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Branch Prediction and Predicated Execution
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1t is well known that predicated execution increases accuracy of dynamic branch prediction by reducing the
number of branch instructions. Total execution time, however, depends on the overhead of generation of
predicated instructions and the amount of the reduction of branch overhead. We measured execution time of

codes which include predicated instructions on the model with and wiihout dynamic branch.
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Fig. 1 Sample of predicated execution
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