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Abstract In designing systems such as embedded systems, where many restrictions must be satisfied, loop op-
timization plays an improtant role. In this paper, an equivalence checking of loop optimization is proposed. In
the previous methods based on symbolic simulation, loops must be unrolled before verification. This results in
that the equivalence is proved just for the unrolled programs and verification takes much time when the number of
unrolling is large. In the proposed method, first, statements and the corresponding symbolic values of the iterators
that are required to compute the output variables are identified. Then, symbolic simulation is applied only to the
statements. Therefore, the equivalence can be checked without unrolling loops. The experimental results show that
the proposed method can verify the real loop optimizations in short time.
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BN —TRBINBTSNS, N—RIz7LYT I T7D
BHICBWT, W—TRIAFLALEOHRIERZRET ZHT
HBPEHRB WD, RUAFICTEIHETRELMEEINS,
D& S R@id. AXZUTOBMERD,

o MAEBZAOT 7 2ARKERST

o HAnsM0RLETHOEFENREEZR VLS

o PEDN—TEEELDD
B1LATOOTR, V—EO7RECBIBAEYTI/ER
OFH LT, RITHMOERENRTH S, B2 AL, Hi
IRRERRERDBRL S &Ic&ko T, a1 S TEMATMER
Bk (32— FB5, &EESRoml,. #RRET. 28) o
BOREMNAMEICBILEVIFEMNDS. Tk BIR. X
ED SN —THEINT 2 BREEPHRON—TITE bt
BHIUEMEIMEE 2D, NS ORBER. HaiBaEkEn
T, AFIE-THbhBEH., TOMB THIEOHMEIEER
L. BE{LOBRTRHBONRBEL TWRNWI & EHET
B EMNBETH S,

&SI BN—TRELR. SATLOBEERRETSIR
FALMVBRHZBWTITFbh 3 Z &XE<, BIHERRCE
B CR—ABRAERE(7), (8] MAVSNBZ EAMBN, ET
THEMTI, CEEBIOVSAIBTAN—TRBALENR
LUASHEREFHERRT S, T, BELELEETS
W= T} BELRIZBIZ 74 NVIPHNEROLS KK
FIMOBMHEEZ LTS bOKBWN. TOLD, RRFHETIE,
FOLSHBAIMOBRZEITIN—TORBILEMNREL
TWw3,

XER[2), (3] TREINTWIRE I alb—Tarit#EI<
SEEREFETIE. Rt2RTIBEREERL. THERNT
T3 L CHEEEEYT B0, 6| BEOY—IERNBT
Ltk T, HEAROBEELERTES, UL, V=7
ZRETHHBEIR. SS5rUHRMTILENDD D, B
BLABRETUMSEENMREENT, £, REER®S
WIRAIC, REFMSHATIEVSBBRAYSS. —4.
BEON— TR EEDEWSHEEREFETI, RETRA
33D, BADERICHPNH D, HREROBMENERT
2\, EVWSHBNSo R, CNSOBBRERRTZED
I, BEFETI.

o 2TOHAHOWBBRNBERT DADICHUERIL (state-
ment) EXHET B VELEREHETS. HAFEFORE
iR, EBO1 Ty AT HREXNERTESLIK
NEBK

o FORREINAXLBDELERICHL TOSHIETS
2al—-arEFD
Z&iZEo T BEON—TREETHRVREFRICLERT,
HRDL DD —TERERA. &0 HRERNOSMEE: %
RETES,

ORI, UTFDL>THs. H26T. BEFEON—T
BBz T A HMEEREFRERLBE I aL—a EAn
1 SMEEREFHRERNT D, BIHTRRIIREFHELEL
<, B4 HCEBOBBELNTIRBERICED, BRFHE

#define N 1024

foo(int AQ], int B[, int C{I) {
intk, tmp[N], buf[2°NJ;
for(k=0; k<N; k++)

s1: tmp{k] = B{2k] + Bk].
for(k=N; k>=1; k)

82: buf[2°k-2) = A[2°k-2] + Afk-1)
for(k=0; k<N; k++)

s3: Ck] = tmp(k] + buf[2°k]:

}

1 ADDG Of (1]

OFMEERRT. BRI, B5 HTRRLSBBRT~2EH
i3,

2. BEHR

2.1 JV—TRBEEICHT 3 GMEREFR

XHR [1] TH. BARORR %75 )V — 7RITICHT 2 SHtE
REFEMBRENTWS, ZOFHETR, RIET 2 DORFH
F—¥{&#¥ % 57 (ADDG: Array Data Dependence Graph)
EWET5, ADDG TR, /— RREFIMEEFEHRL, Ty
CRF-FkEE2RT. ADDG OfIZ2R 1 ITRYT. ZORESF
ETH, RA-EA (define-use) DBIRICH ZBADT > F v ¥
Z%%w 7 (index map) & LTHRET 3. REL. AHEFH
5 &/ — FOBMEEM|EMN S, HHEFETD ADDG
LOBNRRELEDZ LIS TIFDNS., AN EHHOMD
index map & N1 OREFXNFE—THIBPEIC, REKRIIS
fiiL/xsd, ZOLE, HAHDEESHOHMIES uninterpreted
RT3/, BB BRBEILE EMRBICThhE
BE. SEEREATERNI LB 3,

ZOFHTHR, RET S0/ 541, ADDG &L TERR
THEDIT,

o ZFHRRWMAOHTHD

o STOERAERII1ELMEAZTHIL

o BT O static THD

o BTy IAMAITLV—YORBATHS

o A CFBRMEW
EWSHRENET. BLR METISIERTILEN
»H3. ThIZHLT. AR TORRFETR. BEREHRLSD
ZEHRCALCERIIHTIRUKEORA, ADRAILBEDT—F
EETHHE7O—ZH/RITENTES, LhL, B4 B
5 RIEDVTIE. REFHIIBW TS, RETDTDY S5 A
FRBEEHRILTVBILENDHS.

2.2 BEXIab—2arilBI< SEEREFR
BEYIal—yareid. BHERSMIKIaL—-bL
T, HAZRERTRERNEZERTIFETHD, N—ku=x
7R OBEHEREENDH LT EE OREFHICAVWSHT
BD (2, X3, [4] TR, CERTRBIhAEIAFLLA
NBHIH T3 BEEREFEHELRRINTNS, —RWIZ,
BEYI2L—a TR ANTREMNETORESHEEZA
HELTRHZRENICRTL. HAEKITHET 288K %
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BHTDED, FR Y-V ELBELBWERMRIEOR
BNUETH D, LBV I al— a3 VIZkBGEERE T
RERFHFICRHENASELESR (BLRba0) 2%
BTV S EREHS T, HFEEZHEALTNL, ZDLE, [5]
BREDHRBANHBZHUET I2FHEHMITDILICLL T,
N ESROFMEEEEAT I L AETH 5.

BE Ial—varid, BEMICTIRS2H RiHE3a
L— 3k, BHERSI—TEEATNSEGITR. H
SHhUwN—7RIBETSLENSHS., COLE, EHIND
Hffittid, BELEBIORINLTOLOTH S0, R
EBM+2TRVWEE, EHIhAVWETNEET S, —K
T, RIESESSWESICIE, ERINSEFNMERITKRE
<72b, RIEMHEAMAKRT 5. RBFETR, HHEKORS
REERTDEDIBERI—T PO (statement) EXHEY
BN—7ORDELEREZHELT. THHIIHLTORES
YIalb—varEEfTs. €0k, BRYIal—Ya
SENBE. N—TREAETIBEICHRT, #HizPi<
BB EHUNRTE, RIEFNOEEITIETS .

3. BRIIREFE

DIz, ARTAVBITL—F LA T IXERDLD
ICEBT 5.

o HBN—TDLAFL—FLid. TON—THTRITER
DETHEIC, HIERTONM (M) THIBEERTHD.
FL—FMREISNBE. NBTHEIN—TRITNREINS,

o HHIEIEK a CHTBT I TR afi] I2BWFD1 Ty
JAER, i THD.

3.1 2#ofth

RRTIREFEOSEDHNER 21TRT. REFRICE
ABANRUTOI DOTHS.

o N—TEENZSU2DOCTOIIA

o TOYSLDANEY - BEF

o Fu¥SLOMIEK - BF
RAICONTIR, TOA1 2 Fy 7 AN FSHIIOVTHIE
BT DLHENHD. BRER. EASNEANERK - BAMEE
THHEEIZ, HHEK - BINFGHETHINEINLEWRDS
halP Lt 7 & - 8

szshik7ay5h - AS - HAIHLT, BEFEI,
ETERAT VLA Ty I AELTL—5 OMFEE ST
J5bmofitiTs. £LT, HWAER. £B. £BO1 >
Fy I ADHABRFIORERNEZERTIEDIZ. ¥Ial—Fb
TRLERDBIXEMET D4 T LY /TS, REFIC,
FhoDOXEHBENEAFL—FORORTERS> I
Lb—arTa3TeiickoT. HHHEN - BRAORSRNE24LM
L. SEtteHEds.

EWTR, 2 DORENEHPBWO BB Ty I AMEUT
B0, BETOM Ty ARMBT2ERIGMETH D & &,
O 2 OOEFIERIIBETH S, LERTS. TOkD, B
FOLI2 2 DORANER o & b REHETRVWEHEI NS,

o BMDBBZATFyIANERDIBE, BEMali)(0Si

Loop optimization

Deriving the relations biw
indexes and iterators

-

Selecting statements to compute
the output variable/arrays

-

Symbalic simulation for
the selected statements

2

Result: Eqv. or Ineqv.
H2 2toREofth

99), BFb[J)(0 S j S 49) D& E, alk] = blk)(0 £ k £ 49)
TH->TH, ¥l a &b RRBETIRZN,

o A Ty AHOMGBROT T, SERMNFMTH S
BE. BR o B DA Ty I ANENEN O LLLE max
BTFTHY, afi) = blmaz — iJ(0 £ i £ maz) HRHIL>TWH
BLLTH, KB a & bIISMTIREN,

3.2 RETAINISADHK

RRFETRIET 5705 5 AN TREHMILIT OB
DTH5,

o BATIELADA TV IARITFV—FDREAT
H>

o RAHIEREMN
X (1] TR T. BEFETR. LnEModanTayss
LERIETHIEMNARETH B, T—FKEOHIHBH 70—
ERABIER,. T—YORDABNED a—bhy bR
ERFON—TORELRTHEIC TS, —KH. RALERNOHUKE
DORAMMLTH DD, PHERZESUN—TORIE bR
ERRoTW3, £k BERFETR. ANTHEDON— TN
EOoMREET, XM TRREINTVWIFEHRLFEALCLSIZ,
-3, BLLRYRO—FN—TOHEREORRET S,

8.3 AYFYIR-AFUL—YREDIKS

iz, RETS 200707 FLHDEN—TIZDONWT,
157 L—9 OREERDOBTET.

ITER,, = (lower_bound, upper_bound, step)

ST L, BNV =T E2BNT B DDA,
lower _bound, upper bound, step FX. ThEH, 1 FL—F D
LBR, TR, HEETHS.

KT, BRFI7 7 EA (BRA, BH)ITOWT, 12FvI R
E1TLV—YDORFEERD D, 12Ty IAM, 1FL—5D
BERELTRBAINTWSFERITE, 20N Fv s R
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EXTFL—YOMRERD. AT IAN, 1T L—5U5
DOERIZX > TRREINTWBHREIE, TOEROEFRGE
EUBTEREHT. AFL—FILDRRUCBERADLE
MHDd, COERERITIZEKEST. EEAT I/ EABTS
LIF9IR-AFTV—FBHRd p,q EBHREL T, UTOX
SIKRTENTES,

IDXAs.m=p*ITERL, +9q

IZT ARZIVERAENTWAEFR, SIZANTIEAEH
TWABXERT, k. mi, SOPTRAZFEORNT I A
THEIORTHRET. S ORRICHNZEHFITHELT, EH
51,2,3,.. &4H3%. ITERL, 13, XS B2EUN—TTH%S.
B3 T, (a) KRLEHBOSOS I 00T, &l —
TO1FV—F LEBNT JRADL VT IR - 1T L—F
BEGRAL (b) IZRENTW S,

8.4 AYFYIR-AFL—SRRIGET—IEFISD

ORFICEBIRES 32— arETIXDHEEN

RBFETIE, HHEREHETIEDICHBERNEETOX
ERTFTIMOMIL—F2H5HhLHRD. TNSITHLT
DOHBBYIalb—YarEff> THEELHETS. TOR
Iz, HHTRIRFITHHBEIIL. EROITFvIRi%
HHET2H0RSRER TENBETHD. —RMICHE,
HEBOA Ty IR i ST IESARMED Y. REOH
&, B1OFvIRIONT, EnitR&A3RFANE5h3
o, BHORERERDZBENH S, LhL, EBON—
THITTHE. 127y I AKETHRESEIR, ZTHIELS
SHWBEMEEAETHB D, 1 DOUHEREHNTS
HORSFIZ 1A, £ KRV THITEMNNEGT
23,

HAEREIESTZEERNERD BB, RETHTOY
SLDF—VEEIFI7EAND, ZOREIFTTR, &
IvPI. A XFv IR -4 FV—yRENTMENTVS,
TOLVFY VA -1 TV FRRGET—FERES S TR
DL FHMERD.

o J—FRid. ANEK By, HHEK - &BA. kR,
TuY I hROXERT

o ITyPi, F—IKEERT

o IyPikn:(f(),Rs) — (g(i),Ra) ZIRNELTH
D, TOTRNORBLERFEIIDOVWTR, RBT S,

£Iy i, MARDIED, n: (fE), R,) — (9(i), Ra) 25X
WELTHD. TOIRIIR. RBBIh3BADA T v 7
ALBFATNIRAADOA > Fo s AONKRERT. TIT.
BBEELY SOBRTICHET 2T E v,. TERIHET S
THE vy ETBE. FRNNVORERIROEOIKREENS,

o nid. RAThBRKBWT v, BHRTBABTHS

o R, v, EATHIBRETHERENZ A TFvY
ADWHETHB. v, PEXTHIBPAFEBINAW,

o Ry iY v MBATHIBECHBHINZI TS
AOREATH B, va WERTHHBBREJENZLN,

o f(i),9(d) i vy, va KAHELTHEY, UTFOKSIRE

vddeu(lnta{],lmb(l,wd))( vngad(ma[],mbﬂ,hcu)(
3

Ll fnr(l=0 |<1onoo 1++){ 11: for (i = 0; | < 10000; i++) {

if(b[l] >= 0] >=0)
si: t=af; st: "3[‘];

dse
s2: t=0-2l); s2: no a[r},
ﬁ:}bﬂhb[‘lﬂ: s3: b{i) = b{}) +

#i>=200

L2: for (I = 100; | < 9900; I+-+] 54: 100] +200) - 2°b{}-100]
s4: qn-b{noo]-z‘uu-p%[moo]; :& 2001 - 200011001 + bIT;
} }

Program1 Program2
{a) Source code
ITER, (0, 9999, 1) ITER, (0, 9999, 1)
ITER, (100, 9899, 1)
1DX, sy = ITER,,
10X, 4y = TTERy, IDX, gy = ITER,,
DX, 5, = DX, 5, = ITER;,
10X, o , = ITER,, IDX,'“ 5 = ITER,,
IDX, 5 , = ITER;, IDX 504 BITER,_. 100
IDX 4, ; = ITER IDX,,,_,:ITERU—ZOO
10X, = ITER,, - 100 DXy = - 100
DX, 0 3 = ITER,, 1D = ITER,,
!DX,,',. o= [TER, + 100
(b) lterator ch ristics and Index-I relations

3
[E4]

{c) Data-flow graph with the iterator relations

For Program1 For Program2

(s4, 1) (s4,1+ 100)

(s3, I - 100) (s3, I - 100)

(3, 1) (s3,1)

(s3, I + 100) (s3,1+ 100)

({s1, s2}, 1 - 100) ({s1, s2}, 1 - 100)
({s1,s2}, 1) ({s1, 52}, 1)

({st, 52}, 1 + 100) ({s1, s2}, I + 100)

(d) terator values and statements that need to be simulated.
(S, 1) shows that a statement S needs to be simulated when the
Iterator Is (.

M3 B E 6

anaz.

- AHEPIELZHAEROBE : i

- ZOMOERDHE : h—TRTHIEA Ty I A -
4 FL—IMRERD, V—THTHNL TrEAShS 1
SO1 Y Fy YA (BEK) L5,

- EROBRE V- Thrulgzhizv, I—7R
THI. v, KHLTHR F() =1 E L. va 1K LTI KR
EFVTWARDELEREICHELT. gt) =i+ k &T3,
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FCHROBLURITHNTOEREFEDRSITR, g() =i &b,

Eie, fEESEIC X o THEICHZTENDZRAINH o/
LER, A—0ERKHTIRAOHSE. £id, F—0RH
OR—O1 Ty 7 AR THRADBETIE. /—RET—
TDTHIENTES,

E3c) Iz, 1oFyIR-1F7L—SRGET—IKES
SIDREFRT. HBD Alin, Aout id. ThEh, AHERH
EHAHETIE A THHILERLTWS, b, BT, fii
WD, R,, Ry IZDWTIEBRL TS, sl & 52 13ARD
FtEERMETED, 120/ —FIZv—J3hTNWB T &M%
o,

AT, BREINLT—IRES 5705, WAEREHA
THEDRRFULTNERSBWLERETE157L—FD
ffizRH 3, @3 OHTIE. EBOA Ty IR ilTHETS
BER cfi] #RHDEDETBE, Programl T2 —7 L2
? i BEIE#. Program2 Tid)V—7 L1 ® i+ 100 A ZR{TT
AZHENDD, Thid, BERELy PIAMEhTWSE SN
NS, RFOFNIVZXLATRDDZLENTES, KB Ia
L—yarizdntid, RDEIFL—FOREEMICBII5E
XOEFOIEIIab—aThiddhn,

(1) HHEFNSHTWAERELY IO f(i) & R, K&E
h3izITRRTS

(2) HIAMSAAIERLTONRIZDNT, UTF2T3.

o BHZ FAI THRBINTWAIYIIRDOWT, f(I) = g(i)
BIZDOWTRE, TORBECI) LT3

o IyTOED/)—FK Ny IZBWT C(I) 2ER TS

o NyDSHTWKETOIYIIZDWT, f@) &R, I
8Eh3i %, LTRDE C() TREATS

o C(I) TRBREINZ R, BIIDWTHEE, ] TEREh
A Fy s AOBMDBAHERERD

12F9 IR -1F L~ IRBREORKICL>TR, C(I)D T
OREMNPRICRIBEND S, TOREICR, £TO/—F
OREMBRICRED LD, BRETD. £k ROERE.
HADSAHNIZERZLTONRRIZHL TS 28, 100 —
RiZEI&OD c(I) BRBEhBTEMNHS,

3OFEMANT, EQXSIZCU) BWRDSNDINERT,
Programl Tit, £9". cout M5 s4d NOEKELY JIZTDONVT,
I=iBilZDOVWTRLxYD, i=1 2183, TOLD, s4 ik
c(l) =1L TR, Thid, Whc[l) 2HET kD
KR, AFL—Y 0N DL EI sd ZRITTILENDS
TEERLTVS, BIWT, sd M5 3 DEL Y JIONT,
fG)DiEC) =1TRRALT. BRIZCU) 2RDB L, 1
HFRBOLZyZIZDOWTIA I~ 100, 2/BBOT Y PRONTIE
I.3BEOIYJIZDOVTIZ T+ 100 &35, Thid. A
cll) ZHBET DR, 1 7L —F DA T -100,1,1+100
DEED 3 2RTITILBENHDEERT. RROBIEE
BDETIEICE>T, BRNIZETO/ —KRED1F7V—
FORATRITENALERD DN N D, TOERERDIE
TE B3 KFTRIL, LEHETBITL—5%183
TEMTES,

3.5 BEYIal—raryCk3SEHRT

F-SEEIST70& /- RIERIhi c(1) k. HHE
FOERDA Ty I AT 2HRTH0IT, TDJ)—RHR
TEINBRES/FL—IOHEERL TS, TOED, B
2al—arTi, KEREERRLEEE, &/ —R21
FL—FOiZ o) KLTyIalb—YaThidkw, £
ZT RBBVIal—2a eaT54E8NH 5 2HE 70—~
R#-> TH~RZBENSHS,

T, B8 Ial—a3>TR BANRTIERENDT
PFy I AOHEERDZLENSHDH, Zhid, FTvP0
Ry, Ry D3GERAZANDSHAETTMBZ LIZE ST, &N
ATHESNAHARIIORERTHUEA > T v I ADHE
2B5IEMTES.

4. REBER

4.1 RBABLHET
VREFHERBTI0R. LTO4 DO NBET
53,

o AN CEBIOYSIANSAIVTFYIA-15F
L— BRI EF— YRGS TERETS

o FOF—FKEIITLET, HHEROEBRELRT
B30I, BB Ial—2ar2F5RENHBLERET
3157 L—FE2HHTS

o HHMEINAEXEAFL—FZRITHEICENR, BE3I2
V-2 a UafERRE (A, C SROMY) TRYT

o BEIIaL—FTRIEZETD
HRTH. BRBRFEOELZEZRIDIDICE 2 5%, RE
FMORGEZTOADIBIAE. ThEThCERIDSS
LELTREL., BERON—TRBRICHLTRERT .
HRZ. 2GHz D70y YL 1GBOAENEZHTBPCIC
Ko TfFbhi., EROS 1 KiTOWTIR. AFIZEYD, V5
TOF—FW/EERLL. i B3IKTOWTR, B8
Ial—-INIBMDOCERBIOYSAEANETEED, B
2 RORBIETIVWTEBES I 2 —a AD C EHONK
EAFTHERLT. REZToLE, RELERBSIaL—%
13, BEROSMEZEAT IS, FFHE uninterpreted
function & LTS LBMATERWREITR, CVC[6] AW
THEREZHETEEIRA>TNS,
KRITAWFEER 1 IDRY, BPO/ — REENABIL.
FhEh, KEVST7RD ) - RS8O/ —RKE. kE
Ty PEREES>THARAMNS ANBRAETIFSNAKERL
TW3, filter P, 74 NYTRETZITOYSAICHL
TRELET22ZDBOTH B, —F. dwt HBIL. KR x—
Ty bERZETS 70V S ATHL TRBILET2-HDT
H5. BREEMOTOT I LTI, filterl T2 D, dwtl TS5
DON—TFEFE>TVBN, N—TT2—Ta eFI5I &I
&oT. FhEN, 1DL20BPLTWS, Fi, ZhED
FIREE. X (1) OFETIREER S ZLOTERL, -7
ROBRAXRN—TROAN T —ERANDRAZFTATVS,
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#1 FETOYS5LOKR

7% | /- F& | 12K RALONE
filterl | 16 5 28 Original program
filter2 | 19 5 28 Loop fusion
filter3| 23 10 28 | Loop fusion, Scalar replace-

ment, Array duplication
Jilterd | 22 9 28 Loop fusion,
Scalar replacement
dwtl | 25 7 18 Original program
dwt2 | 28 7 18 Loop fusion
dwt3 | 38 7 21 Loop fusion,
Scalar replacement
®2 RBHR
B (8)
BIEHR | statement | symbolic
extraction | simulation
Filter1 | filter2 B <01 0.50
filter2 |  filter3 B <01 6.11
filter2| filterd HE <01 6.30
filterl | filter2pyg | T&{E <01 045
filterl | filterdpyy | FHE <01 4.96
dwtl dwt2 B <01 0.74
dwt2 dwi3 S <01 1.79
dwtl | dwitle, | FEE <01 0.66
4.2 & R

HEBRHRER2IZRT. 2TOHRRT, ELVWRERLRES
BIEMNTER. REMBHEICOWTIE, BIBTRRELAY
WIYZXALATF—=5o0—S57RBFLT, B8 IalL—
2 a RBBERXEMET DTV -9 2RDBERICDONT
ik, STOHABTO0IBLUT LR, EROBHEICRETS
EMgole. Thid, RELLHBAORRITNIZEREL
2. KESS7 LT, HABIMSANBIIESZNRADK
MWDol l ENBETHS. SEORFETIE, /NAKIL 30
B ER> TS, LhL, REOI—TRBELIZBENTS.
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