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Abstract: In recent years, since the embedded control systems such as vehicle control systems are becoming
larger and more complex, model-based development (MBD) with platforms such as MATLAB/Simulink is
becoming increasingly common. Meanwhile, more and more multicore processors are used on embedded
systems for better performance. However, in order to improve the performance of these control softwares
designed with MBD on these multicores, proper parallelization and core assignment based on the features of
control design are very important. This paper presents a model-level automatic parallelization approach, in
particular, a core assignment method using a combination of the double hierarchical clustering method, which
is a graph partitioning technique, and mixed integer linear programming (MIP) to achieve the above objects
in model-based development on multicores. Our method uses the double hierarchical clustering method to
avoid local optimum to partition large control models. For tens of higher level clusters, an MIP formulation
is utilized to find the core assignment solution that balance the loads of these clusters generated from control
models and minimize the communication cost across different cores on the processors. Also, we evaluated the
proposed approach with existing methods on randomly generated cluster graphs and an automotive control
evaluation model to address its effectiveness.
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Fig. 1 Overview of automatic parallelization flow on model-

level in model-based development for multicores.
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FEICIAHEICTS, AT CRELEERET L L
Vo IZIRIEESTH 5.

4.2 FIIBICLBZ 7T X420E

%2k 7 A% 3 CEH, FU#EREEO 7T Y 70
EETHLZOFLITICEYBTE I ENEE LT,
AT O a 7125 222 HE L
TWhb 728, cave_cpu_util = total_clst_cpu_util/c £ 5
& X, clst_cpu_util; > cave_cpu_util %5 7 T A F clst; 1
FET BLEND L LT 5.

FOL) BEMERMI T2 I AS L, REETIEH
ML E LT, ML DS cave_cpu_util TH AH 1 DL D
T TAY &, M E D cave_cpu_util K THBH 1 DL
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TOH 77 ZAFIZ5EIL, BE IR T 7 IZE D) 4
T, BREDARE MIP IZL 23 T7EHM TR ET S,

T b b, cstepuutil; > cave_cpu_util % B 7 T
A sty WXL ThHE 2 AT, MIP (2§ 5
clst_cpu_util; % clst_cpu_util;%cave_cpu_util \ZFFEFT
%, F 72 cavedclst = |clst_cpu_util;/cave_cpu_util] &3
5. 2T, cavedelst (X clst; #nEIL727 T A ETH
505, AT core.i D HIENEICZED T 72 E3EHL T x24T
W, ENHD I T D core_cpu_util % cave_cpu_util & T 5.
Z L Tec=c—cavedclst ETFEFRL, T TIZH D L THEA
Da7 % CORE O HIT 5.

BB, WRIICEY) 2R FAYDPGESNDL I LILHE
B0%, 2RATEMB T TR ITICE DB TSNS 2k
FTAY DB EZFIHE L TWDLDOATHY, FEBED 2K
TAYFENE 1L RITEHETICBNCHEB Y IAY ) v 7
Fr TRt s.

4.3 MIP ER/LD BRIREE & FIF0%ME
WETL MIP OERIZBNTIE, 25A5 75712
BWTERLZZaT7TIZEHN B TENL T T XY BOHEET Y
VOB ERT ER/AMET A LT, WBEa2A b ERAMET
B TR XY EENH L EERZHR L, #7770
=3 a YHEATRERM R HIE, EHIEER ESES. 22T,
HIE ARG, PR R E 2 EADITTE L L HITT 5.
MIP OERALIZH 720, UTOEKEERT 5.
Tipl VTAYIHAT pITHNYTONIEE L, £ T
BWIE 0.
yj cMETY VI, 7T A connsclst; £V T A
% conntclst; DAL A 7IZH Y BTONLGE, T4
b,

§ Lconn_t_clst;,p *p == E Leonn_s_clstj,p *p

peCORE peCORE
iz E X0, 29 ThVEA 1L

y==10L %, WBETZy Y jHFATETHY bEhDB
LV, FRTCOD y; ==1%25BELY Y j OEADEF
BT TAY T IhEOR Yy MEE KA.

COhy MEIZTTEYTHRIZBWTZ 7 A5 H D
BEMOAFT RSO, a7EHLTORLEL MY
L720DRETHHBEIAXNET .

oL EMIP OHMEEEZLDTO L) IcEA LT 5.

minimize E conn_weight; (ki * conn_rate; +
JECONN

ko % conn_atomic; + 1) xy; (1)
BB, ki Lk IENEN, VPR ET L7 T AY DR
WE7z3mEY 2 —VvomET y VIS APV T 1
TH5b.
MIP OERALIZBNT, ky 23 L, connrate; =112

740



BEAIEF =R NEE Vol.59 No.2 735-747 (Feb. 2018)

HUTLWETY Y jOERATENSEL L, TOT VY
Ay NENLEBEIA NPT LI LI 57-0,
ZDIy THAy PENITLLC D, RIS E ) [E U
ROV IAINELITICE DB TOENRT RS, [H
RIS, ko R THAICHFLC, MUREEEY 2 — i
BT A7 I AINELATICEHILTONR T A,
IR T &2 5.
o BV ITAFIF1IDODATIZLAIEY K ThRW,

Vie CLST: Y wp=1 (2)
pECORE
o VIAY i xAT plIhlEINTT L (L—FgED
HEGEDM).

Lijp = 1 (3)
o METZY YOIy MILTFOLIIFHHEEINS.

Vj e CONN :y; = ( Z abs(Teonn_t_clst;,p —
peECORE

xconn,s,clstj ,p))/2 (4)

o HDHIATIZEINBTOHNDL T T AY DI cpu_util 1TLL
TOL)IFHHRESNS.

Vp € CORE : core_cpu-util, =
Z T4,p * clst_cpu_util;
i€CLST

o ITXRTHDIATIZBW T FRAZ AT,

Vp € CORE : core_cpu-util, > min_core_cpu_util
(6)
o TRTOIATIZBWT REAET.

Vp € CORE : core_cpu_util, < max_core_cpu_util
(7)

L2 L, clst_cpu_util; > max_core_cpu_util /2 % % 2 K
7 IR OB c LD L, RE L MIP OER
I LD L 2 WS S IIFEEITREATH 5.
5. FHlEER
REFEOENE L R T 72O G FEER 21T - 72, &Pl
FEBRIE, 2 KT 7 ERY TORHM & EFET VT X4 s fk
DFTHAM 2 FEHt L 72,
2RIATEMCICRL T, FRMioMkdE L L COHUE L
WEIAN, BV — VETFEBEZHWE. 22T, &
BELIZa T ZLEDRAMNT Y ADR S EZRTIRETH D,

total clst_cpu_util | max,{core_cpu_util,} TaEIHE S 5. @
EaA M, MIPERILIZBWTERL LD LFEMKTD
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D, I7ETHy PENLBRFEZY POELDENTH 5.

WHIEEE Eo 7201213, a7 T OEMNT VADE
X, aTWEEF— SNy FOLLE, F=¥ KGR I
RNTL2HELRMOL R SPEELRERTHL. 20 b
BRI, 79 A5 ) 712X o THHBIL SN B 720
S LS, 2827 5 2% KB OMEE (HIE L,
REEY2—)) ZWTZ FAZLLTwbELD, 2k7
FAY BTG IKTFRRE G LW EHETE S, £
DIz, 2RATEY CTEHFMICISFEL@EIAN, B
LY — WVEATHE 2 FV 5.

WHULT IV T) XL EROFFHIC BT, EFITERER
e IC O W TCERT .

FE#121d Intel(R) Xeon(R) CPU E5-2695v2 @ 2.40 GHz
(Fvv ot X30,720KB, FiEY 1 X 32GB) 2%
WLA-PCEMAL.

FHMBET IV E LT, EBROMAAHIBEETVOIETA,
ARG E TN 2 L 72T v ¥ LT T 7, Fikhs %
DTT TR,

FHMEE TV E LTI, EBROHLAAGIH S AT 25 55
BLAEETVESH, SHEML CGGHET & TH %75,
EBEOHIH S AT LS LHEHEOBEE AFT 5 0%
ZClE R, HIf TF0EW®D S 5 LSO Simulink €
TV ENLHICHBIAER TS 2 L S HETIER WD, I
VELTTIIEBERERI o/ T LTTTIZ2K
JIARE T T T RBEHELIZHOTHY, 2:RATELTO
PRI C DA WEN L, HRETVABE LT v ¥
L7557 UTTRIVELIZRAZTSTLEIR) &
EBEOBEBHIHET VDL, 7970 - gz y VK
DEE, /= FOXH, /—FOER, Ty VDEARLRE
DINTG A= WEL, TOMEIPLRE LNV EHIC
B A S, TFED ) — RO 75 7% EHLTWA,

F72, 79 70ET0NE, EAN &L EOH WY
v, BROTFEICE > TRE(LT 5720, ARICE->T
2 BET D REEIS o N WENH L. ZD7:
D, WP o> TVWAEFIVZITMT 2 L HEET
Y, FHELEEZFO 7T 7 QFHILE TSI A 72, HFk
W7 778, HIEEREHE LCEE®A R, 2ka7E
BCTNTY X LOFEZFHIT 2 HWTHW.

WHULT IV T) XL RDFHMIZx LT, FEROHEH
7 Vv ) X ARFZED S B L 72 € 750 Tl E € 7 v
v AAYA

5.1 EERWR

PFTIE, EBNRETLEI VYL TAY ST T, I
Bt 77 7, ETVFMEIEE T VIZOWTHAT 5.
51.1 F28LUTRZTSTENEHKIBET ST
FSUFLTTAY T 7L, AJIE 3 A Simulink £
TNVERT, 77 ASRERETHILICLD, 7T R
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4 617*8 4™ Mesh 77 714
Fig. 4 6*8 mesh graph.
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Fig. 5 Model predictive control model.

¥ LT ROLERL, HIEHEY, TS - VgD s
I A Y HIER, 2k T A Y DEHEMRL & EELEE H W
THBRLZ2R TGRS T T THD. HRIZE > TERK
5 KR OMOFIIL, FHIHTET IV ESEIC
FEL TS,

T/, BHAEREES 7T 7HEEICBIT AT VT X
LR & BT 5 720, T ARHES & Mesh P ARBT VIC &
DR ENTZ2R7 A8 7F TRV, “HKiEED
QR TGAY T T, RIS LI TAY 7T T LM
FROEBAE R 1R/2720, R LTlE Mesh bR T PR
ROB TS,

Mesh b AT VIIMH2METH Y, B R 5E &
DI L AR Z HI9E LTwd. F7o, HokiiE
HEOGEDOT N T) X LOFEAREDHIOHN TH 5.
KEEILTIE, HEMAT*HE N FID 2 2k Mesh 75 7 % FEEpxd
S LTHBY, &/ — FIZBWTHEFINOBEE , — FIZ
Iy T %kFoTwh, M4Z64T8FND2RAy 2
FTTThHA.

5.1.2 EFIILFREEIEET IV

ETNVFUHEE TV ER 5 1RT. ZOETIVIEE
B O HERE — & fEFZEx St S boThy), 7
VTR 7V T X A121E C/GMRES #:% FlvTw b,
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GMRES i (generalized minimal residual method) [17] I,
JN =R AR OB % KD B 720 D IFHEO—FETH
», C/GMRES (Continuation/GMRES) & (3L
2RI LS R 28R 5 GMRES #:Ch 1), #ifi L7248
247 ) 720 HIMEILE < Zwe.

E7OVTF R E 7V IC BT, Simulink 71 v 7 #id
2,147, 0K -1 K7 T A% ) v T REFFEE, 2k T A
YT TD2RTASEIZ29 THY, BETY VK
57 T o7z,

5.2 EBHR

HER L LTr 7 7501 khmetis [7] £ 27U 74 7
VoS ZAESEE [8] & V7.

54 B L U552 K3 7E Y THAMIZ, 2°k7 7 &
FNFT 5 I TEL THGOADFGTH 555, 2K 7T
#24 TIZ khmetis # W7o FE L, fREFETH S MIP %
M7z Fdx REBGEHET 5. 2 ka7ES TicBwTid”
VT A ANINADR T T AIHNIZEEINTLE » T TAY
BRHI L 72 B 7z, 2 k3 7E1S T3 LTI khmetis
& O K IEGEH & AT - 72.

5.6 IO HL &R TORG & LCTlE, 257 5% 2 EFE
@7 A5 vk, HFEE T khmetis % 72 5,
BLUHRBERETY ) 74 VS ABEREEZ W TR T
BRSPS A, 2 2 CHRRE L, I—RETFHEO L) REEAL
47H9, Simulink 79 v 7 OE I 7ELTEITH N
BEERT 5. $5IC khmetis (HERE 7 9 A5 0) v 7ghix
JCH L7279 7058F8:Ch b0, RETFEIIBTL1
REBTDADHEEDEZ LI ENTE, REFEICE
WTCT 2RI TAEY ¥ 7RIV, BEFETH S MIP i
HOVIRR WA TE 5.

khmetis (&, ¥V F L NV k-way & FEE2H WS
hMETIS [6] DikE 71 75 4 CTdH 4. hMETIS 4, Karypis
5ABATIE L 72 KB I NA =75 T % 43E]$ 5 72D DR)
HOBWY T T2 TNy r—=JTHY, <V FaT7nmiy
DF A7 EH24T [10] R FwHLA 5 EIME 5] 2 SR &
nNTwb,

khmetis ® /%5 * — % T % UBfactor (347 EfE GO
T U ARMRIT A, 728 21X UBfactor 255 T b8, 4
HBOY 775 TENEND ) — FEAOBADFEIGHED
LO5 A W E ) IZ0ET 5. AHOFERTIE, 5
FBENZWVERY UBfactor # 5 & LTWA. L LaA5,
AH 7 — £ 12 BT B EBEOFATHERIZ BT, UBfactor &
5182 L COHEREROBADFHMED 1.05 522 T
LEIT—IHDY, 7T A7 E058T HHNPRE%
WI[REME DS S B L o7z, ZTHIEEHi T —y D7 a vy 7
EADNT VADPHELD b REVWE VS BB EZS
NG, BEORY BRKECTDH Y Mgx/NhS{TEDT:
W, FDLI) BT — ZITEERERED SR L 7.
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& 1 gap tolerance |2 & %V VNEERRA

Table 1 Solver time reduction due to gap tolerance.

gap = 0 DY gap = 0.1 OF
79 A8 VEZA AT VRIZAY ! I [ A %
20 5.63 4.48 20.43%
30 45.19 35.67 21.07%
40 73.95 32.71 55.77%
50 210.32 167.19 20.50%

70T A VIS ABEYEE [8] X B IR EAL (R L DY
AliE7ayz) oaT7ELE T L2RERERICE S
P, REIEE 7 ) T4 WV A R ERB LT L &AM
BFRETHL., 70 v 78IS L TREBIBIIZRAR & <
LHhlo, Ty INENE, RERTRALEETTT
NRTCELILENTET, BRTHYIITEU) A5
BEMODLI LD, ZOLEEIZT )T ANV EE
BLZEFETAZEICED, A#EERMAHRLIZC Ve
WA D, FD ) 2T, MA BREEAEERER TV
T AL #HHATEETH 5.

5.3 MIP VIJL/N

AAFFEIZ B TUE, MIP R Z f# 72D LDV N
#5, GLPK (GNU linear programming kit) [11] & f v
72. GLPK 3@ Y 7 by =7 & 2 EMfEId v &1k
WRZBRWY, =TI =AV T T2 T EWI)FIERD
% [14].

%8B, GLPK OET/8T X —%TH 5 gap tolerance &
(&, MIP @V LI BT 2HGE LT e WO iR %
KT, 5L HOT YT L0 TAY 7T 7% V- EEx
FATL AR R LITRT. EITHR2 S, gap tolerance
P01 THALEIT0THALEG LR UFL THREEZES
Nn7zH 2, VIVNE 2 KIEICEEETE 5 2 L35 o 7.
COFER I, KWL TIZINT X —F gap tolerance % 0.1
ERRELZ. 2F D, MEEFPH 2 10%I12% 5 5 & GLPK
VSO FELT R RIE S, ERNTHREHIT 5.

72, GLPK @V IV NFEATHEE O ER% 18,000 £ (5
) & L7

54 FHLYTZARYTZT7EBVE 2RI TERY CEHE
5.4.1 E|&TEEE

RERTIE, a7H%24EL, FNEFRONTA—=5T
CHRELT2RIGAIBD T VT LT FGAY TT T %
1,000 [A1 05 E &, R TV TY) XL FITER, K5
FHIEOFH S L IR 0B BN L 21, 7
YELTTAYTTININTHATEHLETORETH 5.
ZZT, £20 [MIP VSR (s)] & [khmetis ¥
JVSERR] (s)] &1, MIP %W/ E T4 & khmetis %
A 7BERTF DT 7 EY T2 ETRER () 0
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K2 TUYFLITRAYTTTIRNTHaATELTOME
Table 2 Cluster-level core assignment on randomly generated

cluster graphs.

77 A | MIP V) khmetis V)V | khmetis f#25 | MIP 2%
ZE | N (s) | NI (5) | e n% | BE%
10 0.03 1.11 30% 99%
20 4.48 12.25 70% 70%
30 35.67 16.92 48% 100%
40 32.71 22.41 33% 90%
50 167.19 9.29 10% 91%
60 572.57 3.81 0% 100%
70 609.35 4.83 0% 93%
80 1,699.19 5.53 0% 100%
90 5,283.67 6.46 0% 100%
100 6,694.79 7.57 0% 100%

fEiTH 5. [khmetis fEIMFH NS L1, khmetis %
FEITL T, DEFEROBAITFIHMO 1.05 5% 8 2 5
LCHERERI-HETH), PHECIREL o TV,
[MIP 23E 5% L1, I-ETFHLEOMIE T A b2 khmetis
DOHy MEL /AW, L THAHEHEIZIE MIP VIV
NEEREDEWD ODETH L. 2 2 Tl khmetis fHD
ENBVEEZBRVWTWL, 2B, 220 [MIP 295
%) 3T RT100% T2 WERIE, £FEFHEO VIV KR
A% khmetis DV VAL ) EWZ L ThH Y, I—REFEL
58722 7HE M T OMEIE T A b A khmetis 2> 51572 2 7 %
BT REVHNI Lo 72,

FGUFTLTTAY T T T RO ERE RS, RET
FI2XY, ZAOGAETREVERY TGERPSHONL Z &8
Grlrolz. WBEIXANORMUCE ST, 2RV T RS T
NI T BT T ) r— a3 v OFEFEER S HIR S B
EWIFECE L. Lo L, #®%E L7z GLPK OEEEHIRATH
b7, 2K7 T A KOHEIME L L ICREFLEDO Y VN
FEfI 2% khimetis & 2% Y RKEL D, 20720, 2K
7T ATBORENEETHL., bLL 2RI T A E%
WmE, 2ka 7E 4 ThaE{LRREE 2 D 5 55121,
=D E MR 7 N 2 T EREAT L ENETE
Ly,
5.4.2 &8 - BAEANTILT 1+ OBFMME

KT, METFHRIIBVTHEEE - BFIIRF VT 1 OFRE
ZRT 720, MIP ERALD ky & ky ZHR L, Wi 7
VENTTAY TG T RERAWT A aTELTEITY, &
N7z 2RI TELTHFIZBWT, connrate == 1 %
conn_atomic ==1 &7 5, tiE - HHAEBEOAD S v b
fE&LHET A PDOILEE L 7.

6 Tk OICHTEL, ky 2R L72EOFERER
Thsb. F77, T3k ZOICHEZEL, ky R L72H
EOEBKERTH A, TNETND ki & ke O E S %

WV, conn_rate == 1 X conn_atomic == 1 & & 5@ v
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Cut and k; in cluster-level core assignment on randomly
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Fig. 6

generated cluster graphs.
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Cut and k2 in cluster-level core assignment on randomly
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Fig. 7

generated cluster graphs.

TISATHETH Y ST RY, B UG E T
FEREEY 2 — VHTED 7 I A #ELaTIZE ) B ToHN
RTL BB EDVGHD.

L L%aD S, ky &k OWYLEIEETIVKGETH S
Zedohorz. BB K1) L0, HAED @ERRH
conn_weight DIEHD XNTH LT ky & ky OFENEALT
bZEDVHENTH L. 4k, ALIZETVEGHL,
A BENMOMT B L Tl % by & ky 22—HIC
RTELZ M ENG.

5.4.3 BET v OREYBEREOTE

RERTIE, a78Hx 4L, 2k TR ORI
Bl clst_cpuutil & 1 gL, #MELy YORMY &
fEHEM conn_weight % 1 125, £7213 1205 10, 12
5 100 OFPHIZT ¥ ¥ L5k S, KirE L2k
TRAIEDT VT TR TT7 7 REKL, fHliziT-
72. &3, R4k, ®5I1F, TNEN conn_weight =1,
1 < conn_weight < 10 &, 1 < conn_weight < 100 7 % 3%
FOETHRTHY, KFHEHE 541 HEFALTHA.

FEAHGERDP D, ANEBDB 2RI TAY 7T T DG
Iy JIZBWT, WD EERRM connweight DHEZ535K
EWIIE, REFLEO VIVNETRER DA T 2 @D H
b EGrhole. REFEO MIP @ tida 7H<TH v b
SNLET Y VORI EERR conn_weight DA E
Die/MEEBERELE LTHBY, GLPK VIV NA branch and
bound i % VT MIP 2L % fi# < 72, conn_weight O
PN S W EERIRESS R Y, R D R % 5.
DL YA, gap tolerance X FEEL T HYIY %
BB % EDWNRPULETH 5.
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R 3 connweight =1 DT VT LT TAYTT 7253 5 a7 HE
L TORER
Table 3 Cluster-level core assignment on randomly generated

cluster graphs (conn_weight = 1).

77 A | MIP Vv khmetis ¥ )V | khmetis f#25 | MIP 2%
S| N (s) | N—HER (5) | BHNBV% | BE%
10 0.29 3.30 11% 100%
20 208.25 0.84 0% 76%
30 6,273.93 1.49 0% 49%
40 14,127.90 2.05 0% 73%
50 18,000.00 2.63 0% 81%

K4 1< connweight <10 DT VYT L7 TAY T T TI23T 5

a7 EHETORER
Table 4 Cluster-level core assignment on randomly generated
cluster graphs (1 < conn_weight < 10).

7 F A | MIP Vv khmetis V)V | khmetis f#25 | MIP %3
SR | A (s) | SR (s) | BHhAEV% | E2%
10 0.24 3.05 40% 85%

20 15.85 0.73 0% 90%

30 150.09 10.37 24% 97%

40 4,185.08 2.12 0% 85%

50 16,317.00 3.14 0% 83%

&5 1<connweight <100 DT V¥ LT FTRAY 7T 7124 F %
a7 EE TORER
Table 5 Cluster-level core assignment on randomly generated

cluster graphs (1 < conn_weight < 100).

79 A | MIP Vv khmetis V)V | khmetis f#25 | MIP 2%
7% NI (s) | N—BER (s) | o n% | BE%
10 0.14 3.20 11% 100%
20 9.73 0.60 0% 100%
30 191.83 6.21 0% 96%
40 3,162.80 2.05 0% 84%
50 13,744.50 2.92 0% 91%

5.5 Mesh FRODIIXT S 2 K7 T X ZE|IY TR

REBGHITIE, MAGZRKREEDORA Yy 2, /J—F®
Iy IVDINTGA—=FIZOWVWT 2RI TAY T T T %ERK
L, % Mesh 777 712x) LIEE T & khmetis & V72T
Pi% 100 MIFEAT S EEH L.

REmw T, BAEIWARGIE LT, 2k27 9 A7 DRMED
FATHM 2 1 LRE L, @BfET Yy DoEFRME 1 L&
L72647*8 5 Mesh 775 7 (M 4) 2k4 5, 4 2 T7EY
T, 6 ATEBTORRELHATHERT 5.

X 8 1% 6 7*8 5l Mesh 2775 7124 $ 5 4 2 7EHHTH
HROKRTH Y, RBEFIHEBETETNWE I LG5,

R 6 1%, 647*8 %) Mesh 7T 712xt4 5 4 2 7% 4T
L6 aATEILTOMEERT. 4 3 TEYTORKRETIE,
khmetis 1 EETH 55, KA v MHE 16, w/hH v ME
14 &0, DRICKEFEPHEONL DT TdEro7z. —
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8 6 17*8 %l Mesh 77 7 (conn-weight = 1) 3§ 25 %EF
HED 4 a7 EHL THEROBIR
Fig. 8 Proposed cluster-level core assignment on 6*8 mesh

graph (conn_weight = 1) for 4 cores.

F 6 617*8 %] Mesh 77 712k3 2 2 7HM TOMFR

Table 6 Cluster-level core assignment results on 6*8 mesh

graph.
Tk a7 Sy Ml SEX ) OV SERR (s)
MIP 4 14 236.1
khmetis | 4 14.4 1.9
MIP 6 25 18,000
khmetis | 6 22.3 2.8

7, MIP O F 303 @@rfs o b 25, VLRI E
noiz.

6 17*8 %Il Mesh 77 7123895 6 2 7H4 THOHAEIC
&, IT7HPIREL 2 DHI2E LRV, MIP ERXALOHIH
S EEBOMEDL e L, FoglEEZ Yy Y0
FAE D W EREICED D Wiz, GLPK VIV NITRE L
72FATRE BB (18,000 #) ITELHIES A, 2L T,
kS N7z X, GLPK VIV NOPERERIBRIC & 0 it D
RO L RS gap T2 50%FEETHY, 6 IT7D
6*8Mesh 77 7 O MIP R AL T TnienwZ &
Do 7z, 9 X 647*8 % Mesh 77 71Zxt3 % 6 2
TEHYTOFEPN T VEERDORIRTH Y, I—RET
EHT) L7254 CTHER DS I8 % Tld 2728, khmetis
XD EDRENED D 5.

REISEWER LD 5 L) e, BERETHD
MIP I3V VNSRS D, 2O X ) AT LT
i, gap tolerance DI, TGV VXD 7 & O
DAY R
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Fig. 9 Proposed cluster-level core assignment on 6*8 mesh

graph (conn_weight = 1) for 6 cores.

5.6 ETFILFRIEIMEETILE BB A FIMEEEE

FEEOHIEH T 7N B TR & 5l 2 720,
EFVFHUHEEF VL, a7z 2a7h54a7F
TEAL S, R—EFE, HEEE O 7T 7 50E: khmetis 7],
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Fig. 10 Parallel speed-up ratio on model predictive control

model.
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Fig. 11 Load balancing on model predictive control model.
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