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Abstract

Many researchers of parallelizing compilers have proposed various design and implementation
schemes of intermediate representations (IRs) for the last several decades. The foundation
of IRs seems to reach some common ideas, nevertheless they have actually spent much
time to complete the foundation of IRs individually. Recently, the concept of universal IRs
(UIRs) has been proposed for such general purpose schemes. According to the schemes,
different IRs should be integrated even after their implementations, but it may be hard to
obtain common UIRs practically. In this paper, we compare different IRs of two parallelizing
compilers, then we show the possibility of the conversion of different IRs. As a result, we find
that it is practically possible to convert different IRs except some implementation details of
the IR data structures, and there are many similarities between different IRs.
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RREFERIIEFNL T > 81 SO EETH Y, =
NETICBSER - RETshTE&L. L2rL, &
avRA ST EICRFE - RBEAFERICL o TE4
DEHZHANTEY, LHBMIEI L TE S
FIET BB PV TAZ LIARETH 5. F4E,
TV FSFEOREEREL, F—HPEEHE

(Universal Intermediate Representations :UIRs) 7%

PROMIS(UIUC,UCI) i, L~V b5 & L
NNVEFEE oD HEEBTRBTE S UIR %
EEL NV TEIL TBY, Narafrase (BELT
K, REFEmK, MAKILK) 1%, VIROEZICED
WT, 7% 45877 7 (Data Partitioning Graph:
DPG)[7] o -HMEREZ EEL, ST IR
BHOBEHEFII Y I F2EEL T3,



PROMIS & Narafrase i3, #iE® UIR B XU %
DF -y 1L, V845 0EFNY - BeFbETEO
UIR X7 7 AT 5 HESOERER—L, NHD
B—RRERBICKERL L CHEREL R €219
ICHARE, BRINTWEEZATHS, L,
CDLDODYVATADE ) ICHEBERCTERL T
LI HEOEMPEEZICBIE SNBSS, Bic
HEIRay S SHfFL ORGIIRETH 5.

AT, BICBERISN-BR230 84508
MEBEL LEL, HEOPHEHE~AOETRO TN
ZRYT. KRXOEEEIUTOEITHS. B2
TIREERRICOVWTHERS, E3IHMTIIELRS2
DOHPEFEHA (MC & Narafrase) IC2W TR, 1
BEIT), S4B TRERZPHFEROEHROTRE
BIZOWTEEZITV, ESHTTLOEBRRS,

2 BHx

KETTIE, FEERE 3234 FOEEITDOWTD
MEFR T BT 5. —RI R FHEERICE, K&
DT T T TRERTZDIMHbNIL S AST(Abstract
Syntax Tree) %2, N —7 R &t HEHIEEKED X 5
%Y O — %K THMS T 7 CFG(Control Flow
Graph) 0% 5. 4 ORKBLFFETHV LN S}
BEHRE L TE, & A7 BoORIEKERGL RTEN
77 7 CDG(Control Dependence Graph) ®°, ¥ A
0T — 5 KFERE RTHIAS 7 7 DDG(Data
Dependence Graph) 7°% 5.

M—ENTPHRHAEFBL 2oV 31 S DESE
& L Tix, PROMIS % SUIF(Stanford University
Intermediate Format), OSCAR(Optimally Sched-
uled Advanced Multiprocessor, FAREK) $45% 5.

SUIF 13 KE @ NCI(National Compilar Infras-
tructure) DILE B HFET OV 2 7 b D—D2TH
5. BUBHESOFIOATTE TS Low-SUIF
&, FhoEeNV -7, BHBREE 2 ASTEXT
%L 7= High-SUIF #* 5 7% 5 $— S 7= R EE % 7
AL Tw3[3].

OSCAR 7 a7 Ia%~x2sus Ay (7av )
25T, 7 ugy R7HEEDT — ¥ RKFER R
BT 22 LSt s rn a7
7 7 (Macro Flow Graph:MFG) &~ 270 ¥ X7 7
5 7 (Macro Task Graph:MTG) 2 FEEHE L T
FIALTWS [5].

Promis O F &R I, BEWS R 7757 (Hi-
erarchical Task Graph:HTG)[4] Z &AL L T 5.

TAVIPIURENRNY Z Y FRHEPSFETE D
EDTRETH Y, BT 0T 5 208D, BRE - F
W - HNEOETIEL ZIRICERL T3 [2].
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2EICTHBMARABY BTN T84 TR L b
BMERADEFET B4, TNOREI V1 SBRE
PME 4 DIEFHUY - BBLFHEICBWTHELRTY
FHELTHEESNZHDOT, flioar x15ofp
MFE & o BHMIL 2 v, PROMIS & Narafrase @
L) KRB TERL TV 3B HE O
BEHICREENELY, BCHERSL B2y
NASENE OMSIIHETHS. LarL, 25
YA HERAL W PRERBICERT 5%
BEHEOI UV S/ FICEBNTAZEICE-T, M
HOEMRIBEITEIC R 5.

% Z T, Narafrase & ZN & 3B 5 HRHRHTE
ICEEINTWBEEF Y815 MC(Meta Com-
puter Systems, FFEHK) ZBICHT, 200
REZHEL, HEOEBROWREZ AL, £
Ti¥, Narafrase & MC IZDOWTBR, 220D HH
KH % LET 5,

3.1 Narafrase & MC

Narafrase IZE£HF AF VRN S S AT YRIICE
ZETERBELL, ¥— ¥ OSEEE L BEERE,
ML 7-hERECHEL - BBEFka x4 5T
& 5. Narafrase D HFHRIX HTG 2 kL 727 —
¥ 534817 %7 (DPG) AL TWw5A. DPGIX 71
TFIAPDTRTOERICHTIET 7 ADHEE
&, FOEBECRFEERE KRBT AL TES.

MC B #EBREE R L LA EFa v (45 RO
EATERET, FHRIL AST 2 EABEL L, BB
8277 7BeEEHAL T2 [6].

EELOPMERD AST2ERE L, HliEy o—,
HEEKEE, 77 KEICET A ERE D, BB
TS EAL TWaY, F— 7 BELHEROEL
FHiEPpRDELEoTWE, F0OFL, MCiE JavaEET
REINTBY, C++THESINTY S Narafrase
DI7TARFETLILELRTETH 5.
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RAX
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NOP FEEfXEERT

Toplevel Z£THOHTG/—FOL—FERL, F
REIILT B

Floop V=700 EL B EREHKDON —T XL
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Stop
Expression

Gloop  Floop DDV —7 % T
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Block  BlockIF 7 —FPSo7 oy 2 2% §

MC OHEERIIRD ) —FTHEEALTWES,
(==/-F) &, £/ —F YT % Narafrase D
J—=F%ZRLTw5,

Program AN EIN/I=T BT FLZFDLDEERT.
EkDTEE % 5 /) —F (== TopLevel)

Main TOUTTEDAAL Y N—F ) —F (==
TopLevel)
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Branch  IF X% SWITCH 7% & O &k % &
3§ (== BlockIF,Block)

Merge I/ —FIT & ) AE SN -HIEOFALDS
BT A EEAENS (== NOP)
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Call Y7 N—Fa—)Lb%FET (== TopLevel)
Entry ®7 00— 7 7iEmma %KY (== Start)
Ezit flfl70—7 7 7REHEERT (== Stop)

W9 A/ —F 2 #T 5 &, Narafrase T Toplevel
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BEDORERED /- F 2 EL T, 42 h0M
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73 FDOMOELYT B —FIZ o TERL, MCO
Merge 7 —F D X5 285572 ) — FIAEL TV
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DPG #FIHL T AH, T ABRIIE MCIZBWn
THREDT7 —27& ) —FE2ERLZITEIRS 2.

SR BEFED AST #EKE L CHEEER
L Twa,

FEEEE FHLORBNS S 7Hea% PREDR
ICHERALTWwWa.



4 HEEBROTEEM

F1RIHEERO IV —bT—5 (J/—F, T—
S U, YUR, BEBHEE) oW THESROTE
BEZFOBRBETI I AFTL, ERLBEOBRES
RLbDTHS, HL, BEEEICOVWTIR —
FET7— 7 OBEEMBIIEINEDT, ZOFRT
B L 2B e LTiRBTTwiw, 2K
T — 7 DEBRIIOVTIE, T— 7 OBEEKLZITTER
{7 —=FOEEED T/-ERCLEL ZITNETRS
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Z L CERUA OB, e FRFERICL -
TE%L 5, H5ML - BHELFEZITI ZOICLEL
ZBERTH L. BRI N4 TDFH
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Symbol

WHED AST 2 ERL L TR, BHICERTES.

CFEs(Control
Flow Edges)

MC Tk / —FEEFEOFIC) v 7 BHREFL, 7T /7BEFRRIAELTVE:
V. - FEEEDOHICHBEED R A ML VR BKETREL, T/ —F
DT F L AERIEF TR o T, Narafrase Tid / — N EEEO HIZFEREF
MOEEEZEL, TR/ —FOTFLUABHRIEI AP TH->TWD, -6l
7 0 —1E#i3 CFE BEA TR - Tw»5.

(Narafrase — MC) Narafrase @/ — F BEEKO F OB ER,I L TR/ —
FOBHEERYHL, MC D/ — FEEHEDF AN L~V EDTY b LTKD
%. MC Oflf#El7 0 —iF#Hit CFE #EEP S L TERT 5.

(MC — Narafrase) MC ® 3 A b LX)V 5 Narafrase O RBHEED 1) A b
VY 7 ERMBILHFTES., HIHT O —ERIE - FOTA —F HEHR» S
HhHL, CFERBEHRTERT 5.

CDEs(Control
Dependence
Edges)

—20 ) —FICEBDOEKET — 7 B E T HEIBNT, RULDERORL T
WERD. MC Tl OREEFTET — 72 BAZRLHMEEESRGELL T
%. Narafrase TIZHEE/ —FERPE —F 2TV ELTHL TV,
(Narafrase — MC)CDE O 7 ~)VH 545G 7 — F ERUFE — F OFHRER
DHL, MC ORIEKFERE ERT 5.

(MC —> Narafrase) MC DHlf KA M7 5 Narafrase D 7 XV EEHT 5.

DDEs(Data
Dependence
Edges)

MC Tt/ — F A ER / SROEFFES Y, TN/ —FIIBWIER/ S
BENTWIEEN LM/ - FORCER IS TWE, TNICL ) EBHA
F— ¥ IKEEBREEIL TW5 . Narafrase TIEF—RETOKEERZETHE
ERE ERBICL A IKFEREETHERD 2O02HEBEL TV, F/-MCIKK
BKES A7 (70 —KE, WIKE, HAKE) OFEHRIDH Y, Narafrase (213
F—FT7 7 AT A ER(SEEROT A XL B35 A7 DEHIC Read 7 7
Y AT HEROETRED) VDD,

(Narafrase — MC)DPG D7 — %7 7t A& CDE DFEHRTKFES 1 7%
HWr 5. R E—RRE ORGFREGREER L 2B OKRFBAEERD HEH»
b/ —NEEROER/ BROEY 2 ERT 5.

(MC — Narafrase) / — FBERDOER / SROENP LT —5 T 7R3
AT KD D, FREICF—FERE R BERESE G L SR8 ORFRBEERE &
BT 5.

DPG

(MC — Narafrase) DPG i Cnode £4& (¥ A7 / — F44),Dnode £4 (¥
AT & oTT 72X EN HEHES), RAEs(Read Access H 44 ) WAEs(Write
Access BAE&) 1572 0, AT AL [7] %> TEBT 5. CDG & DDG O
158 (Node £4,{DDEs,CDEs}) % AJiL, (Cnode 4, Dnode £4,CDE £
4 ,DDE #£4 RAE 6, WAE £6) * 175 5.




Callgraph

Narafrase Tid Callgraph TBIHFH X DBHRERL T 5. MC Tid Program / —F
%/ —F L, Main / —FFZOETIEI, TOTHNBICZDOMD ) —FA*
<. BB TV —F V1% Function / —F & LTHERL, B 47 v—F > &gk
THEDONV—F ) =Feid, O/ -FIZEERE BriRbhbZ 3%, Cal
=R CHOHINEY VEL (B VRV 2 REL THHREITTwS. 24—
Fv, BTV —F R = 270 5 AEAEENREINTSEY, Zh
X7 us T AERDORNE DL S,

(Narafrase — MC) Callgraph #:& KO REOIFUH L BAFREZ R T, MCO
Program,Main, Function,Call %/ — F 2 T 5. FERIET — 270U ¥ 7 HEHRS
mis.

(MC — Narafrase) MC @ Program,Main,Function,Call & / — F OO H L B4R

| % Callgraph HEFICERT 5.

Node

3ETRLZEY, EWCHIET 2/ —FRIET - S B EbE TERT 52 L'
#TH 5. BIES (IF & Loop X) IKoVTit, BITFDX S ICEHRT 5.
Narafrase(BlockIF, Block) & MC(Branch, Merge)

(Narafrase — MC) BlockIF / — ¥ O TFHNIE D Ezpression / — Fi2d % 57l4M
#{85C, Branch ./ — K %#5$5. NOP ./ —¥ (BlockIF / — ¥ & 4k L 7= Block
J—FPBERTE/ —F)DY Y 7ERPD Merge / —F 2 WY 5.

(MC —+ Narafrase) Branch /7 —F O84S, BlockIF 7 —F % &£BL, £0OTH
B Start,Stop / — F & & bI2 ) — F 3G % Ezpression / —F & LTEKT 5.
BlockIF / —¥ & Block / —FHFEMTAHELTNOP /) —FEERTS.
Narafrase(Floop, Gloop) < MC(Doloop, Genloop)

Narafrase T3 )V — 7 §&4:305 Floop ¥ 721 Gloop / — F D TR 5 Ezpression
J —F (BlockIF / —F ODTFHNBICH %) TRENTWA., MC Tid Doloop, Genloop
J—=FOBERIIEIN TV,

(Narafrase — MC) Floop 721 Gloop ® TFEREIZ3 % Expression / — F D%
KOEHD 5, Doloop b L {id, Genloop &K T 5. Entry J—F& Bgit ) —Fix
Start / — ¥ & Stop / —FICEBRT D, 200/ —FEMET S/ —FICERT 5.
(MC — Narafrase) MC @ Doloop %7213 Genloop DRHERIC D 5 v — 7 HHIFH
25 iteration BSEMTH UL Floop / —F, ZhLAHE Gloop / —F & L TERKT 5. |
Doloop %7213 Genloop / — ¥ #EEEO ROV — T HEER, 703V —TRFR&GED
% Ezpression / —F 2% K ¥ 5. Doloop 7213 Genloop P TREIZH B/ —FiZow
TI1t, Floop %7:1% Gloop / — K OFRIBIZ, %3 Block / —F R &KL, S5I2D
TRRBICHET S/ — F 2 ERL TwL.




