methods
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Fig. 2 Statistical sample simulation
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Fig.3 Synthetic simulation flow (SFG"”)
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& AL T AR By JE T S B B SR Ty

Table 8 Comparison of Design of Experiments
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BIFE T2 (8] BEHCH AR 31 A5
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MBI L8 58 3 B — A hm A, BIBR T 142
B, RS HCS T SR XA S ECR AR T &
T2 8 E U (S E Y BTN 5).
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FEEE.
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AL, SRR AR RS, TR LA RIS
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Hr it 8 BRI B &, A GO H 2 1
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Y S O HUEL, 4 37 155 JR) & Icache Fl Deache [ f
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THas B A6 0-1 5 LR, a8 S 80U B Ay i i
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Table 9 Comparison of Iterative Searching Acceleration Methods
F 9 ERERMEFHEMITLL
e T Ty FRBRAE R TR R BB As )
SCHR [174] SRS Tob PR RS
SCHK [64] R . B0 cache fHH
Je k= SCHR [66] R | B FPGA ##%
SCHiR [175] kg R R VLIW
SCik [176] C RN REL7N 4 CMP
SCHK [71] GA BER LRE
SCHK [72] 2 JEUAHL JTRIEER+GA Hit% CPU
SCHik [73,177] [EXES GA VLIW
Sk [171] Z I mE GA Hf% CPU
SU[ERES SCHR [117] TELLI/GA/ME CMP
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- ik [67,97] AdaBoost. ANN CoV Hl% CPU
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Hies
SCiik [34] ALK EI CMP
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R IARBS
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SCHk [25] ZRRZ — TR RAC R AE CMP
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SCHik [26,168] Y Na PN G i R ACh AR CMP

T " FORZITE R R EEE T RTL (LB 97 RPIRERESE AT

2)HAE AT
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R LIV & Wik

ALk, WK Lk,
FI AR e ) SR O AL AR
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Z Hbn itz (8], 6l BEAL T FE Rk X — AU Y
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A A Py A

B XS LE 1A RAERAUGR K A R T S
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ERAFSE LN
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VILW 4b $ &% B 3% 11 25 [d], I {fi F§ Takagi—Sugeno £
W22 G Al T B Ak (4 1 BEFE 5. GPRS! ™ WA f a1
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Ak S HE Y 8t 15 57 (nondominated sorting genetic
algorithm, NSGA ) 42 7F 15t 1% 53 15 38 fin =% JEih R4t i
A 9 557, Mariani 48 A7 2 H ML-NSGA-IL, f B
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$E 07 1, SR b e IR DU 30T 00 A6 5 2, A AR
PSS AR (B FR Sy e N T R R ) X T A #E AT O
X R SR A I 15 T A BE T AR R DY A R E L A
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iation, CoV) /8 AN & B, Li 55 A" 2 th ActBoost,
3 Ao A BN TP 2 I 26 455 U DT A S [ B 1 A5 A Co,
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K EHVI 48 b, T8 0T A% Ak 045 30 4248, )T e 0
o AR RUAS B % 7 25 (AR T ROR, IRE MERE 5 T R
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T AN TN E B, BTG A E A A HVI
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ARG PE. BL Ak, i85 FPGA R 5 42 i B R v
FEATIBAT R, ATk Ak BE 2 1 3 43 B 423 32 i
b B A R AT 0 AL, AT LS R L AR R 1A
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Table 10 Comparison of Simulation Tools

F10 BT EARILL
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6.1 ERHFE
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T H AUH TR SoC Ry RGP RE. DL T RIEARLEA W
S Ty v AR bR 0 SR 0 B L g T 2
FEALLAR I Z5 5 R Fb M 23R AT 22 DL SCHR [119, 192].

SimpleScalar” J&—~ UZ AR FY BRI 25, P 2 Bk
FROR 2 Austin 1 BA$2 H, SCHE6 & PR 40 | 73 S
D 2R B4 . cache BEAUL L7 Ab 3 A8 452 40 45 22 A A =
sim-outorder % x{ & 3# 2R 1] ik 500 KIPS. Manjikian'"”
P J& SimpleScalar VL 37 L2 iR L.

SESC(SuperEscalar Simulator)”” J& 2005 4F 4& i1}
(0 JE S HE A B AL 2%, SCRE A AL B AR . CMP., fFNTT
. (processing in memory, PIM) FI1£& F2 £ #0) .

gem5" il & GEMS F1 M5 #5481 25 114 J5) 40 v
BELAS. M5 SRt 1 — > B2 ) G B EHESR . £
Fidig & 4RI ZFh CPU £27). GEMS FH — TR0y . W]
PUAT B A R GE R 4D FE X SE T BB, 46 SCHF 2 sy
A — BRSO B BIAL. H AT, gemS R RKZ
Bl 78 4 % (ARM, ALPHA, MIPS, Power, SPARC,
x86) . Qureshi % N\ "5 S0l H Y R Z B HOF &
gem5-X, F5Y T AERE S B BT S MR &

Sniper" ™ Hi b FIl B} 78 K 2% Carlson A BA7E 2011
AR, LR IX (R4 MR A, JF7E Carlson 25 A
Ji B2 () HLAMASE AY T A A (5 7. Sniper 38 £ 4485 5 09 /5
FE A G 5 B LT 55 PR O R AT O FOAR S5, 38 i A
— JE WK JE 4 SRR DL 3 2 42 T, 7R — > 8 X FR £
Ab PR AR E R —A 16 B RGNS, IAE] T 2.0 MIPS 1
AT e 0 L R, AT AUL R R SR S0 o A AL
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6.2 TFEMHEL

FIJH FPGA 5 Zebu 45 B 71 15 7 B 15k 1 7 2
3 3 B () 3 AT A 0 B4 b TR A ) D R AR 2 )
BELA . FH 5 T AR, FAME" 3% F 3 A4k B E 47 4047,
45 P/ . A RTLAR B | Rk /2 2
it R 10 LT AN R R RN 6

Table 11 Comparison of Hardware Simulation Platforms

R 11 EHRIT ERIXLEE

Gy PA MR MR RO (Mﬁﬁ%
2007 FAST™ QEMU FPGA 1 1.20
2009  ProtoFlex*""" FPGA Bt 16

2010 RAMP Gold™ FPGA FPGA 64 0.78
2011 HAsim™ FPGA FPGA 15 8.47
2018 FireSim™’ FPGA FPGA 4096 3.42

TE: BRI MIPS/A%. =" R SCHRTCIZER.

FPGA J A5 40 4 A HAT — 52 (0 i 1 2, I3 it
TAEATH B, HOB AT — B b S T O 1 B A
K AR ER D 1 SR gL PRI AE T, M AR SR K
PRELRL, FF & FPGA IR A% 14 X B 5 g, o 3l A AW
RE AR I 2 119 D O B8 B A 8, YA R R At = )2
WA 155 T 8 0 B o T 10 SRt A1, FPGA &5
A KA AT 4 R BT, HLTF B % 18 FPGA iz
AR

FAST™ K 52 51 75 0 43 A 4500 41 4 5 424 1) 4
P Ty il A5 TR 4 12 R I R G B A R 4 . T fig
TR fiff FH B i ) 4 R GRS L 4 2E AR A R 3, A
PE T REAS L il A 4D 3% RE 05 9l T 7 1k, 76 FPGA il
If PP A D) $t i R B LY R R 2 BR T CPU 5 FPGA
Z 8] 1 38 15 4 9E.

PROTOFLEX"™"*" U {IE T GEAR 4011 FPGA Jin ik,
Vo 1F 28 AL BEES 10 $AT B LB FPGA Y — 4G
M2 1T SCHATIE b, BRAL T &2 44, DI RER
HRIKF] 63 MIPS.

Tan % A\ ™ § 45 76 2010 4F 2 i} RAMP Gold, 1)
B 64 NP0, 4 S T RE AR R B PP A A 7 1)
B |- ) F DSP 55 5% 500 3 K AT . B A5
FF SystemVerilog, #1] F§ BRAM % J§ ##5% cache, {H A
AR B Eg AL SCHER [196] Bl S 42 1 FAME, BF
G T A S 43 WL RN 45 R 2 G 18 32 O W 22 i) ) 52 L.

HAsim™" 5% F 40067 B B 43 52 9 7 A5 40l 2 4%
AbBR R K L M2, il — 3 FPGA T B — 9 4 31
K LR R R, B AL 44 B F b R 2R I, A A
U 2N 1.84 MHz, ZEEHLH %8 160 kHz.

I T Z B T80 FPGA BUREUING#E, FireSim™”
IBATAEW Hifh EC2 F1 A H = FPGA V- & [, 34T
lia] £ BF IR 55 25 A9 ISR AE RTL 944 A 00147 0 L,
SRR DR 0 26 AL GO 20, AT LA LA 3.4 MHz B 33 i A5
1 4096 4% s
63 BELIT

FEL 2R 0 JUAE v, BUEE IS e ) T & RO 5 B 4
2 B MOk B 2 1 O VE . BT R 5 Y B B 2
3 ) TR AR B JF & KT R, R
R A B Ak B AR RN DA Y T AT LA S i
23 TR AR a4 AN G T T 1) Ak B 5 T ) R
IF &G AT I & B4 F 5 5 W 2 e
H B TT 2 & 4 S 3 FARGOE & ML T & g0
EVES

F 12X W T EEETE R BT A F 2R X
Fefg 45 . R A BT E], X L7 & 52k ASIC F1 FPGA
24 DL R S i i RE S o e LR Y, RISC-V
FHIF PR APk B, U0 4RI B T AR 22 35 T H A e T
KA. ALz b SN 0T T R AL B AR i F
Pk, I B DA T X G Ak R g R e O K Ok Sk
il 14 b 3R AR T 1 O v

Table 12 Comparison of Agile Development Platforms
R 12 HEFETEML

W E A RS BHE iR S AEfy
OpenPiton™*” Verilog HDL ~ SPARCv9 2016
s LiveHD"” Verilog HDL RISC-V 2020
BlackParrot*”  SystemVerilog ~ RISC-V 2020
CMD™ BlueSpec RISC-V 2018
Agile"™” Chisel RISC-V 2016

FgES
Chipyard™” Chisel RISC-V 2020
MINJIE™ Chisel RISC-V 2022
llvm-mca!"™! 2018
Ithemal"*” CISC 2019
WHBE Chip-Chat™” FRET - 2023
ChipGPT""" ARG RISC 2023
RTLLM™” HRES RISC 2023

e -7 FoR SO TTIZ L.
D ETIREEF W&

T R T SE B I, RTL 2 H i )2
) F A 5 R B 2 Wk, A 96 T4 2R Verilog HDL Al
SystemVerilog #47JF & . Balkind %5 A" JT % T Open-
Piton, ‘B J& — 1~ F T A4 £ 2 4% 1 vl 97 i 244 F 55 D
R JFJRHE SR, 3 1 Python 42 L1/ 5% 09 2 80l &,
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B B BRE T S R, AT AT R A9 Z2 1 Linux,
I Tl bR Verilog 4 5 . SCHk [203] 338 T 2015—
2019 43X 5 AF B [a] P I & 2o 8 v 1) 48 50 38001 R T IR
X 9 & J& I F& . BlackParrot™ FF 5 T RISC-V £ #%
ARG, RN BRI S E T, PR TIEN
67 AT FH AR ) A B 1 RS E Ak DA R R B IR AE Ry B
BB 4 B, LiveHD™ 42 H 48 — A9 8 BB 4 A
HL 46 5030 A58 LGraph, DA SZ 35 25 A (5 B 1Y) 38 o S
T f1 52 3.

D) RETEHYBEFMTE

T 5T RTL 99 i i B T & A AR 1<, I
24 H B T AR £ 3 F RTL (H3E & 46348 B8 1 56 4
G109 TAE. Chisel™ J&— it A B G 215 5 1) i
PHRE S, IR A B )2 I ER 4 (high level synthesis,
HLS) ARFE 3 5 £ w35 4 52 7K O, T e ] 2 ol fi 2 i #%
AR BRI 8 . Bluespec™ " J& — Fift g J2 VR 44l it
VB, TR 0 A R R T A AL R e T £
LBREHILEREIFEMAES BN E. EEm
GBI TAERT S WLk AR,

Lee % A" SR FHAgEE F K& D7 W5 F #E 11 4> RISC-
V A BEES, M0 T A Chisel 4 5 B9 AT 28 A= Bl A% X o]
il 1 1 D RN A A b R kA i k. CMID™ S 18T ) AL P
¥ 0 AT 20 G R H A BT HESE, SR FH BlueSpec H &, 42
R B ) 22 11 9 4 AL BT RS 7 ), 3 0 A e P 4 IR
ATC R IEAT IR T HH, AEHE R R A [ B
J7 1 1 JE 1 B8 00 2H A% A4 . Chipyard™ & 4E Bl SoC %3,
P B SCHE A, A HG T B E 0 . T A 0. JFIEAY
BEF A AR I R R R, BT LR B 4 T R R
ZA-Br Befli 1, R4 o R il — B0k 8
itz FE B 1Y FPGA il 3 {7 FC AP (9 ASIC 52 8,
Chipyard f8 % X 9 B I ] 52 809 22 1l 28 e 0k 17 54k
B UE . MINJIE®™" J2& i [i1) #25 P i RISC-V 4b B 2% ) — 3%
BRSO G, FFE T & BRET Chisel 1940 FE 25
TR A1, R E T LG I R IR N T
FL B BE R [)R0000  SE 50 E i, T I A
L Ak B 2R AR T IZ BT £ 1A R L B ROk
22 v IO S R R I R EORE T & TR, R R O
AR AE M B AN B 24 e T T s o e b A

IETFIEFHEAWTH

AT [] 48 A 19 15 5 AR v F 1 BB A B, 40 1lvm-
mea"" S DL I i R YR S FE X Ak B2 BE R AT 4
Fri T B, & LLVM A a] FAE 8 (i 45 )
e A AL AR RS 7E AR E CPU Ay BE. Ithemal ™
o 48 CPU, Hoil idf 48 4 i A S BURFAE, i 15 T

53 )7 LSTM A RU 00 5 4 Py Fe kit B 7 Tk
RE T, 15 7 AR AT F T AR BURE R %3, 18 ChatGPT
X RE Y K B 15 S A% B (large language model, LLM ) %
BT TR A R AL R B, TR D B R A Ui e
H AR 5 28 B S0 5 0 2 B R T O T A R
T M RE. B Chip-Chat™™ 2E s I 5EF 8 2 Zm
10 A ) 2 00 B 1R & 3T, ChipGPT™" 4 1 vl 7 J2
(1 4 B B A 2 B B HAE 2, Jo i B8 U1 2k 5
PH.BR T OB IE W bk, RTLLM®™ [ it % 08 T
Wt 20 T IR, B SRR 45 i T
LLM Hfif DR 0 S8 047 AL TP AL . 3 28 T4 2 5 PR A
4 B S BT AR I — > E B R AL

7 MEREEEMET

AT TR A 41 BE 5 AU (performance model) . 14
AE AL 70 XoF A 25 9 TR AL 5 1 B 46 A ) O &R R AT
FEg U I R v e LT 7 N o e D SN = %
U3 25 AT 55 b M B ASE Y A A% 4 E B A8 9 A Y
(prediction model) . 5 2% FMAR T | HLARAR T (mecha-
nistic model). il I 45 A4, 1 FR 25 45 A K (empirical
model) , 38 i AL &% 55 S BRI R G RIAT R, LARIZE
SO A, B U PE BE R AR, A G TE U2 A
PR ZE A, 2 — b R SR AR AR SN £ 2 ) i 3%
S, FAT DR T A R i 7 32 0 O e E SR B
2 2 PP AL MU A I T 06 M B B A 5 T ) 4%
TR FAEHEAT I3 BT, MR R <A | AR 1) 5
BEERAS . LR GEITHE B AR A

A FEVERERIRL A A S5, W3R 13 frzs . 0 A5 Y
WEE — 5 B 1 IR B5CHE B ATk R PP AG Y Bt s AT
B R (4 M BE 48 bR B0, VI 24 B ] T 2 52 A
ME B, (HEANIE A RS AR 2 NI LA, B aT fi
BepE R 22, 36 T RO AR B0 % B R B 2 )
AT RSO R R B Be. AL AL T 5 R B 1) J] S0 A 40
PASR I 2R a0 bR 2 A i 9% B REASE 410 3R
WORR G g cds, fov/r i o e B A 20 X b A [m]
8 BT R O AIF 5T R ) 4 B B B M BB B R TR, R LA
CPI ¥ (T 3K 40 B P BB R 200, X R (4 SR DR 43t 1 3T

Table 13 Comparison of Performance Models

F 13 EEEERIRRTLE

i idfdn SIRIE A g AR
oA AL ik i 1%
B ] ] ]
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Z B, RIVAT g B PR, B BB 0 4R A Y R
R HEAT I8, X Az Al 3 DR A B 82314 1], A el X
JE B, HIE A TR0 8 i E RO B IR AT A EL
PERE 7 M 5 2 BBl .
71 FFEHETEER

o S B 28 T A R e 5 AL R T R
AETE bR B 2 B UINZR, SRS AR S HO A, 3
IR PPAG G B BT R PERE SR B AT R PR RE 4R

Table 14 Comparison of Performance Prediction Models

14 MERETIMEREIAXTLL

S WP P o i
SHL i [ #
TL i i 18

R i i i
by i i #

] s # i

ERE

He e SPEC2k17 11 2 19 AT

T RIATRE TR, WAt Ik SPEC2k17 h—
%‘% 14 X HoAS [R] 28 74 B4 P B8 700 0 AR AY , f0 55 ME

R

w %%’é*&%%” R PIE Bk A A

Table 15 Comparison of Workload-Specific Prediction Models

T TR AR O R — A AR, ke R
P 8] 38 5 LA S 1 1
M.

2 BE AT i R . 315 0 LU AR A B 2 ) A

E Uiy i

1 )%?%%&ﬂ: L SELINPOOE 31 90E 3 i CIiPSPN

7 20 i, A5 7% b kg o EL AT A R R AR
5, Bl RAE T2 AL RE ) B AR R 55

2) FE T A% R R A0 RS TR S i A IR IR B e 4 s

‘Eﬂ 7 oy PR AR LA A 5 114 o B LA ) i ol A 2 -

PEREAE bR OC R, H A B P A TR T RS P fE

F15 BFEHHFMER XL

A TR T2 [ SiMUEEAN ik R2E/% R KRR/ ]
2 E B CPI MinnerSPEC 08 200/67x10°
S 2R =R A Y Lich S ) CPLE,P SPEC2k 49 4x10/22x10°
= YRS ] AR . ¥ T 18 T 671 % 1.4 300/4.3x10°
BIR K LA PHT, cache E SPEC2k, MediaBench 243/19x10°
SRR R T.E SPEC2k 0.5 12/4 608
PAIAZ BRI A 56234 E23 T,E ENePBench 6.2 0.88 450/2.8x10°
I ACOSSO"™ M, Z# T,E,P SPEC2k, SPLASH-2 450/128x10°
P ACOSSO™ EZ:4 T,E, P SPLASH-2 100/332x10°
i ! s T SPLASH-3, PARSEC-3 0.82 67/68
[ Uy L3 T,E, P 27 Wit 14/994
1 lin e R A I 25 % CPI MinnerSPEC 28 200/512
— IN A28 R 25 LA CPLE, P SPEC2k 1024/246x10°
B o S k. 2R CPI MinneSPEC % 23 221/23%10°
28 45 +ig A B LX7 CPI SPEC2k 33 230/23x10°
HEAL PERETH SR CPI SPEC2k6 7.8 0.98
— R itk T.E &1 44 67 28k 1.3 0.95 3211/3288
et PEfE e CPI SPEC2k6,SysMark07 % 2
PSR SR T,E SD-VBS, MiBench 2.1 664/830
L3 7 4 T+ 2 o 24517 LR CPI SPEC2k6 264/8.4x10°
o BE SR TT AR ik 2 3 T SPEC2k, SPLASH-2 1.1 3x10%/15%10°
XGBoost'”! Pt E riscv-tests 3.4 0.99 1120/1 200
e PEFF BB FE T ] ) g Lk CPLE, P SPEC2k17 100/2x10°
o] HAS TR X CPLE SPEC2k 320/71x10°
BB HE T [E] g Lk CPLE, P SPEC2k17 100/37x10°
M i+ RS WAL R T,E SPEC2k6,SPLASH-2 100/605x10’
Wi+ oA A EX CPLE SPEC2k 1.8 3x10%2.5x10°

e WSS A A T AL A AL BRI, SRR T RS MR AR R A . ¢ T*ﬁm ETIRINE, PN Z AL R RR
FIRIZETAETC B bR 5.

R RICTALMEE, R2ELL CPTAT 43 L XA BRI 0 #)

R NARSGRE GEUBEIE 1 80T), *
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T IR R BCE  RR, 2 FHMER 2

3) A 28 ) 25 A G ok 2H B R M AR v )R 2
M, ZALRE b AE B 5 T . BhoS7E T A5 2T
b A5 78 22 A R A E AT I 2, ) e R 2 ol 1 BB 3
U BB AL DLy 1k 3 00 5 1), AT A R s

4) RS A5E TR 1 O A4 458 i A SOOI 1) 3 M DL B AE
HCPI AR B R SRR E BRI RE T, S A TR
TR BSCHE R P A T, T e g v A AR R A
Jo B 5 2 3 Y, A 15, Bt AT LLE B R A
S A A5 SR A4, DA T R 2% ) A e A 4RO DG &R RN
SR, A R TR A0, (EL B A A T AR AR O 55, T
RARE L 1 A8 15 B 25 [] B o B AR AR

5) FE T LA ) BB AL A 55 2 o) e ) SR AL
AromA, P A7 TRCRL 2% > BB ) B0k, B s A T A5 Y
IR FERC T, T B M SRR R R R AR A )1 2 K T
TN Ry Fsf ) A b At ASE R A4, ] figf e vh 4

AN, B A 5 TAEXS A A 174 a2 B 48 3
BERY PR ROR . SCHR [91] £ % Z 48 L, % L
TANE R HL g 5 SRR, AR LAY | k4R 3
Femy AL BEALARAR . P SRR 0 e 07 e FR AR AR, e B
1 e AR A R R Rt AR BT X 4R AR AR A M e,
Fik [209] 5 94 43 B 22 1 2 [0 9 Lb pf 28 ) 2% 4t 1
- ) AT AR, T A 2 D 4% S s S A 1 A R
MoDSE"™! Xf Lt T #5 T Rl L 2 2J 5L, 51046 R 48
JSUARS SR (18 RIOR S 1

1) 3T 240k 1 Al

BT 280k R i 28 Ui [ml A AR, 3 o
2 > BUCE 2400 5 81 pR RS Rk =X

EBLM"™ | H] Akaike 19 {5 8. ¥E U] £ 57. CPI f1Y £k
PERCRY, A AT B B IA B R 1R 22 R
i B A BTALR B T TR AR S B S AR T
PR HE Y SOy 2. B T2 R 3 URRE SR Il A R Y,
Lee %5 A" 100N 50 4% CPU UK (¥ CPT FIT . Je
AR, SCHR [2] i — R R T RIERTHY . WKL
TREE, JF JEAT 22 Ak 8% S Al 18 23 B . SCHR (5] 13 2
¥4 F B 1% B0, R AT 4145 1 B8 91 ) (composable
performance regression, CPR) #4 % 3 YK #f 2% [1] 5 A& 7l
T FRA% CPU PERE, 76 I B fily | ) 2 4 A A 31 A5
RUAG T2 4% PR RE . SCRHk [210] SR FH = IR IR R KR £ 10
A E Y Jry 30 101 09 485 48 X6 RE FE AT A, IR T
S T 2% B AR 3K 77 5 2 (pattern history table, PHT) £l
TRGAFE RN A ]

2) He T R A S A

BE T bR B0 S T8 5 ok e A SR 3] v o s ]

25 5 $R B0 A 2 AH OC 1 pR R LA 20 1l G R

B T4 1) A% oR B0 S i LA R U T
PEBE S . SCHk [211] £F X 9 48 B0dE 4040 38 67 4%, F)
FHE T 55 [ 5 0 P9 A% B8 A 5 23 B (kernel canonical
correlation analysis, KCCA), 5% 4% & 2 [A] 19 i KA
Kbk, DLBL TN 1 22 A PR () ThEE AL BE. SCiik [13,
68] >R I A 18 I 20 1 1 £ A1 1 B 1 (ACOSSO) X 4
A7 JE) 38 850R Ty 23R 43 ) R i o BT AR AR AR, S
Hik [91] T 2 2 B2 Nk L, Kk B AR T LA 4 2
5540 v ¢ B B 442 . BOOM-Explorer'™ FI] FH #if 25 W) 2% #%
BRI B 1% 2 AT 45 g S0 A 7R ) B 1 BB CPU Y CPT AN
Ty, I F T 1 U5 Ab B 25 A% AR S 25 G I i B0 2E AT
TSR, PR B LB TR (0 AR e, (R
HE (48 4K 32 VP4 1R FR .

3) F T4 22 ) 45 ) A5 7

22 ) 28 10 ok HE B 22 J2 R R RS AR R T O
PRECEAT I 2R, B4 iR R LG AR 1, H A g 3
A, DR 32 0 FH 1 A RS 8 e

SCHK [92] 2R A AE 2 1 19 4% 1) Jik R B0 ) 45 950 0
CPL [F] #F 5E 148 ) 35 X 4%, SCHR [93] R H /N B #ih 22
W £ %t CPIL, Ty % R ] SEPEHE bR fE A7 A 485, SCk [3] R
FH — A~ B 2 B9 N T 2 I 4 W CPL Bifi I, SC
Hik 209, 212-213] FIJ FHARARL G N T At 28 ) 28 A TR0 3R 47
. SCHR [10-11, 215-216] K¢ A T4 28 (0 4% ] T 45
E B2 A M B TR ARSI, I B R L P e T B A 3
4 P B 00 S 78 S Rk (214 K R e 25 I 4% R L )
I BUIE FN 27 > 8 B0 38 4% S0k f k. Ozisikyilmaz 55
BT S b T 2 A [ U A 5 R AR i) £ Aol 425 T 5%
FWHE 57 J5 1 #2850 2% T AR B I 2 B[] 9 1 ¥
T AR AT I A R B, I ) RS ADL SO R S b B
BAEIEAT T 5E.

4) H TR By 7

PR S 7 18 R A RIRE O ) [ 1 2 23 O T s
(14 JE 2 L) S B 245 ) 1A 2 20 RV R, 0 5 455 78 A
TS PR

F RS TR, SCHR [94] 56 F MSP 83 1 50 67 3%
Hh R 08 A R B R BE O, JF A A 2RI S — Ak
FE R TP BB TR 00 4 M AR R IR R Ak ke . Sk [95]
HUN T FPGA $A% 1 Tt & R 38 53005 2 8000 UG
45 703 10 4 R RN T AR 1 5

FI PSR, SCiik [138] 38 a3 PCA JEZAR 50 fe 4
MACHR B AR, 27 ) MERETHER L U CPL. SCHR [96]
THB R 2 F 00 8 E A1) PR DA T 174 AN o 12
2 B e AL R B AL 2 [ 0 8 b 22 SOk i
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UKL DR FH VSRR AR FIAE i SRR I 1) B2 R AR O R B
ok I F: . McPAT-Calib"™ F1| i XGBoost & 5 I %, A
Bk RIS A BT RETHECES, O R 2R A Ja B kAT
FEHE.

5) T A A ) A A

R 2] Ot R AE 2 A HE 2R ) R A R T 2
Mfedy, i A BN T ml o ok 3 25

O F FH #2 T+ ¥:. ActBoost™” 1 SemiBoost”” % A
T 2 W 2% R F AdaBoost. RT 4 B8 16, % 8 B {H 1
TR AR 5 B 1 A0 22 I 4% T (. SCHR [169] 5 F 16
PETE AR, R 5328 LA A A Sy B2 ) 2, w4
BT AR, 3 5 A5 B A o0 CRI F0 oy 22 4 45 K B9 i 3t
S LRGN 5 i e SR o B R A A R AR
McPAT-Calib"™ Xf Lt 457 TR AL, Ho v XGBoost i
B P f% 55 . MoDSE!"™" 3 i+ 5 56 #5 Ji5 08 1 3 3 4 T
GBRT #5 %! ] T 350

@ F| FH # 4%5k. COMT™ %% 3 bl ] Il 25 455 480
WG Ak 2 AU, R W O ik, e () —
AR AR 0 14 S 5 X6 453 AR 78 15 17 40 4k . MoEnDSE™™!
BT %E4% GBRT &2 RL, | ] J7 26 Al 11 A e ff B2 i i
A HFITIRE.

@ F JH HE B 3. ArchRanker™ AN 245 iff b A 3115
TSR PERE, R AR 2 TR R Ok, ISR
YR TN 2 Ff 44 2R 25 4 e & b W — b 3R 0 A 47, B
HI ] RankBoost 53 25 31| 2 e S A g B2 2] &%, #E A1)
PR PERS R 2 & W 45 5. ELSE"™ #y #lt T SE plio ~J
R, A S B RURE | M2 2% | S AL, R AR
BUBRAE Ry JOBE Y, /N0 GE 4P R 1) 22 RV, DD e ¢

U 35 2 KB TC Ik B 52 A DL, L rb R R AR A f
.
72 EHREmMEER

5 171 £ (cross-workload ) 7 Il 45 71 1) F € Wi 4E %]
R U B 2 1 1 RE R, B U & H bR A (Al
Uk /D H AR B T BRI A 1RE  a B 2 O R
B 3 A0 56 B T (0 BURRAE L BE TR R ma B L T
TR ) B AR,

& 16 I LT 5 A7 2 T A Y ) T4, A Ll
FHR TR ALAY | 5 67 207 WA O . PERESE AR L IR AR
(14 35 11 B0 GO B 28 0 18 3 A5 BO<UR 7 38 B+ H b
FARA BT B MR 2Z H otk M RBR.
F 17 XL T 3 20 1 A T AR Y ) R ).

BE T 0B AE (AL BT 2 2 IR B SRR 23 (R Y
AL, A f FH AR 240 4 G 6 e A B 2 i 8 =X b 184 o
TR (8 i AR AE 4 32 A0 38 A T 3 A T (6 PR ) T
R A LU mT LA 20 1) 10 280 2 [, A e o IR N R A
FH T AR 2 BEAE AR AH D& (14 0, T o 1 R A 1K

B 0 7 o %) A TR P K 0 A 2R ) 2 >
RE 7, 8 B g 1 A0S $8 JS A Sk B 2 RR AT A B 3
Y B (FR N 2 2 T A 25 TN A 700 4 342 A b 3 T
TR AFAE AR RL, 30 T P RE R R AR DG A R, R
TR R R E S A R T R A A A PE A O R A
PAFEER , BT T BRSO A, A M 3 v 45

FE T AT 2 > B ALY N A B 282 > b ST i 9
AR, 3 3k e AR A 1 9 3 B YR 6 R R, R
2 By B 02 2 SRR PG SR T T O A A AN
JETE T2 ) b A A, FEAR R 55 Ju A AU A Il 2R FE I

Table 16 Comparison of Cross-Workload Prediction Model Work
R 16 BHEFWRE TIERTILE

el E S T AR PSRBT A PEREFE bR Bitsde B9 R
SCHR [99] A—4k. PCA+GA. LMERIE  HEREHE ., TR S iy} 35%25+0
SCHR [8] EAUER IR RSl R7S FARAFE CPI 360x7+0 8~10 >0.90
FUHAFE A
ik [100] A TUERAFE CPI, 3R 500%25+0 - 0.90
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