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Instruction level speculative execution schemes are classified into the branch prediction which alleviates control
dependence, and the data prediction which alleviates data dependece. In this paper, we summarize 36 papers on
‘the branch prediction and 27 papers on the data prediction in HPCA from 1996 to 2001, ISCA, MICRO, and
ASPLOS from 1996 to 2000. As the general trends, until 1998, more than half of the researches on speculative
execution are related to the branch prediction. However, since 1997, reseraches on data prediction have increased.
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B, BLEL BRENTWADIEAMTROBEML 2D
BRI PRI, 2 LVVBIAS I T IES (2-1evel adap-
tive branch predictor) [2] £FHINZ LD TH S, THid,
QHBORETHERSH, 1B R DX (BHR, BHT:branch
history register or table) 1Zid. DEBEEHHMSL. 2
MEfE B D% (PHT:pattern history table)! {3, 1 PEREH
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F— g EREREZISA Lo TRFERER ST
% [3,12], PPM®i3, global RBEEAFHL, REDRRD
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By p—TiE, BEEDARI—F, 3y AL FIELoTEY ETHNE
DT A, Rid, DET FVALBETRESR D,

4GAg:globaI BHR-+global - PHT, GAs:global BHR+per-
set PHT, GAp:global BHR-per-address PHT, PAg:per-
address BHT-global PHT, PAs:per-address BHT+per-set
PHT, PAp:per-address BHT-per-address PHT, SAg:per-set
BHT+global PHT, SAs:per-set BHT+per-set PHT, SAp:per-set
BHT+per-address PHT |
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FRBOBE  global Z23EBEETA Lz TR T,
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AT 3 [14],
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ST BEDIZ, HIEORL), KILTEBE TS confidence
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HETOLTIHAFOSREZRERETTOIRLE, NTAT 4
DL RLBEEFT ) FHENRE SN TS [6]. [6] TH,
BHDIED 0% ICEEEZRIETEOHNIBIIHT D

7 5y TR 3\ context switch A BT BEHEL LTI, —EX
DHRFERBIBEEL—HT 5LV IEFABRERThH -1 (4] B8, T0%F
FATiL, EBIC kernel trace A A MRREE LS RATER [5],

8y ST b LD

Oxictatnn v ¥ wER

TR ABLEOFTR I ADH 63% % SHTWNDHI L&A
L. B89453IE 812 confidence #F1V T3 LY LEAIC
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BOTHIBERETH LR, BIFHECEV T IPC 2
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% [26], E7z. per-address OEE TR L 25 BHT O
BEBIBT B [7) =i, Tr7r A VERNT, BVICE
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RV REIREIN TV 23],
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F{ (NET*? Hot Path Prediction) 2322 & 4172 (25, Z
DEEE, BT T 7 A NVEBNREE R L FE
EfERIZET S,

(3) multiple branch prediction

ST T 5D TIARL, EROSE% block BT
T—EI TS5 FESBREN TV D (27, 28], DLET(R
16 4 h 5725 block BALCFRIT 2 Hik (27] & tree
RICEE LB TRBZ THOWBREIIE SV TEET &
A7y s 2 FHTHEE 28] BRESL TS, (27T
{2, block DF#FHMSD PC & T D block NIZEEN D5
I D4y % B % trace id & LT, block BILEEZ &V,
®D block % TR 5, block ZHML L LieFEFRII A
X, 16-bit D gshare [Zx L THA T 26%IE T 5.

¥70, 4 ODEFETIERAT Ry VR THTHOFREEL
<. Tree-based Multiple Branch Predictor(TMP) »3#2%
SNT5 (28], (28] Tli. SPRCint95 (2330 T, 32KB
@ TMP Tix, 1 H® block X 96%., 2 &FE @ block 2
93%. 3 Z&E @ block (X 87%. 4 & B @ block i3 82%DF
HIERETH D,
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SEHET FUATFRME, HEENT FLAEEZTRNTS
FEHETHY, 2P ESHEOFELFENRETODFETD
B, N R THRE LTE, HBEET FLVARY T 7
(BTB:branch target buffer) & FIEN B HUEET FL 2%
PC TA 77 AT bic /Sy 7 7 IURIL, BEhic
HEET FURZESWCPRT MR L. SlEHE TR
LERRIC 2 B DR E RV T TFRITAEARUISESND,

10 S FHBFALSDE CHORBICTFRERENE O LEESRD
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T 5 FRIC BT B, :
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(1) HERT FLRNYT7

UG IR DIZ L A B 15bit LT ChB Z & 2FIA L,
HURET RLVAETME Yy hEBRYD LAY Y 0 2 (L@
DRI, TUHSIEHTESLT FLA Dbt L9 by
DT RUVARKENELEDHR, EAHZOT FLAR
BEN T2 AT, BIB 0OAEXEIR TS FiE
PRESN TS (30,31, 32), ZOFEIZL-T, Nk
T RLVRED A N— RO =7 B2 49%8IBTE 5,

¥7-, dynamic linked library(DLL) {Z &> TBTB miss
PHREIC 2 BT, 6D BTB & 135245517 BTB(DLL
BTB) # BET5Z LB REEIN TV [29]. DDL BTB
I 1990 28R SNz Victim BTB [85] £ ¥ bHKT
14%EEREELTHE,

(2) 2BEFHHR

LT TR & I, 2 BRBORE BV FRIESE
EENTS [15, 33, 34, 36], T N LA FHTH, 2
FEAE D 4y 1 FRIEFESR (pattern history'®, path history'®)
BHY, 2#EE DK% Target Cache &L, Fio, &
WH TR E AR, SEET RLAFREITCHL, PPM ©
HBABEZ LN [36), BTB CHESGODIEET Kb
ADHTA T 7 AFi} bife Target Cache [33] L9 b
SPEC95 {2\ T PPM X Tl I REH 9.47% T b
BELTVS,

¥72. Driesen bix, "1 7'V v FPRIZHIOWTHRIEL
7z [34, 35], 2BBOTREEDNATY v NERITEMOD 2
PERE D FRBRC LT, T EERESE E L2V [34]. &
Dz, ROBEO TSN TR KRBT HROH, EE
BOFHEREY 7 4 V¥ —L LTHWS cascaded predictor
BREINT [35), SPECint95 (2BWT, 1K= FYD
TR LT, BIB#7 4 ¥ —L LTHWES, 2
EOTH I AKX 9.8% 06 8.7% £ TET I 5,

L XblL, HEHETRE FRIZ, global RAIEET F LR
JBIE % > path-based branch predictor 2347 iz
U TREISN TS [15], [15] Tk, 7u 774 Ml &>
T, BN EICYRBER FRET 5, SPECint95 O
gee 2BV T, 512B OFRBRICBIT 5 OFHEOTFRIA
(%, pattern based predictor [33] £ ¥ b 16.5%{K\ >,

(8) two-block ahead branch predictor

REDEAT R v 7 POROERT O v 7 2 ERT
Oy EFUTHREBERINATVS [37). [37] TH.
BTB Dt v F#RIZPERD L D LT, SPECint92 128
W, gshare &H~TH 0.3% G PRIEMEITETET, 2
DFEEIT, BREBOETOBBIA IV I ZRBDBETLENRT
X BEIZBOWTARERKRE, :

(4) return address stack

B FEIT 4 BC, return-address-stack DZEFAD KA
VERT— S EERERF L, ST ABIEREED
DO RIS AT S Z & T, return-address-stack D
RAUEFTIFERREIN TV S [38), SPECintd5 T
2. TOFER LD TREMERIZIZE 100%I2E

3 T—2FH

F— S RERRE, HAKERIR, SRERR, Ta—
KBRS I TR B, HHIFRR, BIRAFBIAIL ) X —
SV THRRTE D, BB 7 O — KB R AR T B 720
CF -5 TRRRE SN, F—F PAY, TS EET
W 57— ETFR, F—F 7 FLAZTFRT 75T

UsihaT FUREHKET K LADES
l5global 7R et S35 D 438 5 1) D RR R
1BomnaNT FLAORIE
TEE O EEE b ONE

FLAFHE, $loo— Fad k2 TR oRERELT
A5 A E D EETRICHES NG,

3.1 T—ZEFH

FeF -2 ETRRT, GHEIL, RECHOONIE
% F#l & 45 last-value prediction, fEDEN & #E > TT
B4 3 stride value prediction. fEDBREIZ L > TFHI%EIT
5 context based predictor {273 &N 5 [74], E72 con-
text based predictor & L T fcm(Finite Context Method
Predictors) 833 5, fem 13, &iTTHHBROT — FE
G-I T A EREOEEE L, TP TR HER
BRSO — S EE TR L5, —RiZid, EEED fom
EFRAGDYE, —BT 5N DFTREDENNF—
IZXRT 5 fom O FRIBREERR TR E T 5,

1) LURBEORHE

VIORGEDRFEEFIA L EEm L FHEE LT, B
EDOETEZELOANRL o EHEIIBEDETELD
FEMATIVIRSERRB LT EE TR L TR
MICAEBZ D 37— ZETRNET 5 5, SPECint95
Tt S D 80-90%NTLETED D B 84-97THMN L VR4
EOBFAPTETHS [41], 20D, VLIRZECHE
FIA%EEA LT value buffer #7~ZEIZ L 7= register value
prediction(RVP) #M2R Sz [42], Z OFiEIE, SPECYS
A U TR 12% 0 tREm LA R,

—%., F—FETFR T, Lipasti bid, TRICEREME
BHBLIRAFERMBIKBERY . T— 4 EDBERED
PIZELWFRIER E 25 bORHIE, LHTELLSTH
17 H BB TRIBERE LT [40), £ DR, Power
PC 620 IZB W THEB 5%OEEE ENROND, '

(2) F-sEFHBOUR |

FLOF—ZETREE LT, BEFORDYIZES
ZBEE L 5 differential FCM(DFCM) BRI T
% [43], DFCM T, B UES £ stride pattern @
= b OTTERMRHRRTE, %0 FCM &9 b FHIE
MEINTE IBREN T D,

e, T2 EORFHRST —FiEEEETDH LT,
F— S ETRBORBLHIET 5 Z L bRESh TN [44,
45], ¥£3. {£BEIZ SPECint95 Tk 50% DT 4% A3 16 bit
UTThHBZE BT ICHEBE L, T—FREIREVWT—FE
PRBLTF—FERNSOT S ETHBEREL, &5
BOERBBEROT—FEOEBRNENT LN, RYD
AEOEBERERIWE S & S ICKDDOF — ZETRGRZE
R 5 28— METFRBERE L [45], ZORER, b¥
PICTFRIEMRBIET LS, 40%D/— KU =7 BHHE]
MENT, EHIC, EBESILSPECntI5 LB\ T LY AL
WEXZAENBED I DY TIS%B 0 THDHI LIZER
L, 07213 PRI 5/ — RU = 7HED 4 5D last-value
IZICER BERE D O ETRIBR L BE L7 [44],

(3) N1TYUwFFRR

last-value {3, stride value prediction {248V T stride
0L LEBALEMETHY. FRIFERMRICER OB
3578, stride & context-based predictor (LTI TE 58
ERRERD, Z0ED, FAETHTEDL LCEEEND
NATY v FFHIERIX. stride & context-based predictor
FRAWELOTH D [46, 47, 48], context based predictor
L LT two-level predictor B ##A G AT Y v F
FHSIE, SPECint92 IZBVWT LY AFEEERT D
A0 550K 50-82%DEE ERICTRITE, PRI A
5-18% Th 5, ,

18(47] 123317 B two-level value predictor ¥, FEEITINAHE
CHOWHLNEEER 4 SOEEREL, BEL LD, 2 BBRDORTIL,
EENESICHARKEEX, TOPTRLHBRZOZVLDOETHE
L. HREKSRELY b SVBERTFUITOR,




4) THREFHNIAOEE

F—HETPRIZ. PRIALET - FEIKRET S0
BT RTERLYVEIRIThERLST, PRI ROV
FABRKE, TOD, FRIABEORFNAT 4 &2/ S
KT HEDOEREREREIN TS (49, 50, L, HF
Ay Va—Yr/OBRERKTTLOEH eI, fr
BAE L a— Y U T DIEDDNERAT Y a—Y T T4
VRO LRARTOEDD Ay T 7 EHEITH I L ARSE
L7z [50], T OFETH, 134 2 ViEED RUU(register
update unit) & {87z & O REMEMEREICET 5 2L &R LT,

¥72. Nakra b, Fi#llI ABO_TAT 4 28T
Bz, PRESNT —FEIRF LT 20ET 5
;""[:15737’2'5’”:@%? U, MFNCETTDFIERREL

(5) BA—FEFH
u— FEZFRIT 5720, Lipasti 51X, m— Fa®
EORFEICERE L, u— FHfER2IZ LT last-value
PEATAHAIERRRE LK [51), ZOFHEE, Power PC
620 12 BWTEY 3%OEER EMBRON D,
I, a—FNAEE LR NTHSOBRICER LLFES
bBH, DD, u—FHEE, A MTHABICEIsTATIEL
BMENT T2 EEEATIHEROT, AVWCRILT
RLRIZF 7R T Hu—Fad b A N e rEERT
nE, FRICXAARERD D, EEE. RILT FLAK
T ERTHu— Raf s A VT HaaEEEMT, AT
BB Lo TAT VTR SN EERET DB L RT
HrEicky, n— NENBF—FEZTRUTIHE LR
&L [53, 4], FDFER, SPECint95 {28\ T, [50] D
HEBERITHBEEATIILIRE ST, T—FEDTH
ERRROFERL 79.0% T, IPC ¥ 3.4%m ELiz, &
LIz, EE. A NT RS TRMESh AT —4EILL BT
HRHBZ ENTENTE 52,

6) 7pz7AN

F=LEFRE. PRIARTATABREDD, —
BT _ToRficERShAbiT TR, THTEL
HEINZHNEEATPHRTOR TS,

Gabbay i3, F—#EFREZEATIHFET0 Ty
A NVTCRR L BE, TuT A MIBWB AN L ERO
ETCAVBANBER STV Th, Lk ) 2 THER
BCHDH I EERLE 55, £fe, Tud 7 LICTFREBOE
MR, HNEEEALT, SETRSEEMATDIIL
T, F— S ETRUOEREEZH S EARESL TS [59]

F7-. a7 74 NT critical path LIZH D LTS
AHEROLTF—FEFUERAT AL T, BTG
AR CESICHRL, TRASEZEB LRSS LIEE
BEo#EER 2B N (68, 61], & HIT, critical path
OGS EBMICTFRT S critical path prediction [60] 23
REENTND,

Fu i3, N— Ry =7 CERSNLT—ZETlSEE
FALT, Y7 Ny =7 THMILAr Y a—Y v 717D
value speculation scheduling(VSS) %&£ L7z [56], »—
FREERRIZ LT, PRIBOKRE SITHRART BT
WiWES, 8CPU 0= ¥ AL T SPECint95 @ vortex

R UTH 1IT%EER L2 R, &6iZ, Y7 bhU=T"

< stride value predictor % %3 L7z Software-Only Value
Speculation Scheduling(SVSS) b@BEEN TS [67] 4%,
V7 by =7 CERENETFRBOA— Ny FERE <,
8% LB R L L2V, '

(7) &7y FIROFE

AB Tz FEOEZBAHBIZOVTLHESATY
% [62, 63], [62] ik, RFHZRZBMANHRZS bank
CETFRSEREANBEES, ELo0MSICR LTFRUT
BONERD, BROR—HEPLBERINTEEITIE,

FRBICHG LI %IT 5, [63] T, HFT =0 F
AF = TRFUETDY, BT ORICTUET O848,
decoupled value prediction Z#%E L7z, ZDZ & TT
BERETRHA 0%8R S ni, ‘

3.2 T—8F7RKLATH N

F— 7 LA FRS T ETH & 5B LTz last-value,
stride, context-based predictor % B\, Eiza— N4
DT FLAEXEE LTFRARTOND,

(1) T—27 FLRAFROZE ;

Fe g REERETHEDIL, v Faf0T7 NV A%
T4 5 #EsR9 72 load-speculation & F—F KFEDH B
BOMEED L DIZE & DD IERHENR data collapsing &
H#835, data collapsing DX % & 2 2 HHITEED 29-
47%TH Y | stride value predictor T load-speculation %
BRI A LT b EEm LD KER4T A% data collapsing (2
BIELTNBH, &0 XIOFEKEE O load-speculation &
H#ZE AT S T & T data collapsing BFRANFIH T
BZELRENTVD [64], :

(2) T—42F7FLAFRIROER

F— B 7 RUAFRII R % LIZHETH, RBETSN
RS LT AR L ARG EEBRLTEETT LD
ETI ANFAT 4 EBRT HEEBREIN TN 50,
R [65) T, MEEOT - REFERREMD VAL FY
HicREB L, PRIS AL LEo— Faf LT —2KEFH
BichBaEEHRE T 4 NURTERITLTN S, TD
BEE, eV NVEFIE KT 26.5%mME LT,

(3) T—2T7FLAFHBOHR

F—pg 7 FVATRMBTYH, per-address RBEICESD
fo— FaSERSRE LETRFESRESL TS [66]
[66] Tix, BFED base address ZEEL LT, KD base
address®! % T35, %72, confidence counter TFHIE
TOHFEBTON, SETRI AL DSTAT 4 L8
B, F—FT RUATFRIRE LI GRE 5 —
FREL., TONKBEAY — L —RTARETR LA
W, ZOTRSBICL A FEERN LT 102%THS,

T, EEE, BEMICETSLEo - FRfORRE
F—FEBORRIEHBHHITEBEETH I LIZL2Th,
BERENSE LTS Z & %Y [67).

3.3 T:@iﬁ%;ﬂﬂt F—AF KLAFRD
fo=]

IR, B FAROBERHTT —# ExERE LT, 7
FEFEEF—FT FUATREAA T U v FER LU TFR
BERE LT 68, ZOFETR, F—ZETUNTTES
BHCBRD . F—# 7 RUATREEEAT D, TORE, Tl
ifﬁf;:%u@miﬁa 68.1%% % L, BifEiasid, 73 5.2%M

3.4 AEVIKETH ;

Moshovos B, F—FEFIZESWza—F, AT
REDRTVa—Y VT ERELK [69], [69] T, B—
Fi4 L X P ASHOKEORELZ TR L, KERTE
FRETFRSNEEAICE, At oTa—F A N7
GEEEFTHIEREREL TS, &6IL, a— Fad
DRBIEIILTTHR M T ASIURET B, —ETER
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