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Abstract

Abstract

An important aspect of building a new instruction set is to establish a software
ecosystem. Adopting binary translation technology can accelerate the establishment of
the software ecosystem and overcome difficulties such as the inability to port closed-
source software. The quality of binary translator achievement has a significant impact
on the performance of the translated program, which not only affects user experience
but also the program execution behavior. Therefore, binary translation optimization is

a key solution to address these issues.

Our research proposes an instruction flow analysis-directed binary translation op-
timization, which is called IFADO (Instruction Flow Analysis Directing Optimization),
based on the Loongson binary translator LATX (Loongson Architecture Translator from
X86). This approach conducts instruction flow analysis during the disassembly phase,
obtaining and recording optimization information, and implements corresponding opti-
mizations during the translation phase according to the analysis results. Furthermore,
to identify performance bottlenecks in the translator, a performance analysis system is
added into this framework. Our research discovers three main issues in the LATX trans-
lator through analysis: low performance in EFLAGS operation, redundant instruction
semantics after translation, and useless VRs (Vector Registers) high-bits preservation
operations in SSE scalar instruction translation. Based on these findings, our research

proposes three optimization strategies:

1. The EFLAGS lazy calculation optimization analyzes instructions in each TB
(Translation Block). Then, based on the generation and usage of EFLAGS for each
instruction, the EFLAGS calculation instructions that will be overwritten by subsequent
EFLAGS computation results can be removed. This method reduces the generation
of redundant EFLAGS calculation instructions in TBs. The optimization successfully
eliminates a substantial number of EFLAGS instructions, resulting in a performance
improvement of over 6% for SPEC CPU2000 benchmarks.

2. To address the issue of EFLLAGS calculation instructions that cannot be com-
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pletely eliminated within or at the end of TB, our research proposes a ’feedback’ seman-
tic translation scheme. This approach optimizes the “compute-use-compute” process of
EFLAGS between instructions by semantically translating multiple instructions. Addi-
tionally, the "feedback” optimization utilizes feedback information from subsequent TB
which can continuously optimize already translated TB and eliminate EFLAGS com-
putation at the end of TB. Results from SPEC CPU2000 testing show a performance
improvement of over 3% with this optimization.

3. Inresponse to the redundant ”save-restore” operations that preserve higher bits
of VRs in SSE scalar instructions, our research proposes an optimization called SHBR
(Scalar Higher Bits Remove). This algorithm classifies TBs and selectively eliminates
the internal “’save-restore” operations according to their type. In addition, in the case
of different types of basic block links, the correctness of the optimization needs to be
handled during the basic block links. The SHBR algorithm improves the floating-point
performance of SPEC CPU2000 benchmarks by more than 9%.

Keywords: Dynamic Binary Translation, Binary Translation Optimization, Control

Flow Analysis, LoongArch
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Table 1.1 List of software support for LoongArch architecture in Arch Linux
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FHEEHMEN 1R P v b DA ARAR , X R R R M BE A 2 IR AR/ o

1.3 AXHEZETER T

IR R AR A Y IR, BRI ARSI R R AT
S AR REAS L BT 2840 b I atial T, FR Sl s iy kil Blieas . R,
] ) T R AR A% O O A i IR IR ik A LR T
MREEPERE , R T RPN 720, (E e 2R R B R AT 75 S8l A 1Y)
. Mo, BT RS R R AR O . i DA SO DA TR
S 3t BE2s LATX (Loongson Architecture Translator from X86) iy kLA,
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

P — B BT 182 W M i) 3 Y 3l 2 Z R RE LAk U7 %€ TFADO  (Instruction
Flow Analysis Directing Optimization ), PAf#&M: 80 #r15-H i) EFLAGS 15, 8
AU SCTUAR TR ) e L TR Bk = AR RE R

1. ¥ BFLAGS I3 TUAHER b, AR T EFLAGS $59 8811 H (Lazy
Calculation) UG 5. Tl 43 BT B AR 45465 4 1) EFLAGS 7= A R8I
U, 133 /5%: EFLAGS 45 R @ M m G e, FATATDASRICHE 2 14 7 24
" EFLAGS 154, DA #ksi/b EFLAGS $54 4 A .

2. FEARVESOURIAL T, AR T “Retal” 45415 ARk
T % GITRE T A BN 184 7 B, SRR IR 2781, i SOt
frext 2w RiE. Fm CRBta” iR Rie s S AT, did
JEEERABIBIE S, AW AL REA TN 1808 SGRIE. BLAh, %05 &ikid
SIFAL BT IR ATE LSRR 18 CZ A 225, DA ORTE H BRI I DL
REDSHER VIR AL BIDIR S o

3. fEm TR S OLTUR VIR, AR 7RI RS m AN RA
¥ (Scalar Higher Bits Remove, SHBR) | XM~ 5 A HUbF FALHRIE AT RIS Sk
UM, REHS bR R (Scalar)., o) (Packed) #13i# (None) —Ffp2RAl, M
PRAE AR AR RAL X 1a) S i AL TS AT R R A o

14 RTBREH

ARSI — B A T IR AR AR R A A 5 T A B AR AT, DA
FAHR BRGS0 T eI R B e, G35 B S AR R R
RULANAER, A T AR N AT

BENG T T HERIERE SR DA R AR OB AR R T, T 2
TSR IR R . AR TRt B IA . Bom Bt
fife. LLVM SiEhfife . REPRRBh AL F-Be, Sl 7 Bm s RERT LA RCR
RIGARTENG T el "ot R iR dy LATX K HE LM rEsaifeieR. &l
FREET LATX AT R T A

BB =RANE TR T 2RI AL (IFADO) HEAMESE, W& HrREr
PEAgRRIPERE AT s =N, FEE MRS AT Tk . Beoh, AFik
S fit T IR T g R PERE A it ARSI RE 7 Ml . 42 th T EFLAGS



Fl1E 5lE

FESRITE. R $8E UL BRI SSE Fri e A m s B R =Mk
JrTls

SRR N TR NG T =R BT 5588 S PUEE 1 JeX) EFLAGS
FER VTR BRI AT HEREAT AT, R T liat 5 45 2 S ST B AR 2 Y K
F, AR TR TSR AR . B3, AN T EFLAGS SRR AYHE
B, ST HET A TS0 EFLAGS Ak, TERIIRM Bese ol T4
Wtk &5, AFXF EFLAGS MRV HAT TR A AnivAl, IF 70
T RHEIHFR EFLAGS J54 15 A .

BIER T PRI 15 TE SRR AL B A e kid TR X
RIS ITIR, HENG T S RSB IAANS , [FIRCh Tl
FHBG AR R, SEEL T A B S IR AL PR AR . AT E 4 Tt
CEIPERE AT, XTI B THIERRIRS , PARIEREIRTH AW A5 R HAE 0L,
BEATHAR SRS, HAH T SRR RS

FANFNA T SSE b AR W ALs FIH BRI IR AEE N THEA
B FREABSAGNRIL, E S TR EARIE T %, HNd TA
[A] RB AP N ZI R R IR BT 56 B, AERT SSE AR s 4 mfsH
BRI ITEIAT TR AT AIPEAG , TEAIERTT T AR PP M RE SR Y S A

FAETX ST TR T 7RSS, MRS AR R R L B R, R
PR b i B RIS T TR, G TR SR 2 D5 1



B A\
A

ST B S R R AL EOR
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B2E MRTAE

$E28 HAxIE
2.1 ZiHIEREEA

H 1987 4 Hewlett-Packard 2% &) #E ) i - 09 2 HI B R G K, E N4
AN S B A R AR AR P S S I B R . EEBTF R
AEIWEE T FX!132 fliEdy, SCBLTHE Alpha V& FahiSHIRE T X86 #2)7, H
SPEC CPU2000 5 5 i A 7T 1A 5 A< A A7 2505 1y 60% 1315 IBM A ]
F il DAISY gkl #1322 58 v] AYE BOA 2244 5 PowerPC ZE A4 Ab FHLER 1) 5
RS LasfT PowerPC 2L/ 7 %2 Queenland K2£JF % T UQBT it il i
g, SRAESEIR A, WA METG M E TG R,

HP 245" 31 % 1) Dynamo 22— gl F s B — bR B At feas, wl
PASE LA HORE O IB A T HERE MR SR AN AL, 285 B AR T T MBS 5 T 9%
bEE IR HER% , Dynamo & (>4 DynamoRIO, (4§ T ARM F1 X86 ZEA4 ) —
PE BRI T 22

QEMU & M@ — @ —dk i #lieds , SCiF KVM R LS 22 A i AR 7
BT S ASEIR T R R R AN PG RO, (R T
MPETRE LAY, TR HPATREROOCH A TR 10%-20%.

I JUAE SRR PR W SR, 45 R R I AR (3 kil B 5 AR A 17
B A ST . SR A ER T IR H X86 AR AR, FF & T #li%4F Rosseta
2, ERAESHISHE AW, £ x86 &1/ #li% 2] macOS #/ER S
f{) ARM P-4 I+, & macOS B {FAE A58 T 2 I el At A wI4TX 3 H
FHAHE LN (LoongArch) , #2817 LATX g8 kI, S8l X86 2
J¥ 31| LoongArch FE/F i EI%2470), H13J5 SPEC CPU2000 4 Al i 5 A< 1 45
BEPATRCRRY 50%.

2.2

HN

B HHIEERAENAULEAR

A AR B S R AR R B A TR, S I T ME DAGE 1 45 ) AL
nA]f g 0t A A e R S AU AT R S 1 B BERI B S s . O IEd
T 2R IR R R BOR, ARt RAFE L. IFATRIEE . BRAL L



TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

. BECESCRE . AR A R . AR 4 UMD 22 S — bR B R I B Ak
TR,
2.2.1 FX!32

1996 4F-, Digital 2 H#fiH T FX132, i3/g—HF 32 i X86 FLF A4 %] Alpha
et p R R A AN 2.1 R

|
SFeXr.v3ezr < > Runtime X86 Images
[ i
Condition Code Register | i
Management Management Translated 1
— Cache Profiles
Stack Routine Optimizer
Management Management
Code I > Translator
Quality
2.1 FX!32 Zuiy i

Figure 2.1 Architecture of FX!32

FX132 FEH AT X86 FEJF N X IR P g oL, A — M2
Fe MRPFZMRE IR, FEfagtiat Tl e n] DAAL A ) Alpha ACRS

L A0S (EFLAGS) fiifb. T X86 74k EFLAGS ff ., (HixXL8(5
EIA R , FrA FXI32 4 i, RTa i m & rHs .

2. A TaR WU LA . X86 IR 70T Alpha ZEMY 217, FrbAw]
PAKF X86 175 A7 i 8] Alpha 2 A7 (7 L, LA 2R L

3. fEtedifl. T X86 w AR CR AT IR Kt FrDATT AR X86 itk
R, RFHERR TR ST 00 i XIS A S BT, AR EA T35 2 O TH
B, TR D AR FE AT 1 SRR

4. s TH R BERHFAER CALL/RET A4, R (A bk S A7 e
B, AHBEHBHE N R G AL, ToVR BRI . FXI32 RS TR, AR
CALL I 2R3 11k % B 1 B AR 6 Hikk A TR, PRk [ 20 & 450 1
FRAEATULHD, B T Mk A oA A 45 i 48

5. AURB AL . FXI132 # 0 E0i o ACRS EA T Oif , SEBl TR AT ER .
i ~ITRBAIHE . A Ea A . SRR 18RS ETLL
(UK
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R, 3% FX132 H Bty el 2 e

L 3EXF5F V51 . BT Alpha ZEBRAH 8@ D746 2 JovA SCRFEER ST R),
PUAERT DT A, 2BAA W@ 5 B =OR AR BLX 25 ] . FX132 X
WCFHFBA IR BRI DAL, 33T Al 23 DRk 22 U M =l 06 5375 D T K I 2 1 5
g,

2. BT . A28 X86 1HE 2 ToyAE R =CE T, 4 X87 11 80 {if
TR BEAIF ST, X SR - S BB P T I O R T . AR T
PRI AL T BT, B SR R TI s 280, HizfrikEud 2 e
X B AR HR B

3. Cache. T ZiIHliFE, HIFSWMKS M Cache a3, [l T 54
PGSR 5 IR R — R, X & S EUFRR T B R i i 15 4 B
WATHEL, 53X Cache fyJRIEAS 2.

4. 5y Hi . 5 Cache By, T2t B, HAFEL R HLL B
B, SRR MBS S RE S, SR SRR 2.

PR
PR

2.2.2 Transmeta Crusoe

Transmeta Crusoe Kf VLIW ZEF Y I T4 R 50— 0b il fi%, FERE (il T
AR, SEPL T — X86 HARFAEE PO, AR N 2.2 PR

Interpret Translate
N Over N Translate &
Threshold Yes Store in Tcache

No
\ 4 A4

fault
rterpret | Rollback fIE;e$g§§he

l . S A
‘l \~\~

Find !
No in Tcache Yes '

A

commit

Shadow
< Register
rollback

A

Register

B4 2.2 Transmeta Crusoe 2214 ]

Figure 2.2 Architecture of Transmeta Crusoe

Crusoe *Ff 51 A2 70 U AT FIEIIE SAT P #0 00, X T AURS R A
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

FEATI T, Histr8lik—EBIER, SRR TR, HRREE R
PSA7AAE Teache Hr, EEGRUCHNIZE

RT B R R AR, Crusoe SBTERE(E I IN T 5 13 (74 (Shadow
Register) #fith]. X5 T Af7aE 0 X86 FFAraviisd thl, W/ HYHE & AN X
BT A AT EAE . RIS, Crusoe TERIEH LA T A2 5 (Checkpoint) )
BU, AR SN, A S5 T e Bn fe S B SR AL B 7 4w
Wo WERELE T RFEBBIS, 3 THAA AT 38R, b AMREIATIR
&, M E— R S B IR A TR T . SXREERAIE 1 557 81 1 it
] AR IEAR A AL FR, U] PALE Crusoe Xt X86 $54- 34T 8 g #bry ik,

FRVARE, TR TG AT N ITE SRR AT IRSF -

2.23 MAMBO-X64 5 JTLT

NT AR B R B TTHS , MAMBO-X64 #1JTLT R4 h 5] A —2u4h
A4, AT AIIBRE T 3 T XD A 38 [ 2 s e AR B 11 B

MAMBO-X64 jifi iz iR [ Ak . Bk 3 004k DA S Pt Jit 5 i Ay R A A R B AR
ke U b, SR AR SR AR FE RIS 4ttt (SPC) FiTH ARds
Aok (TPC) AR, 3R [BIF X A HHEH 26T HORE, AR Bk H
Prag i i) SPC, NIF I TPC Ak Bk s ke 2 D010 )@ A Bl 1 ) 20 e
SPC il TPC, A PR AT AR Pl )5l T ig Ay R 2 48 SPC Al TPC 4T
LI 64 PLEFHRAE, TRmEIR. WA RS S ERRCE . MAMBO-X64 ik
T TR IR HEBETT 8, SARMPATHILL, P 10%, [R]IRHX LA
A e s 2 40% [ TTES -

JTLT J5 S8 W ) T 4 Bty oy 2Ok B AR R4 Bk ) 8, @ ism JTLT
(Jump Target-address Lookup Table) #5#4, F5 BTB BEAH], 528l T BTB i
M HbHE RS2 AT A TPC, ZERE F L SCBl T B #4327 R T ret ik Ak 4%
FR I, R TOMMIER [l {EA%  (Dual-address return address stack) 772,
BRIEE A call BUHAMLR AT, KxtRZ Y SPC # TPC He ARG, R [BINF, SedbfT
RRTTI , AT S, MR JTLT J5 4.
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2.2.4 Dynamo

Dynamo (i 2B FSCL, BTEEURE Izt TR IEREfR R, DASERT AR P
PEATERTRNRE, AR ACE A RS LD R 2.3 FR.

v LA
> A B
/ﬁa ———1 D
B | [c G [
2 G
\x" / ‘x* H
L H|I I
\ o Jto cle-: E
» . :
/' .
J trap - to I|«€---
P& 2.3 Dynamo #0573 E

Figure 2.3 Algorithm of Dynamo

Dynamo AL AZ U IR B R i A -7 4k . Dynamo fi 42 B 21 4
mIBERJT 5 MRET (Most Recently Executed Tail) , %75 %€ A 8] %68 I (4 b ik 7T
I, FEHBITRSIREA G TS, HTssi kgl Mzt g it R sty
PG —E FE, WS RERATI =, TR T IR Bk SLs A T D%
MRET FVA I A I AR RETRAT I SR B A2 R A PR B AR o 125V AT DA o J 15
WA Hdd At £ profile A NAIZITIERE. [AIHF, FTRAKFISC AR B py A S Az ik
Fride, XTHER ARSI TR, WA ABREASEE R R Rk, A
B AR EAR Y, FHEXF A TR AR A AL RS 205 B o

2.2.5 HQEMU

HQEMU i LI A K 25T %, % T B LA QEMU Jy5Laf, 75
HH AT LLVM B T4 Ak, A0S 5 A0 ARG o 25291 2y )
W 2.4 FiR.

HQEMU 3 i T Z4{blF Dynamo ({75 %, i HIERALIZAT i ki
%, DARTHEARLTMERE. HQEMU £&7E QEMU ikt (i R AL i A g 1
R, T O A A E TR . XGRS 4y, —F4 T
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Optimization
Requests

TCG —> FIFO [ LLVM

A

Optimizer

A

\ 4 Hot patch \ 4

Code Cache

Y

Trace Cache

Profile

Kl 2.4 HQEMU %y

Figure 2.4 Architecture of HQEMU

ICRRHEAPIZATIIREL, 75— Ml frryidie, RA MEARYUETTIR
Bolrid 7TEIE, BARICSRRga S A SUR M . IR SR T DU SR AR
F, AT

HQEMU TERBUEI ARG, SR HTAALBAS o (e Atiin S ARSI 1L
IS Y EEARE R . FF QEMU A1 TCG Hh US4 sl LLVM IR,
PR LLVM A, DA O s R At . AL G RIS S 47 A Trace
Cache W, FAEDLLARIITE B T ShAS R B Z A ARRCRAN -

2.2.6 Rosetta2

SN EIAE 2020 4E &R T Rosetta2, B A] PALE SR SR 2B M) AT AE Apple
Silicon Fiz17. At Rosetta KA TH#S S IAME G, $Enih —kH
JPHE S AOT (Ahead-Of-Time) S, ZSCIFS BRI B SN RLFRgHbAE 25 1E], AR
JE IS EEAMEN T, Mok AOT SCUFSEBL R an 5 B s & 8. i
Sb, T AOT U2 B4R, RESHE B ZOIRAS T AT s Ry 4k
PASRAS SN i 25 B R AR T
227 QEMU

QEMU 12— AP g DL g A RE AL R SR A6 7 P S e il
LRGSR B KVM R REAE SRR, R #i% 2% TCG (Tiny Code
Generator) @I SEHIZIT LLVM IR i)—Ffrp[a]4 TCG IR, "I PASEHLZ Fhig
LRI FENT. BRI E e 2 9 TCG Hitm#l 1 TCG IR, H4E TCG
Je s EAE T B2 A H bR 5 1995 2

TCG IR py 2R TP 5 5 AR 6 Z R, B2 A A
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LS IET I 2 ARG A o, (H 2 P Z B AEBREE AR BREE , EL e @
B AR AR KR I G TATE SRS, T8 20 i L BUAR 15 3
A2, B HORARCRAB AT AR R 20% Zedi

g, QEMU 3AHERT ¥ KB L, WEAEEES . AR T
HSCFRr 2 PRI IL S, 10 HLBH S R PP R AR IR B 1252 K P

1 HARHEER: . QEMU iid SE e i B A REEE AL, AR 724
BepgiB i, AITHE 7R #iatT, HSEBAnE 2.5 Frzs . QEMU a4 AR
B B AU AT A I — MR AL, HRFHD SRR A B E Bk . 5 —kiz
Frin BEAHUARGEZI, 27 IR KBS TR E SR T — AR, A h —
AEEARPIATHT, SMRPEH— D IEARE BN, R B 5N AL, IF
A AR LY B F AR SE BB AR B

,» TB1 Header TB_2 Header
Link st | Translated ( Translated P
Positien Code Hinking Code
Link Stub Link Stub | [To Qemu|
Exit to QEMU Exit to QEMU

Kl 2.5 QEMU JEA Btk B el

Figure 2.5 QEMU Translation Block Link

2. WHARENE. QEMU S T RUEA A& [ BAHENIE, 30 37
T ELIRBRI T 3, TR S A B RATAE AT P . BRREIFF A7 ae, &
SR A B AT N2, s SE BUS KRR AT [l A N - DIrRIT i 2
FORH, WSREFRHAR “IMER-T-7 R I sE 152 mllig, &
XFHAERE = AR B . BTPA QEMU JLA T 2547 Er AL, 78 e Ay
UG, ST ARG, XAt s, RAT6en
PTG A7 e ST ) AT G i arfrde, DAEBRE PR ma-17m" 54

3. L L. B TR ECAN, QEMU iAEH AU = ESCBL T
WILREAL T 2, MBS SE . QEMU i&%} EFLAGS H ¢ HliFsctT 1k,
WA IR E %, Wi EFLAGS BUUHE 2 1A

WK 2.6 Bk, QEMU FERNIFAES I, WIRZIES &7 4: EFLAGS {55, N
R TSR VIR LA S B ERS , BUI IR 72 EFLAGS B84 (@) .

17



TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

ADD srcl, srcl, src2 [—

record @
ADD . CC_ADD |srcl |sxc2 <
MoV |_)®check record
® LOAD srcl
JEC CALCULATE EFLAGS |« CC_ADD 4—[
\ LOAD src2

EXIT TO QEMU

& 2.6 QEMU EFLAGS %R il %1k 4t

Figure 2.6 QEMU EFLAGS Delay Calculation Optimization

TEJG 482 5 4 1) EFLAGS I, KA feaiicoxk FIERFEE (@), MRPEHIR
AR BRI B AR, THER S U EFLAGS RS (®) .

2.3 R THEHIERFESE LATX

vt RIS LATX R A TS HBEn =X, 1 X86 &1

J7 {12 LoongArch 2244 I BlAE, LATX g fids il AIEWHIZ AT AR Z L.
WHT, Wi WPS 4, R RIFRIREN: . LATX i T 5UR/NAIEHE, 45
A FHPRIAIE R RN EFLAGS 1 X87 17 ARk J L/ e h 32 11 7] S

L BUR/INRIERD . 5L, Wi fE KTt %48 (LoongArch 16K) |iz
FI/NRSGE (X86 4K) KRR 2 — NI R, PR A AH 0 DX 1) 1> T i)
FURRTTREAN ), XA A B ST TG0 7 1 AL A TR . S T ok
FHAB DA N SR SRAS [ 0, LATX & 732 5 Ll . Ll <A 1ol
ISR AR, SFISFE TR A AR, I8 AR 1 T I RE— A Y 25
] MIATEEG R IHRAER, Sl SRR 5, T8 i AL B BN AR SR 32 1 0L
JEALRRIC S, X5 1 DU TR S #RAE

2. FRA BB IE R XME. QEMU R BA 25484 T 1 28 B AT 415 2 B i1
i, (R Ty 2 T8 2 TR AR BRS¢ R DL Tt 7 5580 A
2 B0 BRI & T REALES R 2245 LATIVE (Loongson Architecture Translator
Instruction Verification Enviroment) , X483 TRHLA 7, 450 5 EAHHIG, =
T 7 A A

3. EFLAGS #il X87 i k. 4 Ttk X86 Ht EFLAGS $i54 FlliF Iz K B
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1H DA B X87 P RS- AL B, LoongArch ZU4 LA T85> EFLAGS 11545
2 VASF i TOP iU 454-. LATX il i e 7155045 - fal B i RO kel 1 X86
EFLAGS Hl X87 % s BBl 1R 2R 17 L .

A 2.1 2258 I g A R PE RE LA

Table 2.1 Performance comparison of completed single instruction optimizations

MR Akt feeEt 222X ks ks 222X paesat

Native Native
CINT 1220 45.3% 1295 48.1% 6.1%
CFP 1838 49.1% 1912 51.1% 4.0%

LATX MR AR Y, B a AU PERE 2 A IFAE AR PP i 50% . i i B4R 2
Mt S, X MiE<, TERERE] T 5% LA ERYIRTE, WA 2.1 ok,
BEAT L A BT R PEBE R K o

24 REING

AREE SN T B RREROR IR T A R I A
AR . Transmeta Crusoe Fl MAMBO-X64 55— iE il il 1545 B IR e SRAS RS = )
PERE, (HHFRZE AN S e st =0, S i fidt . Dynamo Al
HQEMU 45— ] il 126k U 188 1 PR s B i) R B A UL A okt e B AR AR e P fig , 5L
XA KRB IT S, AT CERIE SR e ) JE B TR AR K, AT JIT 45
B BRI . QEMU 72 2844 [a] iy — il 1307 T i) SE IR 24 563, 5
A, B SR P R AR SR A B B A ] APIRES

UEAMREZIRA A T et il E s LATX . XLy 5Kk, LATX
MR T2 . [RIEh THE SRR, X ERATR ST T U0, SEEE T B
Je ARG M BB HE I S AR ARSI 50% 356, Ry T b 2P B i s S Mg,
LATX FR2islia 0 n) AR, 185 45 2 20 B ke SE B BE 2 i DAk it
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%3 E AR U T R A BT RIS B

BIE BIRSWHSHM T TFOSCH
3.1 EKigit

TR R R B LATX BObERE, RISk T AP AE, SoHl
THEA VAT 03075 BB L7 % TFADO (Instruction Flow Analysis
Directing Optimization) . 3R, T PAYEAERHIBIETFAIAORTEL ¥, 9580 T 43t
KA AL 1]

“’|disassemble <
|
@ SUB %RAX, %RBX [9--
disassemble CMP %RDX, %RAX [«
probes JNE LABEL < ® ®
translate —_— na—
optimizer translate record
@ - -F----(5) --4
| translate_sub g O LEASS 1
assemble L €---t21--®--1 PATTERN [«
\ i iiTTL-J SHBR [«
N o= <« Collecting
' N I —
LATX Translator | translate_cmp_jcc — t@ .
) optimizer [« Profiler

Pel 3.1 Hi5 4 i o O il DAL RESL AR P

Figure 3.1 Framework for Translation Optimization Directed by Instruction Flow Analysis

Fef 17 LATX (£l BT IFADO fRACHESR , ARAESE T LAZ: A o BrE ot
TRALSTAIPERE M DT ds — i, RSN TE 3.1 fs.

TESGEGRIT B, AT st a2 A SL a2, AR S WAE S, AT
REFFAERII AL, 3 ORI R B A TIC o FEBIEPT B, Tofbde i AT
R, 168 — MR SRR, BERADEIR RN, BRILZAL,
PERE AT AR o R BN TR, n] AR A RS A DL ARt b Bk
PEATER R, AT B BIRAE R . [RIINERE T gl R I B B A I ST R
A FHa AR T )
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311 SRSt

IMTREAE T BB B, 18 WA, $ IR S S A A
wiete, BARE AR R

L SOCGae- R AR B35 2 27 SOl a , A ida 2013 (3.1 0);

2. S HTIREEARIG RT3, H IR SRy B0y, B AT
LRI R R (K3.10);

3. ATERET SE AR NI AT G, SRF i Bk I AR, A7
AP ArER X, T F—miifeshfe (183.19).

AT IREC SR I AR S AT AT SR DXk, 4 IR A28 3 026
Fitigo [y, XA B R L I s 2 AT 25, I T AR AT LA 1
U, AR AL R, ASEUE— 2 UEEERE
3.1.2 fhikss

DAL E T REpr By, SR EREH RSB AR, S iRl e
A LA Dotedns ORI AR, 3 iR A TRALES . S 1R A IUALZS T
AR P RALER =Fh 2R

record

translate_sub ©®—— EFLAGS

@ M 1y _ePr-"""""° N

if ([topth¥ .
CALCULATE_EFLAGS

}

SUB dst, srcl, src2 "@-1 optimizer

Pel 3.2 MR A IRALER 2

Figure 3.2 Framework for Single-Instruction Optimizer

YR A IRAL AR BES SR T X AR 2R AL, AR BRIRE T 555 2, 2R
TN 3.2 Fron . TERRSAESRIEENZ], MACasRIE AL (5 Bk ok,
WriZtE e il AT (@), FFRefitbls Beid ittt (@). 154
PR BRI R AL (E Ve & ry BT SN AL B R AT 8%, LA
AR R E (@),

BSR4 DLARAS AT DA 0T 2 2645 RSB AL, B RO/ v e i i 4
B, B 3.3 R, TR BIERZ], B4R S ISR SRR LR 2
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record
translate_cmp_jcc PATTERN
........................... e
, <@ P fe
PTTTTTTTTTT T L o ] ) v
: <-@--1 Jcc
--------------------------- \\ optimizer
Pl 3.3 iS4 RIS ALk

Figure 3.3 Framework for Multi-Instruction Optimizer

e BRI IE 8, I HE B R LEHE S (@) BiEifk
TR SRR ILARAE TR, B I E ATl e s A TR (@) 5 %
EMRIGACE R, Pefeag v UL BRI B R A, HR LA 2 OBl eR
B 2 R B R (®) o FERIIEX LIRS I, SR B IS
DEAL BRI R A TR -

i///—__ CMP
record
translate_cmp_jcc Jcc
PATTERN
Bcc srcl, src2 o
<
CALCULATE_EF&&GS —75 v
To TB1 ‘ ~ optimizer
0
o :
"""" Profiler
A
SUB record
[
translate_sub |

Pel 3.4 JEARDARALES 2

Figure 3.4 Framework for Translation Block Optimizer

FEADAALES 0 1 A PR AR B A A A AR B, R EEAR B N 45 2 EA T
e, HIERGIIE 3.4 froR. RN Z], ARSI S SRR, Aok
RPN FEAYREHR (WA REERR ) TS (D) XTFFHE
JREEEABAG B A REHE RER BRI 2, B RBE TiES, AIETHER 78
T HEAREREE, ZEARAE R 2R s ficdE (@) . 1ERE
oA AR B AR C R PR L PIWTE 5 Al A Hedb Aot — 2
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

WA (®); dns el AGkERAL, W ALt (@) 5E iRl MRtk 3l
fE (®).

3.1.3 MEESHTER

PR Mg MR R HC R et , T REAB R Lt Ao [
PERE MRl WO RS B AP RER . DARICARTS O, Tt i
WRIEEIR DL, IHE SR R 2L LA,

LRSS MRS (3.1.277). bR O * Bt BEATES
FABAL . R R AR B A BE A Al AL IC SR UEA T EEXS S BfIA
REREIATIOILAL , IR T EARBA AL AT LA B 1R

2. WCARPEREBAR AL OL (3.2.179Y) . PRREZMAT 4R-F Ul 21 i il 13625 25

o PERERR A TS 38, HAFIE R g A R PR (5 kb, SR ONER s T
PERESEITE R, RS Tk,

32 MEEESITIESR
321 ERESITAERILIT

PERE 7 M e S USAR BRSO PE R AL AL Bt . T IR Se it fE
AT AR, HCERE M THESL AN 3.5 B

EFLAGS T global )
eliminated rate profile info «€— profile collector <—"__]
instruction ! lﬂ

inflate rate ! : :

! , timers for

hash hit rate h . each part
disasm time B Header'/ ”‘/.—’ EFLAGS generated
A EFLAGS eliminated

translatation time | ! profile info :>

optimization time |/ TB execute times

profile stub
TB irl number

TB ir2 number
TranslationBlock 1

3.5 PEfig s HrHeRe

Figure 3.5 Framework for Profiler

GG S =R SRA, e @ T R AR DG KL @A RS
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%3 E AR U T R A BT RIS B

5 A& P E -

LGS T R Y (G B X RA5 BT SR Is AT, IR R S REA A 1T
WHEARE, HTERLE, SRRV ASETHEER . 0 EFLAGS 7 A FIH R 1
DG, BRI TG T4F

1T LATX AEiaf Tl B h X REA BT, YUy BA S eIk i
PIEES T, L, PEREM T RGN EA MBI 0. FreAh TR
SRR I BEAN RIS TIRAL, 1B BRI IS BB AT, 5 2R AR
SRHAEA GRS, RIE T T RE R A BRI AR,

BEAh, S 7T ARG AU IC SR B EA RGO E R, T RS
AHHLARBOL TG HE SR X TEREARPIATIN Z], geit g & T
154, FEMO SRR BRI B . AERR A TE A, BRI SE
THME RSP RAE BB &R THE B, T e B S .

2. BT ZITREA G S O TIPS A AR B RE R S, PERE AT
RGUE A B A RS, HXHe AT R E TGS . G SR S
2ERE TR, BEGCRAE e RgHE B

3. &S PTG R SRS R B R AE R R R v nT AR TR fE
Blls, BN EEA BN 55 2 I GE T A SR EEGE T 2545 B o PERE M e vl
PAEHR G P A T i B iin ok, A TAC B ORAFAIIE, , 152 4ot
ARSI HER .

322 MERESHTEERE

FATRIEIERE T HESE, X b fHE A% LATX PR 48 20 e dr . i
RLIAESEAR , ZRECGEI B 5 195 2 P A1 A Sas TR, R4 SPEC CPU2000
BATRE, Gt AR B,

L ARAMEAKSE . 3.1 R T gzip HHR L B RBIR . JATATAB B T
MOV KA HEF, HABAE S BB IR R AR 2 DA b —T5TH , X 28454
g X BRI SR ASEIUHAZ O3 (Hi T AR B RO A E
T EL KA UIFIE, HEE TR SIS, SEHS-FIIIKIE
MR . 0 — 7, —Szi kAR 4, W CMP Hil XOR, Efi1#8 %74 EFLAGS
FEL, MRS, W INE $54-75 260 BFLAGS {55, iX28 EFLAGS A
RITTHERINA e — 2§29 454 (Loongson Binary Translation, LBT) []
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

By, (B BFLAGS fi B HSER AR AN 4% LBT #54-, AITIE 2
SN BIRNET7E
MR, TSI EFLAGS T & 0I5 50T & o 1 A0 4
H 50% PAL, AUt BFLAGS #5140 PERERTECREAS 2o X R AR 1
T eN 20
% 3.1 gaip PHRA HEHIR

Table 3.1 Frequency of instructions usage in gzip

WORM REITHR G TR

mov 7,718,467,866  16.04% 1.78
cmp 6,987,729,783  14.52% 2.87
movzx 5,350,658,906  11.12% 297

jne 3,790,599,144 7.88% 6.74
lea 3,151,611,499 6.55% 2.66
sub 2,744,875,934 5.70% 3.77
and 2,513,651,036 5.22% 3.94
je 2,318,250,121 4.82% 6.93

movsxd 1,995,327,254 4.15% 1.06

jae 1,978,473,851 4.11% 6.95
add 1,850,150,565 3.84% 3.47
Xor 1,563,243,497 3.25% 4.16
shr 944,254,944 1.96% 2.58
test 615,277,980 1.28% 1.49
shl 523,026,764 1.09% 3.46

Other 4,082,735,574 8.48% 3.79
Bt 48,128,334,718  100.00% 3.52

2. Jeds bRV AR A (LBT 454) PEREMA. T X86 i)y il &
"1 EFLAGS 138 TESAESHE 2 B 7 L BIACK, BrbA LBT 454 168
SEE B IGREFIs A TR . O TPl L ORI O A PERE . R TR
BTk, PEREINLT AN 3.6 Fron. FERHEERE MM G], TRFAT
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%3 E AR U T R A BT RIS B

Z WG TR UCFY Y, Rz AT )5 25 B ul ) B s AT I RIE T X EE
SN A PR TAE A I VERE RO, S i Mg B

int main() { li.w $t@, TIMES
RECORD_START_T-HiE begin: e s ST
X86__.d... \
TEST() INST() Nop
RECORD_END_TIME _ addi.d $t@, $t0, =1.._|
} bnez $t@, begin -

Pel 3.6 i A A PEREIA i R

Figure 3.6 Structure of the Instruction Performance Test

AR PR 0 A BRI 2

(a) LB HEMEPERE . (5 MOVE JKAUH54, 43 HIM ik & IAFAERH % 5
FITCARIS O R AIBATIE A R, B0 0T Hh A BRSSP T, )
I FH T S S R H e

IR FITFA R X BRI 45 BT A 6.877s, T R 99642
TTINIEL Sy 1.734s, A0 O R AARATIRF ) £ TC A1 5 2R B RAT IR TR 4 35,
BT AT DA AL B ST 9 2 4.

(b) FRAATIENI. T EFLAGS B51454 N/ BFLAGS %774, HIA
BRfEMUR GPR, FDARAETEMHI S R . X HL0 H EFLAGS i85 4 S1r7em1 %
PER) ADD $54 145460, SEATIRERIIA. St RTINS & 6P ADD 544
B, GoUP AT S R L2 R E AT RS, AT DA
LGS IAT .

1598 ADD 550N 2 AN s AT IR ERAS A5, LI ADD ER AT
AT E R B 4% BFLAGS JEFE46 9917 BEMI ) . ML TT DA EFLAGS 33
FLFGA AT N 2 cycles.

() FRARIHIERE . W 4 S50 95 1 7T DA 3 5 BT JA 01 A4 24 o
Z WHHATIEE. R BFLAGS JZ 545258 17 ) 5 STl LR 7 2K, 345
EFLAGS 23454198, 15 M98, DASCH T IR0 -0 I, 3KEHg
SR -

FATAT TS F] EFLAGS 5545 9384T 1] 13.750s, SR IRl Jo il X R 11
FEAERT) 1734 AL, 238 i, BEMISEA S MOVE 4541 ¢, M54
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

PATREIN 2 cycles, RIDARFH AR RS IEEN 1.
(&) HA LR LA MEE R AR 3.2 P

#% 3.2 EFLAGS i8R A tEfikai

Table 3.2 Performance Results of the EFLAGS Instruction

BOKE TR (B) RO EEEN

Hi#E (MOVE) 1.734 4 1 eI
HiE (MOVE) 6.877 1 1 By AH %
#izts 4 +ADD 13.750 - - 2 % ADD
#izts 4 +ADD 20.626 - - 3 %4 ADD
izt o 13750 ! 2 AW g
=354 +ADD 13.750 - - 2 % ADD
izE 54 +ADD 20.625 - - 3 4 ADD
BH RS 13.750 1 2 TN g
5454 +ADD 6.875 - - 1 4 ADD
5454 +ADD 13.751 - - 2 % ADD
KRS 6.875 I L TR

' §& LBT 454 EFLAGS 2F 74 FLl ] 27 e Bl itz 5 4
2 J8 LBT $$4 EFLAGS 12454
* J% LBT 454 1Rl EFLAGS ARZSTHEAM N & ERFE S

MR ZE I AT A8, EFLAGS 1148 S WP REIF R TS, i SE A
— B HEAE L. 7E 3A5000 X NP HHAE A I, —2% EFLAGS 258454 17F
BT NS R MO O 2R 1 B 4 2 -
3. SSE I g A BRI eI, BT X87 R AE B IR R AR, H
e B AR EY REEALE, BT AMD64 F2)5 3% f F SSE [i] & 45 4
B X87 PR REEAE S SSE [ 4 AT AR A U KL, 4y R 2 1] s i
54 (41 ADDPS) Fifr&izfi54 (1 ADDSS), W& 3.7 i, XeEhraiz
HAEA TR X87 17 S5 H 54
M TS ENZES, BESEEBL SSE i 4 1 iX i iz B g 1%
R EMTE L EAE. X86 X LehR iz F 54 HUXT H A il i A A7 AR 1 4L
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%3 E AR U T R A BT RIS B

SSEM&154

{ EIZEES M SEERRE | ADDSS

HEIZEES H BhgERS 588 H ADDPS

Pel 3.7 SSE il s 1953 2

Figure 3.7 Classification of SSE Instructions

PEHEATIZ AR, S DA BUE PR IAE . X LoongArch 45445k, Xt

WAL 46 R & FHRALE L R R M I A B AR Ay e, 1w ALY

BARAPRUEN EE. oA, S8 T ORUEBIIEE SR IR e, FEfiFE—Sir ez
I, A BERE 1) B A N LRI T PRI

ADDSD %xmm@, %xmml
________ v ———©
%temp « %xwmo | | temp | | xmmo |
%XMM@ & %xmm@ + %xmml | @ X"*"O | | Xmmo | | xmm1 |
[ : 3 _:::\ % é% |
%xmm@ [high] « %temp[high] U/
~~~~~ ® e[| tep |
S

Pl 3.8 ADDSD #i5%4 “PRAF-15L” #ff:

Figure 3.8 Save/Restore for ADDSD Instruction

EIEOR IRAE-RE” SEIE 3.8 TR, X TARENEE 84 ADDSD 45
A, Hi SCHRF 0 S A7 64 MLEBUNMNEIES., BAERAT N H AR A2HE
64 fiir, EARAFEAR R 64 Mg AR, T LoongArch #8115 A& 5
HH AR A = R, BTRAH T A9 B AR A A7 xmmO =5 4500, 72N
FTRA T 44 :

(a) K xmmO FYEHEGRAE RN 277 temp T (@)

(b) PATIEZHEAES (@), X FE xmm0 WEAHHIE (®);

(c) i temp HLRAERYJE xmmO [ 55 (7 B xmmO i (@), A
SEEL xmmO 1 R AR (©).

by b, iR ADDSD $84 A8 K AL A, o AL By 52 HR
RO, WIRARISEN —Le 00T, R il IR e (O F1 @) Iy
2, HIR SRR S BRI T

»
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

33 fLiHE

R 3.2.2 FRIFHPERE - A BcH , FRATRT AT EFLAGS 8417k, PAK
s AL PRI SRR R AR BT T« BT AR SCRF 2 3 22
2% EFLAGS 15450k 474 SUIRTRVERT b g SR OV F SRR X =10 T ok
frittt.

1. EFLAGS ZEiRi}5. 5 T i/> EFLAGS #54-1774 , R EFLAGS 7EiR
5 (Lazy Calculation) #Lifil, RIXST A1) EFLAGS A%, NATESHIE
M A 2t A

2. “RRBA HRAE SUILRIVE. A E SAL g BOR e 7 51, R AZRIR
AL B, TR Bk B g — R BB A T S . I HAE
SRR AR, A <Rt ks e, i e E R, XRTT
DA 2 i

3. SSE bR A g Siitibk . &%) SSE 484 i Eiz B AR 4w L
ORAF-IRIL” ZVER RIS, B He 20 tr, SR S ras L
APRAS . MRIEIEX LR AR A S A R N HE 0 R AL, AR RGE T3, AR
APAFRIER, SRR PRI 3, DADUALIE RGs5E.

34 EKEING

ARTENE T IR A i i S Rkl B4k (IFADO) Y3 HIsE
W WAL B Bt A T8 S AT, A R AR ST A TR
brie, A AAERE AL (5 B R T 58, IRPEA ALtk ] =
MR AR I T AL . 8 T RESUEA TS A ALAL , A T LR 7 A
i, IR NI O, X B 28 58 R E A B — 204l [
PERE Mt it SRR A S BRI, e a gt 1 .

S PERE AR R R, FATKBL T X86 #5474z EFLAGS if
AR 2 50%, H: EFLAGS 4549 XH5 2 I AKAY sk Rl — kil
#1642  EFLAGS TR R0 iR 2, tigmy 1 Bk o e 7 IERE. 715h, SSE
R T E B AR S I TR MR X87 I AfE 4, XLERMAMEMIES™ 4
IR WIEhtE, BAORIEIN—F Bz iES, e SR GRS IR

AT, ST RIS EERE
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%3 E AR U T R A BT RIS B

N T RO LR, FATHISE% EFLAGS 359 0HFR . 4521 UL AIAR
IR AT RN EOX = AT, SR X =R A . RS 4 5, AT
7141 EFLAGS IERTTREAAM BT 5968 1258 5 &, RATFH il K
B 45215 SALBIRA AR BT AISE L FE26 6 TP TRAN /4 SSE AR 1

L mAHaFIHRARE, IS A S I BRI TR, AT HAEBRAROCR o

XX
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% 4% EFLAGS fEiRiTE

5 4E EFLAGS ERIH
41 sk

1322 7o, BATRAIRST TR ZHE4T EFLAGS 11548 2 155 B A I
AL B . o T ExX 2645 41 EFLAGS 115, Jeith 3A4000 ZLBRAF5 AT
Tt R RS S, X8R4 KX EFLAGS {5 B THAE, WA 45815
A (AT A, HaXHuEE Cache, (17D S AbFRA% Py FR s 45 14 v
B RYTERE T T, SRR R AR R RE s Rk 2 R RS A P RE
AT, CEZ AR IE TR . B, A T Uiz R, AT T EFLAGS
FERVEREANAL, DA EFLAGS THE45M 4, AIMT$E & 85 iR P PERE .

AREEAVEAE 4.2 T4 1 ekt EFLAGS SER T Al ATt b, 4 &
Gy Mt Rsiltid EFLAGS fE R TH AR A 2R T 4.3 B AN 4%
REQR TSI, MEGLRIAESS 2 BT B Bt EFLAGS BETHIUALEE, 43 A dkas
BRI A54E 419 EFLAGS IGO0, FE48 2 BN BORYE /- 45 R i @ 145 13
EFLAGS 25484 fJa, 16 4.4 MRS R T 4

42 ATHES

EFLAGS g CPU fbR& 27 7, HEitnE 4.1 fros, B Tics4 4[] CPU
FRIIRAS A SIS RIS . Z2H0zFE S aREs B8R, EHZEY
tra&fi (EFLAGS fi), iX$EARaE (7 f34% CF (Carry Flag). PF (Parity Flag). AF
(Auxiliary Carry Flag) . ZF (Zero Flag). SF (Sign Flag) £l OF (Overflow Flag)
AR A PSR, NSRS LR, HA 5 AL BEERIRAS
FHR A FRAE 2A] DA

63 31 11 10 9 8 7 6 4 2 ]

0 OF |DF (IF|TF|SF|ZF| @ [AF| @ |PF| 1 |CF

RFLAGS EFLAGS

Kl 4.1 EFLAGS &5 i1

Figure 4.1 Structure of EFLAGS

N TR PR SR T AL B EFLAGS, 24507 2 A 20 e &, Rk
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

HIFBAEBNBEFZ R RS, TR . B TR B RS Ir i & 115
BUBIERZW, P ATE EEXME ARG B B [, AR AT
HAERFRELZ K SEY, FroAsiAlr) EFLAGS 2 REKRNIESS .

h TR PRAE A58 AR I EFLAGS , (LS feE 2425484, s
PR AR SR, Mo B AR, e 4.2 BiR. BT 2R
BPARE TS B IER, I BRI AR EE AR S
BT, X BT EFLAGS i3 & A KEIIBHEIEL .

IN:

0x000400e5f: test rdx, rdx
OUT:

0x1608a49a0: and t4,s2,s2
0x1608a49a4: ori t0@,zero,0x1
0x1608a49a8: sll.d t0,t0,16
0x1608a49ac: ori t0,t0,0x6081
0x1608a49b0: sl11.d t0,t0,16
0x1608a49b4: ori t0,t0,0x8f00
0x1608a49b8: andi t1,t4,0oxff
0x1608a49bc: add.d t1,t0,t1
0x1608a49c@: 1d.bu t0,0(t1)
0x1608a49c4: andi a6,a6,0xfffb
0x1608a49c8: or a6,a6,to /1 pf
0x1608a49cc: ori t2,a6,0x40
0x1608a49d0: andi a6,a6,0xffbf

0x1608a49d4: maskeqz  t1,t2,t4
0x1608a49d8: masknez t3,a6,t4

0x1608a49dc: or a6,tl1,t3 !/l zf
0x1608a49e0: srl.d t3,t4,56
0x1608a49e4: andi t3,t3,0x80
0x1608a49e8: andi a6,a6,0xff7f
0x160@8a49ec: or a6,a6,t3 // sf
0x1608a49f0: andi a6,a6,0xfffe // cf
0x1608a49f4: andi a6,a6,0xf7ff // of

Pl 4.2 TEST #54 EFLAGS Bt f ik 51

Figure 4.2 Example of EFLAGS translation through simulation

JILASK TN EFLAGS [, 5IA T Rt — ot Hly 454 (LBT #5%) ,
TE—FIsHIE0, #aBIE 48 £ 5% EFLAGS 25454, K43 R T
SPEC CPU2000 Hr—ANEEARB A FIPEIE 0L, HoP i) SUB, NEG, AND DA TEST
FHRS XS V) EFLAGS iz 545 5., 1 JG #5426 /] EFLAGS #r&fiz, #
Wi T A Tk .

(HSEER EX T H AP oORER A 1Y Jeoth — Bl 45 2, A TR ATHR LAY, W



% 4% EFLAGS iRt

[0] ------- [0] -------
addi.d $s0, $t8, -1 addi.d $s0, $t8, -1
(1] ------- (1] -------
x86sub.d $s2, $t5
sub.d $s2, $s2, $t5 sub.d $s2, $s2, $t5
[2] ------- [2] -------
x86sub.d $zero, $t8
IR1[0] 0x429c00: lea rax, [rl15 - 1] ?gl])d _____ 518, $zeto, $18 ?gt];»d _____ st8, szero, $t8
IR1[1] ©x429c@4: sub  rxdx, rl2
IR1[2] ©0x429c@7: neg rl5 ?Zjd ______ ?tS, $s4, 8 ?de ______ ?ts, $s4, 8
IR1[3] ©0x429c@a: mov qword ptr [rsp + 8], rl5 x86add.d $s2, $s0
IR1[4] 0x429c@f: add  rdx, rax add.d $s2, $s2, $s0 add.d $s2, $s2, $s0
IR1[5] ©x429cl12: mov qword ptr [rsp]l, rax [5] ------- [5] -------
IR1[6] ©0x429cl16: and rdx, rl5 st.d $s0, $s4, 0 st.d $s0, $s4, ©
IR1[7] ©x429c19: test 1rdx, rdx [6] ---nn-- [6] ---nn--
IR1[8] ©x429clc: mov rl5, rdx x86and.d $s2, $t8
IRL[9] ©Ox429clf: jg 0x429aee and $s2, $s2, $t8 and $s2, $s2, $t8
[71 ------- [71 -------
X86 Translation Block ?g?aT?:?__fSZ. $s2 ?g?a??:?__fsz, $s2
or $t8, $s2, $zero or $t8, $s2, $zero
[9] ------- [9] -------
setx86j itmp@, 6 setx86j itmp@, 6
bne itmp@, $zero, LABEL |[|bne itmp@, $zero, LABEL
LA Translated Block LA Translated Block
(Use LBT Instructions) (LBT Instructions Removed)

4.3 SPEC CPU2000 }& A HeFl vk 524l

Figure 4.3 Example of Translation Block Translation in SPEC CPU2000

] 43 HRIR TR BF R A T EFLAGS IR IO L. T T RS0
IG $5 4T BT EFLAGS (5., JLAMMFI§4 774 1) EFLAGS S5RA 235
FHESITE S, FFOASUA RS0 TEST 4547 7 s — by e 4, 3o
JEHES 4 1) BFLAGS THE T DA IS . HeA He (il i) EFLAGS 5L 4.4 R .

M EFLAGS ] H T DA 3, 76— ANHA Perkt, JE55 47/ ) EFLAGS
R AR BT R4 S B, 459 ADD. SUB PAJ AND, OR jX
Fte s, AT H2E M EFLAGS £ BT R 2 M . BB 410 th B2 M e 1%
$4 A M A To T FEEATAT EFLAGS 5 BT, %A gy SUB. NEG
PLJ% ADD f1#5 42 A% AND 454, i o572 EFLAGS #1454

AN, KRG, HAR PR R A IR RS, %154
A PERE CMP, TEST 4§54 M1, FITF /4 F4H) EFLAGS {35, 36t
SR A AV S IR R 4 . TLAE R RO , — R e A B
LEFRAME 4 EFLAGS $54, JHF 5 A& MHBRERIE.

T B EFLAGS MR AR AIMRR IS, TofiT 1o s 4 IR T
Wb, EAFE R, T LR R ©.

N
O

w41 ifeliat 5489 S R A IEIT 8 Gafr ML A9 %o
WO DA R AR 2 VB SE ) R b, SR s S8 808 s e, Ha s
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

OF SF ZF AF PF CF
LEA
SUB M M M M M M
NEG M M M M M M
MOV
ADD M M M M M M
MOV
AND M M M M M M
TEST 0 M M u M 0
MOV

JG T T T
EXIT 0 M M u M 0
M: Modified, T: Tested, U: Undifined, --: No Change
Pel 4.4 3 AP EFLAGS 7= 2k
Figure 4.4 EFLAGS used in Translation Block
LUNCR VNP7

P = 2 v;N,JIT 4.1)

Hor T REMACHTRE PRSI SIR R, v AN 1 RBIERITH, N, UK K
RS THERI R

M E 4.1, FefiT%F SPEC CPU2000 1) -5l #:4T EFLAGS ZEIR T4k
HIPEREEAL, HMTE R NER 4.1 Frzs . m I ERAGE S P A BT LBT 45
AR, HAFRZERI LBT 4591247 MW BN A S e — 2, Rl AR
SE HA A ZE8 EFLAGS $84 I8 gt —1H.

Mot 4.1 v, FATHAF L, HILRFgrEREL e s 8%, Hii T4
SR AR R, ANAL PRG3R /) . Cache fiy A1 BR38 DA SR 55 S5 0L
WA BEAR R BE e T BT % MH . (HA TSR AT AR, ALY IE g i g
—ERT ] REAFAE M DRI ROCR o
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% 4% EFLAGS fEiRiTE

2 4.1 SPEC CPU2000 3147 EFLAGS %38 V51 (R L i v Rl VF £l 45 4t

Table 4.1 Performance Evaluation Results before EFLAGS Optimization in SPEC CPU2000

SPEC 71 Z&HHAMT  {HFREFLAGS HUN 159714 y  Fiffikas @
164.gzip 914,249,687,214 45,338,891,817 2 9.9%
175.vpr 409,746,860,040 15,621,156,363 2 7.6%
176.gcc 360,583,576,775 15,816,240,872 2 8.8%
181.mcf 111,805,312,398 5,932,851,087 2 10.6%
186.crafty 401,703,630,087 29,454,626,624 2 14.6%
197 .parser 757,242,867,276 30,618,302,500 2 8.1%
252.eon 333,136,091,931 6,536,931,065 2 3.9%
253.perlbmk 838,382,129,804 27,490,746,079 2 6.6%
254.gap 450,713,638,439 36,241,484,935 2 16.1%
255.vortex 739,613,996,786 23,532,841,903 2 6.4%
256.bzip2 739,320,223,986 48,947,087,341 2 13.2%
300.twolf 754,604,174,529 58,669,087,219 2 15.5%
INT AVG - - - 9.4%
168.wupwise 668,723,753,944 31,101,409,408 2 9.3%
171.swim 182,576,402,750 2,963,047,558 2 32%
172.mgrid 418,966,797,356 7,932,046,348 2 3.8%
173.applu 4717,699,227,494 6,747,833,750 2 2.8%
177.mesa 586,382,961,511 26,661,655,160 2 9.1%
178.galgel 391,694,937,836 20,000,377,108 2 10.2%
179.art 258,354,178,467 11,838,724,345 2 9.2%
183.equake 184,945,729,140 1,605,781,547 2 1.7%
187 facerec 471,258,061,664 47,165,980,016 2 20.0%
188.ammp 669,562,837,877 18,763,469,446 2 5.6%
189.1ucas 412,231,389,323 23,631,076,609 2 11.5%
191.fma3d 409,261,861,740 12,348,419,455 2 6.0%
200.sixtrace  1,035,752,234,382 15,591,573,977 2 3.0%
301.apsi 578,463,841,318 30,280,584,068 2 10.5%
FP AVG - - - 6.2%
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TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

43 EFLAGS ZEiRTEEZE

R TP ERE, QEMU 45 EFLAGS A CHIRE, Wigd 7—FER
TR O, RIERIEE S0, DR AE R B ERD AR R R, (RSP
A2 78 EFLAGS 28454, M58 5248472 ) EFLAGS "L 15 BT,
AHE JG 248 2 TR AR = AL B 75 21 EFLAGS 115454 . Digital Bridge i
PRI TR DY B AN ) EFLAGS TR AT a0,
RN TU4 EFLAGS 7158, X8 EIYLFAE— L -

L BSMTES: T QEMU FEIRTIR 7 457 A EFLAGS 1153454 /5 23K
WA 748 2 W IR B VRO, DR I A ZE SR ABLAUL ) A A B A DA DR B
HHE, DAMEFE EFLAGS TE48 47" A i n] DUIR IS S i T BV E R8s, X 5
BT 20 NI 2 AR

2. MURLEE: fRAL— EFLAGS ${§ 1], iext 4y EFLAGS {5 B 71t
. XFECT R LTS A 1) EFLAGS (St ER A, P AETIRIES .

3. YR A KA RAEE ARSI, X T A AR He B R 2
NELZIE A0, R, By, REahss.,

FRFDAKH Ty 26 i) 8, FoAi 142 4 T EFLAGS FERHE R, % e
WP 4.5 B . HoRTE RSBy BettA T8 20 e b, $REUEE 254541 EFLAGS
EREE: FEBr B, ARYEHTH EFLAGS {5 5., 8 H 2 48 4 th (L # 58
SR B G AT AL . % BAEABI BN R, 2T LBT #5414
BrRpfE. IR AURLEE Iy 20, 414) EFLAGS g bpai i ab B, gt —20
/L EFLAGS #5417 . IWAMZ I 8% & T MV I9 Pk, EFLAGS 44k
RS ES A E M, SC T4 5 B A B EFLAGS JiHFR, A& AE
55 5 AN NE IS AR YY) EFLAGS V5% .

TESACHRIT B, RFHEATHE 00T, X BUR 3% 2 EFLAGS i il
AL (@) MG AR S APETE R SRR O A 8 R KN (@) TE4E
A RIERT B, AR SR AR RN, MK BRI JR 482 mE R, FEEEZ&
TG4 A AT 45 S X 38 P 3B EFLAGS [ IS (@), ARIEIHLME AT, e
TSR TIERT, 275 ] AT IR S L bR s O i 3

BT LBT 454 H3CRe T8 Wiz 584521 EFLAGS 5., Bt AR ) — ik
gy LATX ff EFLAGS 1540 T2, —2K2 R LBT #5938, 7
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Disassemble Translation translate_shld
EFLAGS S| 3F ()
Information K oM ATE
Per Tnst. ® e ifOlgTS:I)[MULATE
SHLD N H H translate_shld L
T SUB N H E translate_sub [%. =
. .| SHLD dest,src,dest
& CMP N | - o translate_cmp [\ % oSt sTe des
o YN
Jcc Lo | | H © translate_jcc SR
T \‘ translate_sub
Probe @ ®‘\ if (!can_opt)
v LBT_GENERATE
Y| SUB dest,src,dest

[l 4.5 EFLAGS %38 55 HER:

Figure 4.5 Framework of EFLAGS Lazy Calculation Optimization

— R RS I TR X T LBT 452 M5, Ufbasrs & FIlrzds
LRBATHET BT MAREAL, WARAAER ZOT T AREAL, W4 LBT 54
(®); XA 5B EFLAGS T, W AR ARG (7 1 2 L% — H K 2

M E, MTATEERREL, s T ermnG (@),

43.1 BLHRIWARE

%T%%%ﬁﬁ&%ﬁ%,%ﬁﬁ?ﬁfﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ,ﬁ“ﬁﬁ&
WNIEL 4.6 Frzs . o0 BT it #4 R A2 07 Ko R 2, S — 2 i oA 5
%EHMB%%,@%ﬁ‘@%EHMB%%i%&FiEHMmW%ﬂ%
B (@) i R iR ey, MR A 51 EFLAGS {5 Bt 5E i
EFLAGS 3 (®), fAHZIE4 5T 77 20 1 1Y) EFLAGS ARZSHIVA K% 46275
L) EFLAGS RZS AL

PRI 2 0 A BT B, B3E TR AE 2 il SR A v
B, PARGZAR S W 2™ R IR AN VHBE . BIANTE R 4.6 v, 585 IEXE 504 TEST
§4 1 EFLAGS f5 52 (@),

L JRE R ENITR (@) . 7R85 TEST $54- 75257 AL RS ALAT
T H SERBOZAE 2 W G P 482 B EFLAGS JIRAZEAL. i TR
MG RIS I, BT AR R TR S b — R R Y “FR 22l 1 R
O AFE, FET B A8 P AR Y EFLAGS ARASRAY, 15 S
TEST #5419 “TFHEMAMARENA” FE, WEE 1.
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Pre-defined Calculated
@ - ettt ety ©)
E :: and
l 0szAPC 057APCliOSZAPC
@ > TEST | o|m{m[ufufofd: T

SBB ; T—MMMMMME-:rTTT

Jcc E T (HEEE
use def pending ®

Y

3
rd

M: Modified, T: Tested, E: Exit initial, G: Generate

4.6 EFLAGS SR i 5L RS 2 i I 7

Figure 4.6 Instruction Flow Analysis of EFLAGS Optimization

MR B IR WG — 462 580 EFLAGS 135, BAaHFEIH
(1) EFLAGS MRAEKEL. X DUl G480 “Ja/FHe 2 iR
B AFE, FHBR G — & 482 C A58 BT AR EFLAGS JRAESRAHAG. T
Ja— 5 AR 2 WA AT BRI 41 EFLAGS RES, AT B 5 — A5 1
RSO HATEGSIE, DAKBGZIE A0 5748 2B A RS AL o
7% 1 EFLAGS Probe Scanning Algorithm

1: procedure EFLAGSPROBE(T B) [> input current Translation Block

2: insts[n].pending «— ALL_EFLAGS

3: for i = n—1, insts[i] in T B do

4: pending « (insts[i + 1].pending) AND (NOT insts[i + 1].gen)
5: insts[i].pending « (insts[i + 1].use) OR (pending)

6: eflagsProbeGenerate(insts[i])

7: end for

8: end procedure

2. W ERPREMITR (®). Rl g ErREA” M T
T LG BPREA” WAME BT R AERPIRESAL, WAL 2 Fs. B8, N T
AR JE P42 EFLAGS RSO MR, ARizehig < n AT ARG AL,
WA AR TR 2 AERIZIE SN T RIS SRR AL, WG 2EHT
FRAR TR, HRPIRSNAR AR P16, RIBREIZIE N a8 2 rk
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299
EOY AR

1 2 EFLAGS Probe Construction Generating Table Algorithm

1: procedure EFLAGSPROBEGENERATE(inst)

2 inst.gen « (inst.def) AND (inst.pending)

3: end procedure

Rl i, BT R RIE IS SR F A B RS SRIBUE i i) EFLAGS {5 5., FrPA
TEHEAR PG AL 25 B I 75 24y EFLAGS {557, Wl 4.6 HiE (s
& (ERE) Pis.

4.3.2 EFLAGS 5% iER%

FESEARET AT, IEALAS R S AER & BB Bolt AT itk sh ff. i LBT
F59- A SCHyHE ULAY EFLAGS T8, Bt VA — 28B4 75 ZER 15 2B
(1773058 i EFLAGS Jz 5.y T n4n i 4 3 EFLAGS 3155, FHRX mf
AFRITRETTA, AR EFLAGS #8175 %, WK 4.7 s,

LBT Translation | | DG A E Emulation

0SZAPC SHLD "'IGGG |
- SUB 12222

__________________

-1» if (cf)
' CF_SIMULATE

if (!can_opt) « | | | |

LBT_GENERATE > if (of)
OF_SIMULATE

translate_sub

SUB dest,src,dest

SHLD dest,src,dest

G: Generate

¢l 4.7 EFLAGS 54 {i5B%

Figure 4.7 EFLAGS elimination

1. LBT #54-iiBk. LBT #5715 EFLAGS 9775 X86 X AYHE S AH[H -
Rt FEVEATRIEER), R DAMEs B R AT AAH B LBT 454 PASE MUHH W Y
EFLAGS 114, 7 EFLAGS $55-JH R, WIRIZIR I —FApE R 2o, W
XA LBT 480 FF 2R M s [z, WA PAKEZ LBT #5937 k. ANk 4.7
Xt SUB $50M B, BIRIRET T3 %45 9 R BT ZF iz, (A
THAA T LBT 454, FrbA% LBT 15058 F 2" 4.
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2. Bl EFLAGS VLR 410k . 5001 LBT #5900, X JEH oL 5 2 fi
FIREJE 159 #E4T EFLAGS RBLUITR. th THRMAREm & SCRIEAHY, A ATE
TS A AR X R RpARS 7oA B iR . UL, 7EdEfT EFLAGS 154
515 DA er S P A A At S 12 TR 1B S VTN s i e i L
S A R AR S R, W ZARE N Y T SR E T I R .
(&1 4.7 HXFF SHLD $i5- 1B, BREH DT I A% -7 2155 OF, SF 1 ZF,
(HATREIT CF, [Hit, Bz, nfAEISAHRAY CF G (R4,
111 OF A3 (o I 75 27 A %) B RS AL T HA

44 MERESH

i T %) EFLAGS FERTTH LA 45 R 31T Re o T A PPAL, FRATEEA T
CoreMark F2JF 1 SPEC CPU2000 Jl izt 8245 B A7 I3 .

FATE el CoreMark HEATHEREN . CoreMark 22— THRA X R G E
REVPAGARE Y, AR T RIS 1 e B B 20 7E L1 Cache v, i2f7HI A28 N
IR SESE I o [F] INAZAR P A AR IR I SRR, 0 A 23 BC A PR ) R 2>
FEt, BRI B ) LA

Performance Test (CoreMark)

6473

Before -

9132

Optimized -

Test Case

Native A 14607

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000 12000 14000
CoreMark Score (Ticks/Sec)

P 4.8 EFLAGS %R i3 )7 CoreMark 1 fEXT EL

Figure 4.8 CoreMark performance Comparison

CoreMark [N ET R MNP 4.8 Firzs, HAEREMAUACHTIY 6473 2347 21 BUAE
[ 9132 7, PEREINEFUERY) 65% Zidi. R T HR5T EFLAGS FER TR ERES
mi, FATE A HTHE S 4> B EFLAGS 1AL $cE . I inge 4.2 fs. AT
PPk RE I HESR A IO SE T &0, I AW S EFLAGS $54 iIifb 53] 55%
AT B A (5 RIS TR Y 4% Zedi e

T EIMHER R & EFLAGS LR T B A kI MERESRTT, FATIEHEAT T
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£¢ 4.2 EFLAGS %R i533)5 CoreMark 1 fig 5

Table 4.2 Performance Data of CoreMark after EFLAGS Lazy Calculation

SASHEO%  JREFLAGS Hit MRtk fRfCHB]  DRIIFRY  FRESSH ()

trans.time

11,572,359,694 1,710,998,750 941,230,733 55.0% 2.541ms 4.44%

SPEC CPU2000 fyEREIN, MHRXEER AN 4.9 Frs.

0, -
v 100% CINT £Z32 ORIGIN ES3 ELIMINATED
[v] 82
S 80% 7 &
£ 70 63 65 65 &
. 58,
S 60% 53 “ 4o 53 BN N Y
o 4446 47 44 45
a 42 39
2 NN EN

T T 1 T T 1 T T T T 1 T

164 175 176 181 186 197 252 253 254 255 256 300 Geo
, 100% 1 CFP
o 85
S 80% 7884
g 66,08 6869 6 63 62 67
e 60%q o /\ 55 5656 5438 3 5TN] <523
o AN s NARARANN AN

-
/\Vlﬂ T 1 1 1 1 1 T T T

T
168 171 172 173 177 178 179 183 187 188 189 191 200 301 Geo
SPEC CPU2000 Benchmarks

Kl 4.9 EFLAGS ZEiR i} FE 4Ly SPEC CPU2000 Pk fig % i

Figure 4.9 Performance Data of SPEC CPU2000 after EFLAGS Lazy Calculation

M EATAIAE ], & R EdRm T2 7%, PR BEEE T4 6%. Wik
TP AT PAK I, AL PERESR TR I, e AP 18 Lmef TR, 1
REFETH T 14%, B3R ER 84% (W1ERE: TE 8P 178.galgel FIIERESET T
18%, iKFI T )54 86% HIVERE. MR H b A — ST RES TR IR, fE
s 252.eon TR, HAERESRTE AT 2%, SRR A EHAEREDSIHARAG i
J5 7 183.equake F1 200.sixtrace T3, EFEHETIZ) 1%. KT /04 SPEC CPU2000
HA I REER THA ZERE, FRAT T A 1 BE A AT HE R AR HUIL EFLAGS 77 A= FliH [
PIfEE, anE 4.10 Brx.,

i 41 Ak, EIR 181.mef I EFLAGS 54 15 kR E a4
252.eon §-Hi/b, {HT 181.mef B P Y ZHEHE 2R 2L T 252.eon F2J7, fir
PAXS T 18 L.mef REJ¢ oK, HHFRAY EFLAGS $i 5 SR shST8 2 B &, A
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lel2
§ 1.00 4 [ZZ1 DYNAMIC_COUNT [XN] DELETED_RATIO [X3 REMAIN_RATIO [ 15%
E s
£_ 0751 o &
gg F10% =
22 0.50 1 %
) F5% i5
5 0251
E T T T T T T T T T T T 0%

164 175 176 181 186 197 252 253 254 255 256 300
lel2

1.00 - r15%

0.75 F10%

“i%ﬂ%%%%§m§%@%%%32

168 171 172 173 177 178 179 183 187 188 189 191 200 301
SPEC CPU2000 Benchmarks

CFP)
EFLAGS Ratio

Dynamic Instruction Count

1 4.10 SPEC CPU2000 %% 1-J5i EFLAGS {5 *} Lt

Figure 4.10 EFLAGS Elimination for each Test in SPEC CPU2000

i ok T 22 P RESR FF. 17 183.equake Al 200.sixtrace F-Ii i [4: 11y EFLAGS H.
B AN RR A%, OO AR TR N . KGR S 3 4.1 PRI as 12
I, UL ) A B

REBER T, AT FAREE S8 T EFLAGS 258 AP 58 A :

L a8t Al i M EFLAGS. 5k (Jec), #14#%3) (CMOVee) Al
FAFE (SETce) $54-, MfIT7R24E ] EFLAGS gk LM, SbrbfieR
LI HE ATV Y EFLAGS 58, J& T Joikitt ) EFLAGS 155, T i
PUZ IR, FFETES 5 TR AR 2, D iX P 5 224 ] EFLAGS
TGO A

2. HEARHEE e EFLAGS 5 WE iR . E R AN PGS B AL, F5%8 7 4 Jir§ EFLAGS
bRk, DAPRIESS SL R A SRR IS IR UE A1) EFLAGS {5 . i SR 45 AL ]
THBEBEEE S, WA SHNT A1 EFLAGS oG . % B i
FIGSLRARYL, DR E 275 REE T IR . (HER SRR & S BRI I3, A
TEER S BRF A B WA YY) EFLAGS W%, AR N 8.

45 KEING

AT R T fRek EFLAGS V546 MERER 2V, BE1IF 5581 T EFLAGS
RIHH AL, A QEMU 45 Hifth — HE i B4 - SC MUY EFLAGS HERVIH, %
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TR MBI, AR, ST,

AEE 4.2 5%F EFLAGS JER THRARAL R W 4647 T 4047, 454 T EFLAGS
FeTH BRI S BUEAR, IR T ORI S BT 2 TH IR A RICE A, I A
AT TR TG, UERR TR A A R

TE 4.3 N4 T EFLAGS SEIRTTRHESE M SE LAy o AL BB, 43
FE TR AT T Y BORl EFLAGS $54H MW Bt. 152 WA By BOR A
WG4, W Ti% R 2 S5 TR BN EFLAGS fr& 5 2, &
HiZ 4827 277 4E 1) EFLAGS #3607, FRH% A5 BAEMEAEN B 1 F8 2 S5 H Y
EFLAGS 52 TH BRI Br o AR A48 21928, K54k 5rh LBT 520 B s
il EFLAGS 115848 WP, T rst 1L .

T 4.4 TRATIAT THERER IR 204, A5 T S IAS R AR 25588, B
R EFLAGS 484 ah S48 802, WA SR e R . AR Ao
275, SPEC CPU2000 fPHEREE M mITH 6% LA ERYZAEXT RS TT

[IF, PEREMTES Ak Bk BFLAGS 1454 R pse e, X FE R
TIR2A8 2T E A EFLAGS, DA AN S R EFLAGS 75 24 iiaX 4 Ja
T8t FTUATESE 5 75, ATRFEREA W, BN, 20
W& Joxi ) EFLAGS 454 .
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BSE RGN ESEULELE
51 5|8§

N T TRRAFAER) J& 4246 % % % £l EFLAGS Ml A3k 4 B EFLAGS & % 4
RIS ), FRATER T St 1521 AL RIRAAL 7 %6« 1% 75 %8+ EFLAGS
PRS- S AR M G TE SRR 7 28 152w ) EFLAGS
WA Ry, FER AR PR R A U TARE , ARG Se A B
FErp, Gl RSEEA S B RE R, SHZEA TR, DAREIR S5 AL
EFLAGS 15 WiHER . M TSI, 15005 SRR Nt . & H T
QPN EEAE S, R I TS SO B . ST AT A R, R
S AL PRAN LA GE R SE PRI IS KA 3804, T I f 1280 T DA RO 0 A
PEATIRA, e TR

ARERFTEMNGT BT 8008 ACRF O 5%, ES2 4
I EACHT AR BT o AL AT, 23050 i SCAR TR R AL A S e A B
IRBHRAL, 5.2 1 5.4 RSN G A AL HE it o

BEAL , AP A R L AR BN ] B8 Y BLAY B A8 S0Py AT 1 AL P AE 5.5 71
R THE B AP G A BB ECR R A IR, R TS I R
SOTS, wIT SR AR PRI ARG, BRI B A2 SO S5 O, AR
APPSR RE PR T IR o

52 BERN

AT IR A ACROR . BT R 584 h AR AEZ AN
B 5.1 s o A AR B T A S B BB s HE R AR HE 4 7 IR B B By
TRALES AT i SCALTH R B B

TESALARIT B, HEP 2B WMY , SRR 7 (D).
WET KBNS PG, 2R ZPIIFTEIHES (@), RIRPRHE- e
—HFAR R BRIEE B EON IR BAET (®), FRRHE BN HhiE S B E N
AR (@) TERFENE, USSR Ui, RS2 mEw
TRk, QR ISR T E B 5 D AR SR R BV ERS AR R A

47



TR B i) S 3 A8 R LR

Disassemble Translation | translate_cmp_sbb

\
(@)
=

P

; .
/ . BB
Probe :
_______________ Record Valid ,

® 4 4 if (!'EFLAGS_LAZY)
translate _cmp sbb | 1 CALCULATE EFLAGS

of e || [cwp_seB

([ see /[ see 1Fhy

------------------

, translate_sbb | /| translate_test_jcc

CALCULATE Condition
BEQ/BNE Condition

[ TEST Jcc | T H

o, '
: '/| JCC | F |--- -)' translate JCC K “‘ 1 CALCULATE EFLAGS e

T v || e VNI T Jnext T8

1+ CALCULATE EFLAGS

EXIT 2

P51 Rtk il SUIRBHPRHER

Figure 5.1 Framework for Instruction Semantic Translation

R BCHATIIE (©) o 1B ALRIRRR B RS, 4 i@ Ak iy X
B g4 (©) AR REXEFRL (O), XWFEIPERECRH T AR
DLt sng, FATRFSHE 5.3 A4

Fioh, XTEAYEE R SRR, A T B EABSRATT #
T IH R A S 2 1Y) EFLAGS THRAES, RIUALRTE 5.4 TR0 4.

53 IBEXHEERR
53.1 ELRFIER

TESAC S B B, UACERET 2348 b AT 0 b, ST $5 2 751,
JRE BT, IR TEiE, S S0 AL,
K 5.2 s

C)%:::::::::: """""""" Valid
[ cwp ] [i[_cwe T3 i cwp [ cwp_seB [T |
[see | |[see [Jjj ,iS86 | o[ see [F]
[test ] | [test ]| |i[_test ] *—>| TEST Jec [ T |
|_Jec | [ _Jec | il _Jdec |} —'—’| Jcc | F |

Analysis
Window

Pel 5.2 fiv 2 1 S R HERR

Figure 5.2 Framework for Instruction Pattern Search

PACTREE R GBS — A B 1, XHZ ST 0N AR AT 704, DA
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AW R EAAE AR 278 o QSRR A, WSXHxE A rieic, HF
AW KRG DGR, FHRERMACER] GRS RE QSRS , A HAELE
FFERIALTE 2P, MHEFT DA LR, RERT AR i R B A 2 17 5
— et (©), FFERIITE O URIG— K1 BEN F— Rt
3k, BRI (@),

FERET SE AL 3G, SRR B PSS — 98 S n R RS b A TR
HARMC %R 2 7 ZoE MU B S SRR RN AL (), [N, & FE2
TN A BEFT TERALARE (@), PABRIREBHIFAS A 20X L oI A7 B .
% 5.2 iR i TEST Hil Jee BRI AEALTE 51 P FIBcRET RS, 2% TEST

B M RAE B el TEST Jee 2874 (@), MR BLALaR S test_jec 15 X
R A T [RIINF20F Joe W E N TR (@), PR B TR 1245 22t
Fri|fiE.

532 EXWERF

TESPHTIRH SER TR, S TRIELRL . T ARSI R4 & 6 OB
TR BRI T 8fe, BROMESLS N TR0 B B2 . BT R R 1 e
WA A BRI & R T B TR . AU S UG & B M A5 R
BRI, SRR A BB BRI TR

U S RUALUL AR SRR, 45 24T H T 6 559 751,
PRI S W . BEHOA R, AT, SRUALIREAIE . B SR R
TORACHOHEIE, R TR BT PR 5 2 P UM DA SO . B S 12
R 32 0 P 5 ST B0 0 S AL T B A e RS G, PR 1
PR (IR S TSGR S SN, A ST AR LA XA
SERRAE, KT RALHI T

VB SUHCTA 5 M e 5 SUAE TP R A S SLAL PR 70

AP SACTVE . HEAHA 5 LA BIRE P TRY 2 46 4] EFLAGS
FE GBS E BFLAGS 154 TN, JUIs & BIEIMIE K 1 .
53 FT7%, 3T IDIV 08, T IRE0R 128 (OIREIEST, J0H
ErHE RS O EATRIPE, FEI C ¥ A5 I B RORATRERL. FPA LIRS
WA MBIET R, e R TR W, TR T R
USRS A S BI r R, SRBIE) IDIV 43I E CQO #4, B
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srai %rax, %rdx, 63

Before —
call idiv_helper (%rdx:%rax, %rcx)

- Simulation (C language)

cqo

idiv %rcx

div %rax, %rcx
After

Pel 5.3 IDIV §54F R LE

Figure 5.3 Comparison of IDIV Translations

128 (AR RTINS 64 GrEFT TAF B, U7 ILYGE B I T I 64 (s
B, T DL LG0T X RO VA 2 S B

A LRI 5.1 h © FOR, HoRel BUS RN BIH  m N IE S
MR BT . AR

(a) FRECHS 40 PO AT 45 A (ORI, BRIV BEREA T BT 3D 1

(b) Kitefi > S R B EEI BFLAGS, 154044 “Bf
Fo 47, SIHHE A IS EFLAGS PRI 5L, 456 EFLAGS ZERT15E0
fl, HUMHE A H %k EFLAGS 115454,

2. MARYIEIE SRR, BEAR B T SUA % 5 A e B3 XA A%
WA AN, H 3 ZAR AR S5 R A ) EFLAGS b3 . 4nf& 5.4 fis.

® Before @ After ® Optimized
x86sUB | [ cmp | [ x86SUB }... [ Becc
X86SETJ Jcc Bcc ™. ™ _X865UB
BNE |- EXIT 1 —‘ L ExIT 1 —‘
F EXIT 1 EXIT 2 4 x865UB
EXIT 2 EXIT 2
Pel 5.4 ZeA P R it SCALTRR PRI Bl

Figure 5.4 Example of Semantic Translation at the End of Translation Block

B T-7E EFLAGS ER TR, B T B 1k 5 26 3 A< He 35 B iy &
AL EFLAGS {55, F ARG B AL 29§l & i “EFLAGS 5 5 4 ¥
A7 FrATEIR LA S BT S X EFLAGS #7118, b T3 — 250 1% 45 B Ak
%) EFLAGS $§4, SEEUS A “ RO fife, X BT TRk B . 3.
i1k EFLAGS TR GBI RIS, XA LR D RIS A
AP 1% EFLAGS TR ZRI, AT DARZ 1Y EFLAGS T8 AR . X

50



S5 E BN SR SUERE

PERLA B4 Y EFLAGS fiAk SR T IR g s A B, [N e AR ey
A H O [R] ES  A EA RE AT o SRR DAL T S RE 7T DA IR v
EFLAGS % .61 .

& 5.4 44T CMP Fil Jee B35 A ARG 75 B . EIATIE AL BT,
W4T 44 BOpIEA TR . X277/ EFLAGS 15454 X86SUB' A J% EFLAGS
Mk 464 X86SETI?, Mt 75 Bl A PR BkE:, T Bt BNE 354 5 i
X86SET] 541458 (@) o R A EAT NI ALEIE, WL SRR
CMP+Jce HiE 5L, RN B4 CE BRI FE BRI, YA T BIERAbGE
s EFLAGS WY IR, R FHEL 4 X86SUB 454 Fi T8 5L A BB 20 1)
EFLAGS R3S (@), THHATHA SRRk, EFLAGS #5420 AR H
R4y (@), B CMP+ce 15418 LB E R R F 4 0E k154 Bee (©).

54 BEXREIRMMK

N T f#Pk EFLAGS 45 S AE R ARG AL TOIR S TR BRI M, A5 1
— B T 5 o FESE R A SR BE A EF G, SAEHAR YR B AL B Y.
AR AU, 45 EFLAGS T H QAL DB IR AR ER 7y o 2452
ARPGEATRIEIENG , 2R RS BPRES SO R A G, FFxa] AT R
) EFLAGS 45 & AT 1

DAL I MARRSEZL, 3 AR AU AN aE s A, 70 5 e R B
BRAR DL 3 U R B0 3 PP AR R D -
54.1 JHER=EMK

T ER AN RN L S5 SR AR S, T BRAR 2 TE 6%, I KX 24
B NOP 454, PAREIMUALRCR, JLfbZetanial 5.5 fron. %Al
AL F R T ICIRH RSO, AT EZ RG2S EXT Al DA BRI 0L,
HER & FEU"AEZ KA NOP 154, FrARTIHER A ZER NI N 2A —2E ik
AR

LA CMP+ce HyEEA SRR AR MBI, THERA DA B AR E -

L. {e4: 8 EFLAGS iz 55489, ifbds &Itk T EFLAGS 25548 94 iUl

'LBT 4, %IH4 408 X86 7 SUB #1441, TR 4452 /> 45 f745 ) EFLAGS fi5 2.
LBT 464, SRR E I 4 12850 J EFLAGS {5 8., B8 H A A E v EsR (150).
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cmp Bcc Bcc
Jec . EFLAGS ® > nop
Exit Part '
________________ ' @ Link Stub l-.@ - or — Linked
Optimizer o

Record To LATX To LATX
EFLAGS ® > EFLAGS

Link Stub |-. Linked

@ .
N e

To LATX To LATX

Pl 5.5 B s A D R Bt RAL

Figure 5.5 Eliminative Cross-Translation Block Feedback Optimization

DURTAE AL, Oy IR 2R R %% EFLAGS 2548 S 37 EAL (D);

2. TEJG SR EEA RS R, AT, IR SR EEAR B AT AT A
T L B AL EFLAGS 15 5., W @ f, BARBRBERE N %) K 35 S FEA
P —5548% 4 OR, %454 EFLAGS IH RSB MG RIF 4R, IR DATERREA
Bt 1 Ab K EFLAGS 454 Mitt, Meds 2B RICT*AY EFLAGS 254551k
JRATE, FHRFEHABECN NOP #54 (®);

3. QSRAE AP A i A v Ok B S AR BT B R P EFLAGS {5 5,
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Figure 5.6 Linked Cross-Translation Block Feedback Optimization
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BL, 0 Java, Javascript 55 JIT Fify . W TIXSERRFRORIE, LATX fi TAAAEAAD
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Figure 5.7 Problem: EFLAGS information lost after SMC
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BB, Btk A ER (®). flin, & Jee $54-5 524l I B /7 E A H 1y EFLAGS
B, HRTFZELREEER, FILICEAW BB O0E, AT 5208

N T RSN L, FATIA T FESUE RGN, 5B A v kg
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Figure 5.8 SMC Handling and Recovery for Optimized Code
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Figure 5.9 Performance of SPEC CPU2000 for Feedback Semantic Translation
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Figure 5.10 Comparison of EFLAGS Elimination in Feedback Semantic Translation
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Figure 5.11 Performance Comparison of Feedback Semantic Translation in each Stage
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Figure 5.12 Performance Comparison after Closing Jump Optimization
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i 64 MEAMEAE . X LoongArch fHIFR UL, FREESEIIDAT Rk
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I DAK T I B L bR S B 2 N TUARI ORI #4E, BRATRITT
SSE it 54 Bz B8 (Scalar Higher Bits Remove, SHBR) . 7E 6.2
i, FRATRFS /44 SHBR (W3S, HAE 6.3 WRIIARAIS LR, &K
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Figure 6.1 Overall Architecture of SHBR

TERIRBT B, BRI AR, PR, “PRAF-IRALY ARy
kR XFTANBEHERA AL, REEARNI A IEOH) ORI il
(@) 5 TS AT AT R BEAR TR, R AKF NI BT A 48 0 “PRAF-IRAL” At
AT (®),

TION, AEFARE RS, XTI R EA R, 555 A FIRAL PR
R B DMRIEEARAF LSS (©). 1ok, X8 TRIRAE B2
B GRBUNITTE, ATAXHX LR R Beakgk it A, DATHERAN L B 4k
R, DAL TTAY .

6.3 BERRGTHE

NT LB, 5B T B B A AR B T3, PASE BN
PR EAYCR AR AL T %6 . FATREEA BN 1L S (Scalar, 7). P
(Packed, [a]#t) FIN (None, i) =FpRAL, HRERWME 6.2 fin. HAARE
AP RN ST 6.4.2 TR

LS RHL: FARPNESRIFRIZHAE S, SRR — N s S,
{E L ) A AP A o B A IR 45 2R, B g R 2 i e (e (0 fHak
MIABZTFAERMZ ) s RshaBR S

2. PRAL: EARNGFAMEZEIES, HARE S BB E s

3. N A BURHPNAAETE SSE 4, W T Rig S fm iz
R FR

62



% 6 & SSE Rl m iz i bk

'''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''''

SSE ' General-Purpose
Instructions ' Instructions

High Bits

Can Be Ignored

S Type N Type

P Type
Scalar Type Packed Type

y__Instructions =[5 LS tieilens

F¥l 6.2 SHBR Skt e A Heirty 5y R
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figwm R 0 BIfE BAREE ] R — A EA R, AFNT — B AT A & A A i
FRMRIAR(E, ARSI T R AR R PR R
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