2607—SLDM—132 (32)
2007711722

HEEBEA FHoE2S HESE
IPSJ SIG Technical Reports

LUTEIFPGAAGTFZ /0y « v ¥ Ficiir 3
EEHEF IO LUT BHITFE
aEH KET Mk @t

T UK KER Y X7 LEERET BT 2EK
T 819-0395 MR B TIFEX T 744
t SR KRS A 7 L IEHRA IR ST 25BM
T 819-0395 &R IR BRI T FE X Th 744
E-mail: {{taiga,matsunaga}@c.csce.kyushu-u.ac.jp

HoEL AHTIR, FESENOFKWTCLUT BEHAVEVLUT 2w b 7—2%2%RT 5 LUT B FPGA AT/
oYy s, LUT BHIBDZHDHEILE Cut Substitution ZBRT 3. HEEXB/IOHFTTLUT #
BN xw hU— I ZBSREE NP Rk /S AL RASHZFNL LICELVWEBEEEX BN, BORVEET IV
Y XLERDOH > TV, Cut Substitution &, LUT kv b — 7 DEXZELRLSBELUT ZORL T LT,
R REfRR R T 5. BRFELBEFEOMBEREZTY, BRFEOBMEEHERL:.

¥—7J—F EDA, FPGA, HREBRK, 77./0Y -<vEry

Area Recovery under Depth Constraint by Cut Substitution for
Technology Mapping for LUT-based FPGAs

Taiga TAKATA' and Yusuke MATSUNAGA'

1 Graduate School of Information Science and Electrical Engineering, Kyushu University
744 Motooka, Nishiku, Fukuoka 819-0395 JAPAN
11 Faculty of Information Science and Electrical Engineering, Kyushu University
744 Motooka, Nishiku, Fukuoka 819-0395 JAPAN
E-mail: {{taiga,matsunaga}@c.csce.kyushu-u.ac.jp

Abstract In this paper we present the post-processing algorithm, Cut Substitution, for technology mapping for
LUT-based FPGAs to minimize the area under depth minimum constraint. The problem to generate a LUT network
whose area is minimum under depth minimum costraint seems to be very difficult. Cut Substitution is the process to
generate a local optimum solution by eliminating redundant LUTs while the depth of LUT network is maintained.
The experiments shows that the proposed method derives LUT networks whose number of LUTSs are smaller than
the number of LUTs of network which are deribed by the existing algorithms.
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2, BEEIETNA ZZRAVWERHNSHS. BEETET
NARLE, FvTOBERICF v THERT SHBEEZEET
BTUNTEZTNARATHS. B, BRETETNAR
& LT LUT(Look-Up Table) # FPGA(Field Programmable
Gate Array) MESHWSN TV, LUT & FPGA ORIEEKR
&, MEELMBEENITHS. LUT 2 FPGA REHODHD

ZALERS-HOOFEL, N—FoT - T—FFIFr L,
N—FY 27 LR ERRT 3 DOEREREN TH5.
TR/ AR EERY 5 DI EBREBREROBERRH
LLT, 77/0aY v EYFOT7TNII ALNHB. LUT
BFPGAICBIBTF /Ay vy FiE, Y79z b
757 GiERBEEERT XY bTU—2) BASL LTLUT 5
FAREOCEME Ry Y-S BERT U THS. LUT
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Lid, BRIANBUTOABROREWRERFETELHRTTH
3. BENMNEVEREERT R DICE, To/aY -3y
EYTCBOTHEEHE/NT LUT DDy hU—0%
ERTBTLEHEELY. FELR, XY T—JiEBIBR
ENRADEETHSB. LUT B! FPGA DFEX, LUT NEOE
FEL LUT DB OBIED) 555, LUT B FPGA I8
WTIREARER D DBIEN X B R 728, 4D LUT NERDE
EER—ETHILRLT. ¥, TH//0Y-IvEVITOR
F& Tk LUT MRS OBIEZ RHE 5 T ENTERVE
&, Fo/0Y -y EVTBONEFEBNLRELTEAL
O LUT MOERIc —EDBEEBEZRES 5. ThbicED
¥, Xv NI DB TRBEDORME D E1TS. Ebic, B
BEROBHEEREDS C L2EY, ALESIKBEN TR LUT
BHDEVERY FU—IRERTETLEEHRLETS.

Fy/uv- vy EVFEBNT LUT 88vIVE Ry FU—2
ZHERT BEIE NP B0/ 5 RICEL (3], BEB/NOHIK
TTLUT 8&/Nexy NT—RERT RBELH LV EER
5B, Bk, BEBINERY NI—IDERERIET BT IV
Y XL (FlowMap [1], FlowMap-r [2], Tmap [6], Hermes [5],
DAOmap [4], Imap [9]) MERENTERS, WIhi LUT
BB U TIZBIVRREEL TWRL.

T, LUTE FPGA AW T7 /0y - v BV JT0%
MEE LT, LUTA545%y hU—JB AL LTHEESER
DHI T T LUT 2B 3 a— Y RT 4w 7&7NVIY
AL Cut Substitution Z#HRJ 5. Cut Substitution DEX
&, LUT »5%3%y VI—JDORFNGEERHICE-T, R
#7% LUT ZEEROBRL EVS 0TH 5. BEMEICBY
TEFLE->TVBT7IVIY XL, LUT ORFIcH3 K
T4—=TTI Ay (BRETEIEITHY b EER) OFRIC
HIKbDTHY, BRUIEAY PO LUT h6kd %Ry
FI—%2® LUT $icdH 5. Cut Substitution i¥, LUT »H
73Ry FPI—YEBFBRGELUT IEHiT Ay b (R
Fixhy ) ZREL, KOEAY MERBELTEAY MR
Dlxhy b ERBBLLEVWAY MCEEBRATRRTSC L
IC&oT, &okhy MEBRMONT. Ay FOBEHAE
LUT »5%%%y FT—JDREVEALEWEBTITS I«
B, LUT 533y FI—7DEERRIND.

SEERITHWVT, Cut Substitution ML T 2 /0y - <y
ErFO7 N3V XL Ddmap I &> TERENERY FU—
2O LUT 8% W4T 8%HIEYT 3 C L 28 L7z, Ddmap &
Cut Substitution DA A HEIE, BFEFE DAOmap & L
LTHEEHNELL, LUT BT 8%DiEnRy hT—U%
%R L7, Ddmap & Cut Substitution DfHEHEE, £T
FEREIC 38UV T DAOmap LIZIERISETH o 2.

AR, UTOEELEES. ZHICBWVT, EFzL Ty
LODDEBETS. =HILBNT, kT4—I TV Ay
OBRICEDSLFy /a0y vy FoFE7Ld) XL
WhERT. WUEICHBUVT, Cut Substitution ZEHIHT 3. A
BHILBOTERRRZRL, ABRCBVTHEREELDHS.

2. ¥ %

Fo/aY eI TEBNT, EABNBAARY TV
b TSTeMENB TS5 T THD, HARLUT v FU—
IemENB TS5 TTHD. YT/ b FS5TLLUT Ry
rT—2i3, &/ —FH k AJILFD DAG(Directed Acyclic
Graph) TH 3. k & LUT OANEHKIKTH D, TINARAD
T—FTFIFYIMKETBETDHS. YTV - T5T7D
&/ —RRTVIT4THREEEERLTED, LUT 2y
FI—S D&/ —Fi& k AJILTFO LUT Z2RLTWS. 37
I I b TSTRLUT Ry bT—2IEBNT, /—FuH
/—F v; DANITHZHEICHRD (v, v;) DEHET 3.

DAG N(V,E) KBVT, ve VDI 7Y AV i v DA
B TE/—FEET. ve VOTI7 AV OEBR
fanin(v) = {v € V|3(u,v) € E} L LTEHENB. FkAE
RIC, v D77 7Y MEv OMDICERIT 3/ — 2L,
v DT 7 V7Y FOHEEE fanout(v) = {w € V|3(v,w) € E}
TEHEENS. fonin(v) =¢ THBEI B veV ESIAT
Yo7y b (P, fanout(v)=¢ THZES3%EveV %
T54=V - 7Y Sy b (PO) EMER. DAG OFEWR, £
TODPI HE PO ETDNRADS L, BRENRADEETHS.
veV DRBINT 74 (TFI) Lid, LTOPINE vET
DRACHFENS/— FORATHS. LOERE, H#BH
77 YAV TFI(v) R FORTERENS.

U 7FI@
u€fanin(v)

veV DHBHNI 74V - 57L&, TFI(v) Ic&>TH
MhaE N O BB TS TDTLTHY, TFIG() LET.

TFI(v) = fanin(v) U

K 1 k-feasible cut (example if k=3)

veV DAY EZ, TFI(v) DHHDTLTHY, (Xv, Xo)
LxEh3. XSV, XSV, XNX =¢ THB. LAY+
(Xv, Xo) ZEMix/ — FOREITHL, Vpi € TFI(v),pi €
X,ve X, BHLTOAETFNIESRV. piid, PI1EET.
Eiz, v B (X, Xy) DIBEFRER. v b (X, X,) iICHL, Ay
b ety b input((Xe, Xo)) ZUTOL S ICEHT 3.

input((X,,,X',,)) = {v;|'vi € X.,,Elvj € X'.,,El(v,',vj) € E}

UTO&tE#HETHY b (X0, Xo) B, KT4—T TN Ay b
MR, ET, X, KXo THEINIHD T I T7HERTHS
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ck. i, X, ICBENB/—FDIFUTIMNCX, D/ —
RAgEhEnT e, $hbb w; € X, Y, € X, (5,5) ¢ E.
EBIT, Ay bk -y FOBRENEUTTHBC L, T4db
B | input((Xv, Xo)) IS k. BI1IC, k=3 DPED t ZiFL
TBKT4—=IT - Ay bOFIERT. AROLLTICHNT
&, K74—=I7) Ay FTEVAY MERDHbEVED,
K74—=Y7)VvAhy bRBIChY b EREER,

AV E (X0, Xo) D X, KEOFEBENIBAITS7
®,K 74—V 7T )V-a— (KFC) L M T kfex, x.,)
T&Y. kfeix,x,) XU, v 2 kfex, %, PREM
C, input(X., Xo) % kfcix, x,) PELTER. kfc DFEZ
input(kfc) TEY. ¥ 7V Vb« 5 7ICBIF 5 KFC kfc
&, input(kfc) AN & T BRBINCEFM k AJJ LUT TH
REBCLNTES. A b (X0, Xo) & kfex, x,) @—H—
WETHBID, (X, X,) ICE> TERENS LUT —HIC
RED. (X, X,) ICHIES B LUT % LUTx, x,) L ET.

LUT ® FPGA I 77/ nY - vv Y FORER, 5%
by TV o b - FS5T7% KFC THETHETHD L
EXBTLNTES. OFbh, FH/0¥ -y TOME
&, 56Ny TVLI b - TSTIBIBLTDAhY D

ECHL, YTV I - IS57DL2THD/—FE X, TH
BT3L5% C OFRERERDIMETHZLREITLH
TZ%. C DEDES C' BLUT 2y bU—2 L LTEERT
BETHBIDIZ, O iKBIBAy DAY by B C
ZBF3MDhy OB THEH PI ThRIFhUELRSRWN. §
bbb, UTO&GFZHEZLTOEITFhIESE.

Y(Xy, X») € C',Yo; € input((Xv, Xv)),
3(Xo;, Xo;) € C' or v; € PI

LROFGEEHIZTHY VOEER, T4—VTNTHBL
w3,

Fy/0Y v EYTICBNTESB/NOEKTTLUT
BB/NZ LUT v b 7—2 %285 5883, LUT 2w bJ—
IDFEERANRBRIT B T4 —ITNVisAY FOBEDS B,
BRELSBRNOLDOERDIEETHE LRETTLATES

3. Ay rOBRIZEICF/ /0P -7vvEVY

BER/NOHKIM T T LUT 8E/Ve LUT v b — 0 %218
377/0Y -y TRRRCNT ABFEO a—Y AT 4
2TV AL, FIKRD 3 DONEERN 543, &
bbb, Ay FEEE, aXREE, ANV YT THB. A R
BUZYTII b TST7CBFB Ay b EENET B0
ETH5. hv b LUT 2y b 7—70BEELEV
fed, ARTEA Y FIIBOBAZEIET 5.

JX MBI, &/ —RicBF3hy POBEER LUT #ic
EIBaX L REET S [4,[5),[7. ¥V T5T7%
N(V,E) £§5. veVEBLTBAY T c, DEXICHET S
aR bR, BN T 7 VAYT5T7 TFIG@W) KBV, ¢y
PRO—ERE UTBIRE N B BEDR/NEETH S, KAy
b e, DLUT BUCET 2R M2, BRIP4V -5

7 TFIG() iZHBVT, ¢, BEO—HL LTBRRENSEED
B/ LUT HTH5. EMEAB/S LUT Bz RERZEERE
TROBFEDR D> TV e, BEFRE LUT i
BET3IRMELT, La—VYRT1v 7 EFHEICIZRBE
DEZANTVS.

ANRY Y FE, LUT & LTERT 3 A F2EIRY 08
TH3. YTV b FS5T7D/—FicHl, 0%iid1D
DAy FEERTS., by bOBRIE, YTV I TI5T
D PO B PINPRAVAHN « F—H—Ti7bh3. /—F
v e VICBITBHY FOBRIE, KOL ST OH—RNT
$%. v ETOUHBNTBIRLIAY FOEEE C' LT 5.
v O DETDEFE clTX U T v ¢ input(c) THoEFE, M
i T70EV. v B C DTN DER c oL T v € input(c)
THoIBA, vIiCHBY3 Min IR Mrhwy b e, & ¢’ ~NEID
5. viCPBIFB Min XAy ML, v BIBETEhY
FORTEREZICHTZ2AX A 0 KBV TERENZESUT
TH3L0D5B, LUT BICETZ2IR MBBRNDEDTH
%. kERousEix, PO A SMEEBGAL, A F c DERE
TV, LUTF v € input(c) THRHEICH Y MEROWERTS,
L3 T EETDOPOICHLTITI T LICFLL.

AN ¥ T OB ABERNC PO O TFIG T LIiTHICiTH
n3lzd, RakHy PRBRENBHEDHS. $habbA
NYZFTEBOTIE, PO DEEE PO L LT, poe POICK
LU, /—R v e V(TFIG(po)) ZHBL T BHh vy FDEREITS
B¥ic, w¢ V(TFIG(po)) TBIRTBhy & ANHETS
TEERERLTVEY. K21, |25 A4y bOFIERT.
2IEBVT, Av b cld kfc. ZERTZBETEINTNS.
EROEBFE TFIG(t) ZHET 27:H0DAy MERICX S
DTHY, BROBEE TFIG(y) ZHET3-HDHy ME
RiZEBEDTH3. ticBNT e A Min IR DAY M TH
88, o WBIRENERIC u,v,w ZRLETEHY B ZTHhTE
hBIREN3. tlicBTEL {u,z,w} ZAY b Y b ET
50y bEBRLAD, o ZIBLT2hHY MITFIG@Y) %
WET 51 DIBIRPHEELTVWE—AT, v ZBLTEhY
FPARER D, BREUTERTZHY FOBEAES T
Lichd. WRFRICBIFZIZLDANV VTR, TOREE
BUTWaEL.

A8 RIS LUT BEBSZES L3357 )V dY ALiE
WL DONEET 5 [2],[4]. DAOmap [4] i&, H23) VF&IcE
Ay bOLUT ICETZIXMREEL, ANV TERD
BEY. LUTHICET 33X M OBIER, BIRTZ2EH80hv b
HTAY -y b/ —FEEETZLEH> TiITDN 3.

4. Cut Substitution

Cut Substitution {¥7 7./ 0y « v Y T ORNHETH Y,
LUT v bU—2 %2 AN UTHES ZEDHW T CLUT #%
HIE 22—V X714y 78 TH%. Cut Substitution
X, 770 kv TOHN) Y TICBVTERIRE N
Ay FOREMNDS, ROEAH Y MREEROERL.

S(V,E) %% TVxs h-F57EL, C% S(V,E) &3
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2 An excessive cut ¢, is selected if c; is selected(K=3)

ETOAY FOBRGLTS. £, C'CCRTY /0T -IvE
YITDAN) Y TEBNTRIREN=AY FOBEELT S, Cut
Substitution DAFE, S(V,E),C,C' TH3. H$5Hhy +D
#8£E Cut Hh58HN 35 LUT 2w b 7= %, N(Vout, Ecut)
ERT. lut € Vou 1L, B¥lev(lut), EREK req(lut)
ZEHTS. Bilev(lut) LRETDPINS lut FTD/NR
DRERITHY, UTDLS>icRDENS.

lev(lut) = )lev(lut,-) +1

max
lut;€fanin(lut

PI DE¥IZ 0 TH%B. PITHV/ — ROBEUE N(Vout, Ecut)
IEBIBPIABEPONDLRATHN « F—H—TRDBCT
LNTES. Eie, ERBM req(lut) LIZ LUT 2w bU—%
DB ERFEDIDIC lut IKHRT 30y FOBTERIIhZE
BozLthb, UTDLSicRDENS.

req(lut) = reg(lut;) — 1

min
lut; € fanout(lut)

PO X3 2 EREBHUL, 5X 5Nz LUT v F7—2 DIE
ETHB. PO THEVE/ — ROEREBBUZ, N(Vous, Ecus)
IZHBNT PO 5 PIND bR VA NLVEIEFTRES.

Cut Substitution( S(V, E),C,C’ ){
while (1) {
Chosy = Nosy-Cut_Enumeration(C’, C);
if Crosy is empty {

break;
}
cbest = Choice_Best.Cut( Cnosy );
N(Vgr, Ecr)
:= Cut_Elimination( c?®*, N(Vgr, Egr) );
}
return N(Vgr, Egr);

}

K 3 Pseudo code for Cut Substitution

31Z, Cut Substitution DFLII— F2ZRY. K 3ickL
T, KXFEDC Ay FORE, INED cldhy M RERT.
Cut Substitution IR ELEM S50, FREZ 3 DOLEY
57 5%. §7dbB, Nosy Cut Enumeration, Choise of Best
Cut, Cut Elimination T#$%. %I, Nosy Cut Enumera-
tion IKBWT, BIRENizhy bDSBRSEAY b EETH

ETB. € C'hDveinput(c) THBES % BeyeC'
D Fo-Cut EMATELE, ROFBEHY b ey &I, o DETD
Fo-Cut Zv ZAY k- £y b UikWDhy F TEHEHX
BTLATRELEAY FDTLTHS. R, RA&EAY bR
B Crosy 5, v FEEMOBRWZL EICHS LUT #uciid
Bba—YRT 1y I EEEERAVCTREDON Y b ¢t 28R
T3, K<, ¢t DLTD Fo-Cut Zft1DAHy McEEHE,
chert BRI Ay FOBEEHSHIRT 3. T ORELEL,
REAY PHELIRBETEITENS.

4.1 Nosy Cut Enumeration

Nosy Cut Enumeration iZ 8\ T, C' IKBIFB3RDEHY
FARTHEEND. RATHY b e € C' &, v € input(cw)
THBEI5%AYF cw €C' BRT, v ¢ input(cw) THB X
SThvhd,¢C THERXZTLHAMER ¢, DTLTH
5. AV by DEEHBZIE, BARACAHY b, TITFSC
ICERT 5. LD ey # ¢y D Fo-Cut &M, ), % cy D
Sub-Cut &PEE. '

AV F ey ld, KD 2 DDERENHEENZFEICDHC, T
BEBASTLHNAIEETHS. C' 15 cw ZROBRNT ), #
mAfAy FOWER C" LT 3. BROIDEHIER, C" DT 11—
ITNETHB. PLOKEE PIs LET L, C" BN 74—Y
TVTHBIDITIZUTORENRE-E hkhidx iz,

Yu; € input(c,,),vi € PIs or ey, € C”

&5 —H D&M, N(Vor, Eon) BDESHINZHILT LT
&5 N(Vcn,Ecn) b‘ﬁéﬁ%’ﬂ?&ﬁﬁ:ﬂ‘fzbbzu, uT‘.‘D%
b T hairhEa sk,

Vi € input(cy,), Jew, € C”, lev(LUT.,,) +1 < req(LUT,,)

Nosy Cut Enumeration Ic BT, FEEDO&GEFARBZC &
&> TETORDEAY FRFIETS. {Kokhy b EXT
RKAEH Y MTHET 3 Fo-Cut DHEA, Sub-Cut DHEAERF
¥ 5.

(a) (®)

Xl 4 An example of an elimination of nosy cut c, (K=3)

H4ic, RPEAY FOFRRYT. BicBNT, BFIEC I
BENDhY FERLTWVWS. RBEORD, Y7V b -
TS ITDNEBRTRLUTVS. /— K i OBOEFEIIHY b
¢ IKRST 3 LUT LUT., DBEZEERZLTWV3. K4(a) I
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WT, /—Fo, yEEHEINTVS. ¢, BRDEHY FTH
BT LEMWRTS. {y,p} AV F- by ETEKSEAY
b o BEETS. y € input(cl) IKNUTiE ¢y € C' BEE
U, p € input(c,) KH LT p MPLEDT, C' Dey % d)
TEEBAC" R I 4—YTNVTHS. lew(LUT,)=1T
H37H, ¢ ICETIREOFNEEzEhd. XoT
co i o, THEERARETDS. AV b cw BERRARIK {y,q}
Ehv b -ty redBhy b, TREBRATMETSHS. &
T®D Fo-Cut {cz,cu} B, BRUIEAY FDT 4 —TT)VER
B ORI THEETHMON Y M X > TEERATHET
HBDT, ¢y BRDEHY FTHS.

4.2 Choise of Best Cut

Choise of Best Cut IZHBWVT, RTGAY DS BHIERL
B BICRE LUT BHIRICOEH 3 L FRENS L OEHE
75.

AvbcelC iENL, YAV EEBTS. hvbcDFAY
g(c) &, UTORITRENEET S.

> glew)+1 ¢))
v;Einput(c)

dc) = { g(c) (cis fanout free cut)

0 (c is not fanout free cut)

g(e) =

@

ERBOKICHBWT, fanout free cut i N(Ver, Egr) iCBW
T |fanout(LUT.)| = 1 THBES5% ce C' T, Ay
bceC'itHUT v € input(c) Z1B L T 3 fanout free cut
e, € C' BIFHELISRE, fanout(LUT.,,) = {LUT.} TH3
fesb, c B C' HhOBDBRDONIZBER co, BB T ]
HETH 3.

K (1), (2) B, N(Ver, Eer) D PIHS PO AR KT
HIVIEIERF T C' FEH#DY A > %3RD%. Choise of Best Cut
i3, Rahhy FORBIEBIBZTAUBBRRDAY M EIRT.

4.3 Cut Elimination

Cut Elimination ICBWT, hv FOBEEBRI BTV AV
MBERRDOAY Me O hOWMOERL. B&EMICE, 51 UHRK
DAY b T BLTD Fo-Cut % C' Hh5WHBRVT, C
IZ Sub-Cut ZiMX 3. E5IC, ck& C' hEEDERE, AS1l
ICEEEd 3 fanout free cut ZHRIC ¢/ hSEDERL. £RK
Li#ilz% ¢ iKW, LUT 2y b 7—2 N(Vor,Eer) 2%
RT3, Vo lCBIT BB/ — FOBRE, BEREEEZHET 3.

B 4(b) Iz, K 4(a) ORDTEHY b e ZHWD B LUT
Y MI—U%RY. RIEHY b ey BLU Fo-Cut {cs, cw}
B C D BEDEBAN, Sub-Cut {c,,cu} B C X 5NB.

5. = B®

Cut Substitution D7 /VTV XLk, WMAZEORBERS
A7 I Magus IE 7055 Lk UTHBAAE. AVEiEIR
C++Th5. EBEIT, BREFE: LBFEFE DAOmap Dkt
Br{Tofz. Az D CPU i IntelXeon 3.0GHz, XA
YAEVZ15GB TH 3.

Cut Substitution (& Ddmap OHUE L UTHBAE NI,

Ddmap (& LUT # FPGA M 77/ 0y - 2wy Dl
7L TY XLTHD, [10] 10 B BERT LT X LD
FT®%%. Ddmap iZFEEPE/INE LUT Xy b7 —0 2%/
T3H, LUT BB L TRB/NTHBHRIAN TN a—) X
F4v o ETVIVXLTHS. ZLOEBEHNET VIV
Lig, LUT BT 32X b2T7 77U MTHSZ LS
La—VURF4v I EANTER. TOLa—URT4v I,
SHE LT/ SADEUGI U T BRIC LUT BUcBd 2 X MR EE
LTRULGDETLES CLEBIZEDTHS. LHMLTOD
ta—URF oy 7k, LUT REBICBIFZ 777D FRES
LTW3. $h&bb, kfc(v) MLUTLICK>THEEEh T
3L %, TFIG(v) D LUT MM 3R Mg DT 72T
rITHIONS. we kfe(v) hb z ¢ TFIw) DT 7VT
U EHEEL, DD w,z BEEB/INRL w,v BEE/NANEIN
RMUTAREIC, LUT BUCET 33X FO—AEHL THX
SNBFENDHEN, BHIC v DT 77 MITHIZ L 2—
VAT 7 ChzEREALTVWS. LUTAPICBI3 77>
T LRERBTZHIC, Ddmap BT 7279 MUc &> T
YTI2 I b FSTORTOHICEREDF, RRCEEHN
AUNDEHE LUT BDIAX M 2HITARZLa—Y AT 1y
7 [10] ZFHVWT 3.

% 1 Comparison with Cut Substitution and DAOmap on MCNC
benchmarks (k = 5)

bench

DaoMap Dd DdMap + CS

marks | LUT | time | LUT | LUT | time | vs. Dd | vs. Da

C1908 | 150 | 0.16 | 159 143 | 0.2 80% 95%

C35640 | 368 | 0.28 | 366 | 325 | 0.35 | 89% 88%
C5315 | 438 | 0.51 | 448 | 425 | 0.56 | 95% 97%

Ce6288 | 560 | 2.70 | 894 | 631 | 3.70 71% 113%

C880 | 116 | 0.05 | 122 | 111 | 0.06 | 91% 96%

apex6 | 198 | 0.07 | 202 | 195 | 0.07 [ 97% 98%

apex7 | 84 | 0.03 | 88 84 (0.05 | 95% 100%

f51m 52 | 0.03 52 52 | 0.04 | 100% 100%

rot 385 | 0.15 | 379 | 359 | 0.16 95% 93%

vda 455 | 0.23 | 455 | 422 | 0.22 93% 93%
attl0 | 935 | 0.57 | 932 | 882 | 0.43 95% 94%

atté 455 | 0.23 | 455 422 | 0.22 93% 93%

att8 619 | 0.22 | 598 | 598 | 0.17 | 100% 97%

C2670 | 205 | 0.27 | 208 | 190 | 0.25 91% 93%

des 2079 | 1.90 | 2140 | 1971 | 1.50 | 92% 95%

C7662 | 634 | 1.11 | 662 | 608 | 1.23 | 92% 96%

Total | 7733 | 8.50 | 8160 | 7418 | 9.26 | 91% 96%

£1, R2ICEBRERZTRT. £11d MCNCRVFI—2
Yy b, #2RBITCIYRYFT—ILY hOFRVFI—F
IZX L, DAOmap, Ddmap, BXURBERFE (Ddmap & Cut
Substitution DFHEHLR) NEMR L LUT 2y bT7—50D
LUT BMOU#TH 3. AKBRICEKITS LUT OASEHIRIE
5 THs. MCNCRVFI—oty b, ITCYRYVFI—F
Ty FOS BHEBEBNNEORYF IS IEE/ L. “DA” &
Ddmap, “Ddmap+CS” ZRREFEEHL TS, “LUT” D
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# 2 Comparison with Cut Substitution and DAOmap on ITC’99
benchmarks (k = 5)

bench

DaoMap Dd
marks [ LUT | time | LUT | LUT | time | vs. Dd | vs. Da

DdMap + CS

bl4 2265 | 3.67 | 2390 | 2097 | 3.74 88% 93%

bl4.l | 1749 | 2.43 | 1823 | 1632 | 2.53 90% 93%

bls 2044 | 3.08 | 3175 | 2695 | 3.59 85% 92%

bl5.1 | 3571 | 5.52 | 3438 | 3145 | 3.92 91% 88%
b17 9457 | 12.4 | 10208 | 8724 | 11.5 856% 92%

10578 | 9678 | 12.2 | 91% 90%

bl7.1 | 10747 | 16.4

b20 4932 | 8.18 | 4824 | 4275 | 8.33 89% 87%
b20.1 | 3437 | 5.46 | 3484 | 3085 | 5.86 89% 90%

b21 5069 | 8.32 | 5066 | 4498 | 8.47 | 89% 89%

b21.1 | 3553 | 6.55 | 3603 | 3217 | 6.03 | 89% 91%

b22 6860 | 11.7 | 7149 | 6306 [ 12.1 88% 92%

b22.1 | 5084 | 8.12 | 5363 | 4728 | 9.07 | 88% 93%

Total | 59668 | 90.8 | 61101 | 54080 | 87.3 89% 91%

AFEMR LI LUT 2y FI—7 D/ —FE, “time” [dRBAL
DOETRHETHS. “vs DA”, “vs Da” BTN THRRFHL
Ddmap, #BEFEL DAOmap iIZBIFBERM L LUT v b
T—oD/)—FROLTHS. XvFI—IHRALCTHIE
LUT 2y bU—ZDEERVWINEH LWz, LUT v b
T—J DFEIEIBLI=.

C6288 ZRLLTORNVFI—ZILHB VT, REFHRI
DAOmap & LUT #ARASEN & DDAV LUT 2y bT—2%
ERUE. ERLEETOLUT 2y b7—20 LUT $icH
VT, BEFHII DAOmMap & D & 9%V RE B,
%1 12HBVTC, Ddmap i& DAOmap & D & 6%I1E L EL D
LUT 8T LUT % bU—2 %% L7z, Cut Substitution i
Ddmap B4ER L7 LUT % b7 —2 D LUT %Y T 9%HIis
L, 8¢ U T DAOmap ICHANRTHE 4%V LUT TLUT
R U= RERL. E2IZHBWT, Ddmap i& DAOmap
K0P 2%FLELDOLUT HTLUT 2y bU—S %%
M U7z, Cut Substitution (X Ddmap AR L7z LUT X v b
TJ—2® LUT 2% 11%HE L, #3R& LT DAOmap ickt
NTEY 9%V LUT T LUT 2w hU—2 245K L.
RRFEDETHRNZ, DAOmap ICHANTYY 3%Eh - 7z.

6. b VY Iz

ARICHBANT, LUTEFPGA M 77/ uy - vy
KBV TEETB/NOFT T LUT BEHIBT 5 D%
Cut Substitution Z#8% L7z. Cut Substitution D#& % /i,
LUT 5% %%y N7—Y ORFNAEBOREICE > T, &
S LUT ZEERDERS L0580 THS. Cut Substitution
i LUT v bU—S DEBABIEELEWVLETH D, 77
/8y vy IDLTOa— Y AT 4w 7ET7NVIY XL
DRNEL UTEET BT LHHETHS. EROBR, Cut
Substitution FFEE B/ LUT X bU— 7 B4ERT 58
Kea—YRAF 1Y% Ddmap BER L= LUT X +7—2
D LUT 2T 11%HIKT 3T L 2B L. £, Ddmap

& Cut Substitution DI HEH, BEFH: DAOmap &
HBUTHET I% DAV LUT T LUT v b U—IB4ER
TBCLEMELZ. Ddmap & Cut Substitution DEHED
¥, DAOmap & ML T T 3RV RET LUT v b
J—U %R LIk,

SH%OBEED 1 Dld, Cut Substitution BEZCEHL K 5%
LUT v F7—J %HET S L TH%B. DAOmap & LD
T80y v EYIOTNVIY XLBER LT LUT v
FU—2icxL, #EE U T Cut Substitution ZEHT 3.
%7z, Cut Substitution & LUT v b 7—2 DRANEER
ZIT2LDTHBH, %L D KENEEE—EICTS %L
HRRET 3. LB TERLE LUT Xy 720 LUT
IR g3Hhy FORIC K> T, ACEERFDHY FOHMEH
FTHBHMOTOTFS /0y« vV FiE, Cut Substitution
OYBEG TV 2 I b « 57 OEBOEEANRRHCHERAYT 2
TLLAFONETHS. Eiz, BEHIKTTLUT 88/
LUT *v b 7— 2 Z24ERT 3 EOKET7 VT AL 2T
BTLLSROBETHS. BERO LUT B3 LUT HOTF
L R 37, BET7ZNVIY XLICE > TRbNHE
DRYF =N B HEMRPRENEL, La—VYART 1Y
27N XLOEREMEICHVWS T LN TES.
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