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Optimization method for multi-core last level Cache

considering the memory access modes

LIU Sheng, CHEN Haiyan, GE Leilei, LIU Zhong
(College of Computer, National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410073, China)

Abstract; Multi-core architectures have been broadly utilized in current processors. Meanwhile, the diversity of memory access modes in

applications brings challenges to the last level Cache in multi-core processors. An optimization method for the last level Cache based on the access

modes is proposed. This method includes three coordinated and progressive levels:the configurable share/private Cache partition, the configurable

bypass Cache policy, and the priority replace policy. Using this method, programmers can neatly alter the behavior of the last level Cache to

effectively adapt the variety of memory access modes in applications. Experiment results show that the proposed method can observably decrease the

miss rate of the last level Cache and increase the system performance of the processor.

Key words: multi-core; last level Cache; access mode; share/private Cache partition; bypass Cache; priority replacement

U HTAL PR AR O 2 AR A £
BB PR A% A B BT T 3 0k SR
Z 9 Cache K Z2fif “ A A5G " W&, R R
Cache( Last Level Cache, LLC) —f% % $5: 2~ 4k
EHTTIR), S 2 A% Al B A A T2 U8 O B ARG AR
g3 e QAT A5 A BRANH A LLC Re 23 %) T4~
ARG PERE ™ A B

Bt I SR A B 4 Je Fn AR Ak, g T
T iR R 2R 45 Z AL PRAR B9 LLC 4ok
TVFZ PR SCHRL2 DR R b i D A7 AR =X
o3 R VA F BRIy el R = 3t =X T 4 = 56
Vil R B Ui, Hrh A Ui Tl A 2
6 JLIN [1) A 2% B 52 17 1) A — B ol , i s =R
A BRI 2 e . Ty R R e e B
Pt R 2 ) — UK, 3 R 208 25 5 | 5 il 1
BRI Hoaw b A i vy I A U4 R v

«  YgFS HER:2014 -10 -22

EEWE : [[{R [ AREE R BT (61133007,61402500)

M7 IR) 5 B A B B, (HR K B
Cache FYZFZNI ] , T BOBCE PR R Bl U7 7] 50 Bl %
il Cache, WG VIRIBIAR Bk =i LR 5
RAMER . TEZ ST T A W p 3
=/ B R RN U5, E AR D RS AR
HIREHRE, N SR T LLC O TEREIS A B 8k
P3O U) RS B A LLC B4 TR I SR

XUPESELL—3 B VRIS HERE 2 (5
S AL ¥R LS ( Digital Signal Processor, DSP) Matrix—M
HH S T Ui 28 LLC k7%
1 RS LLC SR

BRZEJLH) Cache ML —FE, LLC AYPEREMKAR
Hifi 3R (BB 3R i Hh T8 AR 2R T4 e o
E o T T A FEAR B AR B R LR, B
A D i b/ B T8 1 DL AL 5 12 R T

YEE AT X (1984—) , 5 T Rg g PHA , B FRAF 53 5%, 8+ , E-mail : liusheng83 @ nudt. edu. cn



80 [ B B4 K % o

RS2/ o

T Ui n LLC AL E M =41 R
W& R ) I AL Cache R1J43™ AT it B Y
F5it% Cache SRS F1 Pt S AR e SR g & P I+)
R B, AIBCE R =R Cache ) 73
FEg EEAR 24 LLC =53 [|) %] 43 oy Fe 223 ) 5 %D
A 73 (6], $ = #E A Cache (1975 [B] A1 485 H, X
U7 B DA R At B = T i DS AP AT oA
SR I T TC Y 55 i Cache SRS AT LA HE 38 5K
AGAFAE Cache Hr, /0 5 1 19 i Cache 5K
)T s B, TEAL SR A E ) Bl B R ARG
FEAL, 3 A RO SR TR v T R
P BALSEAUE HE B AE Cache Hr, WA 20
ol /U B 55 1 47 A 2 Ok Y R BT o
1.1 FIEERHEZFAF Cache X4

AT AL =TT R 2 LLC # WP
gt . A 7k, LLC A4S 71k H gk
VO BT 1), 17 18] LLC B R 28 3E IF AR /)N, 5.
TEVIAT S BN I m] R 23 O — A R AT
M5 — AR IR G O, T3 G LLC 9 A1) ]
HEK, MFEE Cache J7 0, BN AR AT AT
[ B 1 LLC 44, 1] DL 38 43 b 1) 3% 4~ Cache
23 ] (HR L AR A IR 3 N0 K B0 [ (3R
IR B, By LLC $2 ] 58 s 22 75 4y M 25 &
P BP0, B R o3 M= R0 2 ], Rl b
Pila] Cache (28 FEIR | 358 43 A FH AL Z2 08

FEALEE Cache [ EERY I, 0 i SR AL R )T 0
Pl 2 A g 20 U 3 SR () 20 ) 25 Bl HLAE A 2
( Double Data Rate, DDR) %% [a] {4 i {5 57 #h ik 38 S
B g =X, AT S B AT BE A L2 R0 Cache )
gro GNE T F7R, A AS Al B2 R o3 i A
117 S B 5111970 S A E = | B 5 ol N %1 7
R AR Lk 52 S ikl o oy, 23 SR 2k 02 i i G
B AT A7 0 T R A E 1, BB R G,
18R PR TR LA S SE B AL 2 i, %1~ DDR
2R LA 2 F 5 o3 i 8 ol i ARG Sz b ik 52 S IXCJ] L
il BB I 25 [ R /N2 S, B 260 I 1Y 15
7 ik 52 S Gkl X 6] B KNG 5l oy S, 872,874,
S/8,5/16,5/32,5/64,5/128 , Fl 4% X [a] % KA
Mk 52 X gk o

TR 03 AT DAGH o TR M 25 ) ) i ok
S Cache HFAFA Cache %5 8] 1R 73, H:
H, FAA Cache %5 [] AT DA 3 8 o7 i bk 52 SCIXC T
W3] LLC SR S23, BIAR D3 AS [ A 0 FA A 4K
P4 B AEAS R DDR |, DSP K255 AT DL g3k
Hi3E A A Hy LLC gt 15 [0 3% — X ], AN CAT DA

¥31 6
DDRO DDRI  DDR2  DDR3
0 B! B1/| BY|
1 BO+T Bl B o
' i il i = hr itk
; ] 2 X it
| i X id]
|V I 4
7 \ v, 17
BO-1Y BI-1 m17| | B | ) ppm
>1E51iﬂﬁhl:
2 X 4k
[X 8]

K1 DDR 75 ] 4 e It il 52 S gl 75X

Fig.1 High-low interleaved mode of DDR space
D H R 2SR G, T E AT RLs A R AE R . 3
=% Cache 7 [ 38 1R (07 4t 1k 52 S Atk T 5o
RIEBT RO BAEAN A DDR, SXRE 19 3¢ 0]
LUfs DDR (47510] LR34 5, IR BE S8 70 A4 2241
LLC F{& 24 DDR 1y 52 .
1.2 WEEREE Cache REE

b nl B E AL FAA Cache BRI 73 S B
95 7 LLC By M s (] A TR SR i Rz P v 3 sk
AFAE R 2T TR B s ) (3 26 bl By )
— UL VTR ) | o 257 B A o E T AL
P B VIAAAT O, 1 RS LLC P BE A A% R4
Ko D9 TR AT BEH A S ik LE AR R A Bex A
LLC {520 , 38 32 W] FC & 1) 55 - Cache SIS i 2
AGAFAE Cache Hf, Jf H 75 52 b Ak B, 3E B
Cache ¥ 5K 15 55 % Cache 35K I &, fil 5 19 1]
Cache JERAZYE 5 558 Cache TR

HARSZHANE 2 s 8 — 7 LLC $2fft—
S AT AT BTG S5 IR O RE AT 174 55 R 4
L PFAT A5 55 5 R A AT A, R DUR B oK
A 3o T X A A A T L 5% I Mk DX
TR AR R Mo A5 % A A #1251
W SR L 15 55 % LLC, 0f 155 B Cache iR B

Vila) K 2 Cachel)
Tresid

sk

] Cacheii 3R %ﬂﬁfacheiﬁi}?

2% Cachel@ 1%

%@%%>>%4

iy
U B

ZEDDRIZHI2F

A

K2 AITCE Y55 Cache [15E B
Fig.2  Flow of the configurable bypass Cache



42 4

XU, 26 < 1 ] 7 [ RS 2 4% K G Cache AEALTT 74 - 8L -

Hz1/i1a] DDR, 7] Cache [ >R W & 1E # Y Cache
Ab BRI K 2 H I J A R 2, i SRk 2K U7 (3] DDR
FEfil g, & W E 3D BHRIA . BT 4ME DDR 1)
Viln) i BE bb #0481 55 % Cache 3 3K 4% 5 1)
DDR, 15 [ 3 B2 L8, W SRAS A 73 SR B 25 4k
B, W] Cache T8 3K 234 5% Cache 152K fH %€ ; 4%
B I8 o DA TR i 3 SR 3 25 A% i 1E AT
Cache 53Rk 532 1% Cache iR 7] LI 3473817, H.
AT,
1.3 fRENE#HRIRRE

Br T ZEH AR TSN, N 2 A kR Z 1A
FHE ARG LLC 5 7] 851 5% B i 18 A0 4G 3 1T 5k
P, dassgm LLC BPATR0%E . % 183 AT 6E
B o T RS B R A AE LLC Hh $2 T —Fp
A FEA A 4ot SR, 308 5 s v T S B i
AL a8 H AN RE AT B8 L e ALY
Cache 17854 , T 7E— B[] 9E B3 7E LLC Hi,

SEBL A e A A 5 R A — A i T P
B P 1) 25 A7 0 2L RIS P S A ) R AP S A B AR
JE il iz /b Vi [n] ( Least Recently Used, LRU) #Lifi
WA TT T ] B A7 A AL & O S X () () i B
AAF A AL BUE BR A AE v o DUIEAX ] 1 i
AT DA I e O e AT RE 25 A7 A S 4 Mk A
frtn 5P M T a8, fE— B p T 5¢
BZ G, SORT LA A e AR B 25 47 A R T BR AL
kLo

FT Ok LAY % 2H AH 3% Ay ) 5 AR il A S A )
WHE LRU ML A A 1 SE 8, o 22 B A0 Rl A
FEAIRITE LRU HLH5 Z 280, AR B
LRU Frdde 33325 19 A S 32 A — A~ = SO &%
FFEAE T 2 Uilal{E B (B0, BL Fl B2)  f4P il 1)
ViR RAS 23 4 B 4t Cache, Q& 3 Bi7R . o
DU i AH 3% 1 21 43 1 WO ~ W3 357, i BO ~ B2
P ST il L SO A =R SR R P IR~
AN J7 1, 4 Cache F1rHEB /L Z 5
A SR (AN &l 3 (b) Brzs ) % He Py s 15 [m) 45
SHEAT IR, N, Ui 4 0 BRI, BT BO, Bl
IE R 00, fff Z IO B AN ] BE 4 th 25 AT, 24
72 Cache 40 I UL AR5 00N (4Nl 3 (e ) Jir
) M — BB Cache, 4124 BO, B1 [F{H
g 11 ARSI, 26 0 B4R i Cache,

W 4 s, A AU RIE LRU B85
BT EAE—4 Cache H R RF—FRARS IN— LG
9fi, FH PO,PL,P2,P3 /R, 24 Cache F7irHag
SYBCHT, BACSEARIE LRU B4 i3k 1 5]

N
wo w1 w3

(a) X W45

(a)Binary tree structure

el BO B1 B2 G B0 B1 B2
% 14 %

/ b
AN 14
/\ 0\ /\ 0.
w2

Wo | 0 | 0 |AE wo | 1 | 1 |0/

wi | o | 1 | AE wi | 1| 0 |0/1

w2 | 1 | A0 w2 | 0 | 0/1 | 1

W3 | 1| A W3 | 0 |0/1] 0
(b) FHTALI () Bt

(b) Update rule
K3 WP LRU B sk
Fig.3 Tree style LRU algorithm

3 MMM E % BO, B, B2 [ fE. Hp L=
PO&PL,L oy 1 AUER 2 — AL e R 8w, L
A0 RFHA P A 2w s [ B R = P2&P3, R
o VRFEAM— AP Ha Hym, R 0405
FCAR Se A 42 0 vy 5 iR 5 25 7 ) 9 3% K0k
WO ~ WL —AH L =1,R =0, ] BO 335
0, FRER T U R H if A5 — 21 B 46 1 Cache;
M L=0,R =1, 0 BO #HH A 1, AR TR
PO PR Ao —2

(¢)Replacement rule

/\ N

// N\\/ - \\\
( WOHWl )\ W2HW3 ]
N L - >
e ————== “R
ENEEmERNE

K4 BADLCARIMIE LRU Bk
Fig.4 Tree style LRU algorithm with the priority

il AP AL 2 AL 4 LA R . (1)
LSRR — B ot i ; (2) AL SE gt , %
MR LRU Sk gb 47 Bedie, Forh AL e g0h 1 1)
Cache 17 HAEBCHAUILE S 0 1 1Y Cache 17874
A SRR LRU HLEE7EAIE LRU 559k
AL 52 IR, 9 e L AR ] o i 9
BRI BT SR



- 82 - (FE TR SR S AN S

03 %

R1 BOWEFHMM

x3 B2 HIEFHAM

Tab.1 Update rule of BO Tab.3 Update rule of B2
YRV Eeriipeialiof
W0 ~ W1 w2 ~W3 58 BO w2 w3 wo, w1 T E B2
L R L R P2 P3 P2 P3 P2 P3
0 1 00,01,11 1 0 1 |o00,01,11 | 0 1 1
00, 10, 11 1 0 0 00,10,11 1 0 1 0 0
N — — — — 00,11 (AR
%2 BMEFAN e
Tab.2 Update rule of Bl
NN 2 5k g 1
%’lﬁuﬁiltﬂﬂ’d% ﬁsé Iﬁl‘iﬁbl:l:l)]

WO Wi w2, W3 HHT Bl ZHARC ZIEAPALTEV ) — 3K 2 1% DSP
PO Pl PO Pl PO Pl Matrix—X [ LLC W a2 8, Matrix— X [ 45 45 Un
00. 10. 11 1 0 | 0 0 R I H.3% W 2% ( Network on Chip, NoC) i#17 &.

- o HERLESE , LLC 20 i /\A T4 R o3 A UL = 45
S P S 00,11 R s
= Fa o A — R 1T AT DA 3E o a5 1 el 4 o
DDRCO DDRCI1
LLCTk0 LLCTK1 LLCTk2 LLCTK3
t 1 i 0
DSP
i’a’]%“sfﬁo WACD | |Bmel LRIy ﬁ]%ffﬁz <> nac2 | | Nac3 ﬁg%“sfa X
Network on Chip
t ) ) t
ﬁ]%f; . NAC7 | | NAC6 ﬁ%s; . ﬁ]%ff% le—>{NAC5 | |NAC4 ﬁ]%s; "
LLCTK7 LLCT-{k6 LLCTkS LLCT-{k4
DDRC3 DDRC2

'S Mawix-X f 8 AR ZE 4 [
Fig.5 Block diagram of Matrix—X

(Node Access Controller, NAC) £ NoC iJj[a]{F£—~>
K Cache T, HEM4 LLC F#&F1—~> DDR3
¥ H25 (DDR3 Controller, DDRC) #Hi% . LLC B &
50 AMB R\ BE AR AL, Cache 47 1 58
JZ 28 1024bits, 2k 132/ 5 43 BL AL A5 (813, 3¢
Fi /IR 14 Miss-on-Miss ZbFH
2.1 RHAEEGLIFH

VIR LLC 04k 750 = A2,
A B =R Cache R 43 BT S 09 B 14 4
BN AULIG I T P A BC B A A7 A LSRR

VEFEB iR PTG B A9 55 1% Cache SRIEER T 51 AAH
DR BT B A7 e AN, TE 7 K 18 Y5 o o 21 i 5%
PEAPERIE R, T SN 55 % Cache G2 0P, AH
O T AR Ge s , O o 2 4 R s i 28 0 B — % 2
AHIRHG I — AL A0 Se AL I 57 J3 e £l B i 418 2
KT N H M FEIH AR Cache 4544, 5 240
SMET M x N bits B fi Ao gy o B AME LRI e A
B TF A 4 A3 TE Cache 17 B ) W7 4R 56 9 1) 2
Lz

R 450m T LT, i Cadence™ 23
A /) RTL Complier T H 7 it 7Y 5 I 422 BR 4 2R



42 4

XU, 26 < 1 ] 7 [ RS 2 4% K G Cache AEALTT 74 - 83

1GHz % LLC KT T 275 45 R 3 4, Hrp
A]ELE A 5% % Cache SREE G| ARYTHEIAL 1 45161 2
AR 12.68% , F R K A Matrix—X R H Jo
2% NoC #Ll , LLC 5 2% "] N ASH] Cache 3K
BB TR AL, U1 NoC 45 F A K I 0 2%
PPEERE IR AT A/ s S S A s 5 | A
MR TEGZE AT 4.57% , FElid 35
—A~ Cache T HIML AL A fil 2 48 T80 . AT il B
IZFRA Cache 11505 | AR TR /N

x4 RUHAENERITH
Tab.4  Area cost of the proposed policy

T o 4 il
(pm®) BRI
LLC FiA 5267 899 —
BARAK + Tag 14 2508 136 —
Eoy i puikic=s 2759763  100.00%
A ARV Cache R4 1634 0.06%
AT B 55 5% Cache 5EH% 349 914 12.68%
e SE U S S s 126 142 4.57%

2.2 HEREVEN

RIS = ff R 1 5 JE [ 1) 3¢ A ( TRiangular
Matrix Multiplication, TRMM ) | il F % [F 3 X
( Generalized Matrix Multiplication, GEMM ) | % &
T =4 ¥ 5 %6 % 1% 7 #X ( Transpose TRiangular
Matrix Multiplicaion , TTRMM ) /& £ # il . X
= Kernel 272 LINPACK 5535 vp 58 B B 58
PG, 548 T LINPACK iz 5 &1 80% .
TEPED I, 33X = Kernel T HABLIA 5y 384
FRERAE 8 MY i — S 515, R WG o
(R SR [N A T IB BB RS o LAh IR eI T
esHfe B 75 44 ( Fast Fourier Transformation, FFT)
AR R T3 A — S PE I , W] 8 AN AN
KR IM g FFT 5z 55 (g — 88 9 5 0 50 % i —
) R PIYERE B R R H 2 A~ 1K 5 FET
IBET, R T vl gt [v) f 6438 S B R %

1 T =M AR AR B R A OC 2R , D K
FEFF AMCE AT B ISR (M RE 20 A, T HL2E
oIt =R OL AR SR s i ik 2 Y e L vE RE SR T
PRI A — R 40 I T A A T I 3 A 2, R ABUT:
PIRALR G FR T s B 41, TS & 38R 43 S LA
Cache 75 [M] (Y f Ak s C 41, 7645 R 4y L 2R
Cache 73 [A] A0 XHICER T ESCHE 150 55 % Cache
MEAL:; D 2, 765 BRI 73 S FAA Cache =3 [B] 11
DAL, %o B PR E = U e A AL E 4

i ARSI TR i . IBIR R R TS T
I ) P 4 7 TR L A s A T P

B, it 1 ATECE LR Cache %] 73 %2
FPHERERYZM . AT 6 Hml LIS, A3 i L2 8
4 Cache X735 B XTFEF IPA TR RE AR 8 R,
WX T TRMM, GEMM F1 TTRMM %32, fi1 S 4 4t
SR R R e N kA S N R R A [R]—
BRI 2 %0k 2 R i el —A> LLC R F—
A~ DDR, B} LLC %45 S A1 DDR (147 58 73 50l A7
{EAY 1/8 Al 174, BRI AR A3 3 = /E
Cache X1l 43 15 B AH Eo, B2 7P 10 T A B0K 2 A8 R
5.87 ~8.364%, B BT 2.03 ~2. 42 f%, X F
FET 2%, A0 L2 R A R 3 B 8 AR ik 28
XL FFT Ak R 2iyinl A LLC PR35 K KHEB
OIS M 4 1 K 1 Rl FE LLC T4, S T
Piln] LLC {9 4 B 36 1, PR AR R B ) e
T Cache RII435 EAR L, B2 T80k S48 R
4.20 £, R FE LR R 1,77 £

[ A ] P7A bvA 7

0T C 1
] BT WA BT B
6.27

E 74
# o] 587 -

N\

—213—— —2.03—— —2.42—

4.‘
T
w
|

| N I N A A A
~
S
S

TTRMM EFT

TRMM GEMM

Ko nIECE LR Cache R0 PERERYIETT
Fig.6 Improvement to the system of the

configurable shared/private partition policy

HWR G IERE A AL/ B Cache 53 1)
LAl VDY AT A 55 % Cache SEHE R 554K
A R s X AR P AR S e . R 7 FIE 8 T
N E A B A 2/ FA Cache X143, 2R
FHRTAC & (1) 55 #% Cache SRNE RE % {1 N ] TRMM,
GEMM F1 TTRMM iz 175 4A ik 2k 2815 21| i 2

K7 B/C/D 4Ry — AT 1 A%
Fig.7 Normalized cycles of B/C/D groups



-84 - Gl R RPN

537 &

- %

RMM GEMM

TTRMM

K8 B/C/D ALk R
Fig.8 Miss rates of B/C/D groups

REAIG s % F FET 38477 4 0RIBRAR 26 B AR 038 A
Xof /N (E A B O . A E AN R A T Y
=/ FWA Cache K143, SR FH 3 AR SE AU A0 5K i
REAS (0 N FH AR P 32 1 7T T BCRN Bik S f5 31— a2
FEJE A REAIR o

TR, Y = Fh TR IS S5 A RS (L% 5) %)
TR N R T, 3817 T HA R AR A R AR 2 R
fERR A (9 1/12.1 ~ 1/4.7, %} F TRMM, GEMM
Al TTRMM , SR FH R H A = Fh o, il DAJEAR |-
WEHL T g R AE LLC i, BB 17808 2
e A X FET 5838 GRS R B2 2N 48. 50%
R&{%51] 18.87%

RS ZMHTREESERXEREMRT

Tab.5 Increase to the system of three sub policies

E TR JT4) B (% )
A E 4 A E 4]
TRMM ~ 571.5 48.0 24.75 1.55
GEMM  2822.7  234.1 22.62 0.26
TTRMM  647.3 78.0 24.75 1.55
FFT 774.7 162.2  48.50  18.87

UL b, XTI 8 FiIg 5, AEAE & Bl TRMM,
GEMM FI TTRMM 2k Z7E C 411 E 41 H A
i, 3% F TRMM, GEMM #i1 TTRMM f i}
ViFE R, R F 3R s 1 RT3 2 iz
J& C AR RUE L KR 431 al £ LLC A (R
S A 3 PR R 2R AN A7 A 25 50 2R R i 2
&) I LE BL 3L fli 75 mE 3 LA 3R A B
o XIEAREWE TR 3 REZ, XTHE 7
8 A LAFEH , % TRMM, GEMM F1 TTRMM , ¢
FORME 1 (R FEA_E 7R 3 RS R 7 144
AT HB AR CREXHE SR 3 DA 1.42 5] 1.30 )\
2.05 %] 1.66 FIM 1.32 F] 1.21) Fllkse R85 %

6 (23 3 A 10. 04% %) 8. 23% | )\ 11. 15% |
9.45% FIM 10.24% 5 8.76% ) . Tfixf T FFT 2
V¥ R LAF Rt B 14 L S53800, S e 3, B SR
T 1R 2 )5, LLC AR AT £ A i Bk
FIrh o B BLG , PRI FoR T S 3 HRAR B
YRR R R B B AR SOR

3 MBXHR

SCHR[7 ] $8 th 7 —F0 3 38 N pY =R
Cache %5377 1 , AT DIAR #0720 R E 3l 25 00 22 A
A LR 43 14 A, (B ECREAF TF4 HL R R, ¢
WR[8,9 142 T —Fh &1 Cache, £ LLC FAH
Cache LAl I 294 L1D [8] B H4% 86 504 , LLSE
PR o XRS5 1 1 8 i IR 5 X
IX 7] o sz B T E A 3L S FAA Cache K142 B9
D75 2 R 7 R AR, I ELCRE 14 T 44 4%
LN/ SLi

15 ny LLC A4k 5 g, 4n =R A 2 5K B G
1B T R4 S LLC 3t & R A 1
oE, TR RAE R G STIR LS |0 46 5
Tl PRV A TR 6 5 5 s D) 4, L e A A
KIGPERE . T IR A . X SR 1Y
PRI 5 O A AR L P AN AE R
TEMTE AN LRU HLE F3EAT T4 R, 2 b dum] A
P B A AL 2

SCHRL6 ] 5 1 19 2% 7 R To000 2 ) T4 555 1%
FE BARYOE T AL PR U7 a], 25 2 R F 5% it
FioAR b iz B e vy [n) = e AE . 1] D Y 5%
1% Cache SRBEAR 4 107 1%, M BEAUR A 45
T TP LA T 5 ) AR T

4 #hig

ARSCIR T — B T U AR 2 4% LLC
AL ¥k %I G e —K B ERT AR S PEREZ
DSP Matrix-M 47 T SE BRI PEAL o PRAL
SER WRZTT B RE S R UG M LLC $RATAT N
M FRTN AREFIITERE . T — 2R 2
(RIS FH X488 H B BTL A A P A it

2 2% 3Lk ( References)

[1] Blake G, Dreslinski R G, Mudge T. A survey of multicore
processors[ J]. IEEE Signal Processing Magazine, 2009, 26
(6):26-37.

[2] Jaleel A, Theobald K B, Steely Jr S C, et al. High
performance cache replacement using re-reference interval
prediction[ C ]//Proceedings of Computer Architecture News,
2010, 38(3): 60 -71.

[3] Fedorova A.

Operating  system  scheduling  for  chip



42 4

XU, 26 < 1 ] 7 [ RS 2 4% K G Cache AEALTT 74 "85

multithreaded processors [ D ].
2006.

Soares L, Tam D, Stumm M. Reducing the harmful effects of

USA: University of Harvard,

last-level cache polluters with an OS-level, software-only
pollute buffer [ C]//Proceedings of the 41st Annual IEEE/
ACM International Symposium on Microarchitecture, 2008
258 -269.

Subramanian R, Smaragdakis Y, Loh G H. Adaptive caches:
effective shaping of cache behavior to workloads [ C ]//
Proceedings of the 39th Annual IEEE/ACM International
Symposium on Microarchitecture, 2006 ; 385 —396.

Xiang L. X, Chen T Z, Shi Q, et al. Less reused filter:
improving 12 cache performance via filtering less reused

lines[ C]//Proceedings of the 23rd International Conference on

(7]

(8]

(9]

Supercomputing, 2009 68 -79.

Dybdahl H, Stenstrom P. An adaptive shared/private nuca
cache partitioning scheme for chip multiprocessors [ C ]//
Proceedings of IEEE 13th International Symposium on High
Performance Computer Architecture, 2007 ; 2 —12.

Chang J, Sohi G S.

multiprocessors [ C ]//Proceedings of the

caching for chip
33nd  Annual
International Symposium on Computer Architecture, 2006 ; 264
-276.

Herrero E, Gonzalez J, Canal R. Distributed cooperative

Cooperative

caching[ C]//Proceedings of the 17th International Conference
on Parallel Architectures and Compilation Techniques, 2008 :
134 —143.



