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Abstract: One of the paradigms to improve computational speed and power efficiency Approximate Com-
puting, which aims to improve computational accuracy in exchange. In this method, it is necessary to keep
the error caused by the decrease in computational accuracy within the range that users can tolerate. In this
study, we focused on the fact that the acceptable range of error may vary depending on human subjectivity.
We propose a compiler framework for using an architecture that can dynamically control the calculation
accuracy and an approximation method that can change the calculation accuracy step by step. We measured
the change in the number of instructions executed and the output error without approximation by varying
the computation accuracy step by step for an application. The proposed framework enables the execution of
the same program with different accuracy, different number of instructions, and different output errors, and
enables run-time switching of the approximation accuracy.

Keywords: approximate computing, compiler, loop optimization

U ORERF

The University of Tokyo, Bunkyo, Tokyo 113-8656, Japan
) tomida@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
tomokin@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
) koizumi@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
degawa@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
) irie@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp
) sakai@mtl.t.u-tokyo.ac.jp

b)

d)

1. 1FU®IC

Approximate Computing (AC) D@ i,

ELE - Scux A

A ETETOREE LG SRR HEEEIK & FATHE

© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

AREHLOPIZIE 2020 4E 9 @ FIT2020 % 19 [I1EHRESH
T A =T L THESN, A707 7 LFREEICL) LSS
T CREDY ¥ — F IO EAHEE SN2 TH 5.

1019



BRAIEF =R Vol.63 No.4 1019-1028 (Apr. 2022)

DI b FFCER T 5 (1], 2] ACHMi 4 Hws & T
T T T Lh S ALEE R EREEERTE ALY Brc, B —oN
<Y v B TORBUEZ: HE BT, lvvfﬂ4zt
DR L NTFHEER T COBVETERE L T 5.

LoL, ACEMEZET 7)) r—3a | qﬁ)ﬂ‘f%f@% z
&, ACHMIC L 2FEREOKT 2 L —FPFHRETE L
WHIEE 22 b, FORRESNLEIER
DFEBUC L > TEIWIZEILT A2 2 LB NTWAE [3]. £
D7z, FRFHEREOHEE [4] 23 ¥ 2354 VIR
WETRETH IV =0T =7 [5] T, “a&®HAAT
FRAESNLHPL ) S REM LU ETHD S5 %1575
W2k, —HTL—FOFRETE L WEENOEERT O
WREMEDHEBR T E WS &, WHAREEE 2> TW05,

COMEDIEFD T2\, SO FER I % B9 12 A 5
AT —=FT7Fx 6] PIRESINTVE., ZOT—F77
F i, BEO ACHMEZRELY, 77 ) r—3a 5
fThIcEP otz fEL, 207 7)) r—3Ya v ol
hza7 7V r—vara—FoFEHHICND L2 L%
HEILT250THY, BER TS —2%EDLH IO
WS — R L ISR ENELET ) r—2 3 YT
WCEMTH A, ZOFETIE, EUPOREEMEZ %L ¥ A

HNZRLEL T, CSROEEFIHLCT 7)) r—2a v o
e b3 E 5. CSR DEZIMHEP LD AIIZE T
BICEE T 52 LT, %ﬁ%®@%&ﬁmwﬁﬁﬁmﬂ
MEEEE LTWw5 LY, 7ur I I3 ERT
DD SRS, R REE AT OfeE &y —F »
DFLRICHET LI ENTE S,

WET —F T 7 F vk, EUOREEEEEIICHEST S
72ODSTHh HERNPIEGS T &L, Zoamaid, iF
WLOFEREZ R CSR OfHIZ X o THIESEST » & 4228
ftsa&sThsb. T2, SNEFRMALZEUFEE LT
Loop Body Switching (LBS) &9 b — 7O B4
ENTWA, 22T, LBSRILON—TEF 1 LEBER
7oV —TRT 4 RHERNICY ) B2 TEITTHFLETH 5.
N R o TR I Ay & FE kR A 2 & T LBS
WA EINT=T 0T T LENERLFETTTLIENTES,

LBS DA & iR dr 5 2 & 2 — N & R RE
AL ITHRBIUE, ACEHELLT T ) r—var
@%“w?%m%m IEmOLIENTEL, LAL, WHE

a3 L WIREE O aTH Y, BEFO T 23 q
7@%@&1&@%7;&#@%1%5.Mﬁﬁﬁﬁéh
7o — TRRERMN U a4 % G AN A7) RAERT 5 3
YA TGT VT ALFINETHLLIZENTESL T,
LBS %i#H L 725 lkdn s 2 & ORWEE 7 79 A%
HA7-OIIZEHET vy 7)) i bk T AU H - /2.

ZZTHRAE, RN G E R L 7REE e 7

OPF TR, BET-F T 2Ty R IRE LR LORBIZHEN
control state register (CSR) &FLikd 5.

© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

FED#IPIL L —

TNEERT e T 5 TRIRET 5,

I$ pragma %ﬁa‘/‘%?ﬁ@f‘ - FHEE, MEEREIT IS

ERMAL7ZLBS # V=7 C#AT 57003 — FER%E

iz CTwab., 7a 77l ElEtEoNL LTV —F

VRGOV — TREEOERNIC pragma T INET 5 721F T,

LBS 23 472000 — NEEE I 254 7 05HEINIC

9. a4 91%, a7 I<HELEPV—F >~

LHEPL—F LRI ANV, EOLEL R

119 % 2 BINT 5 o3l de s & L CRESRI I an & 2 AT

Lk, WY a—- NEREIT).

AL OEBIILD TOEBY TH A .

e Loop Body Switching (LBS) O 7 DEHRE(RZ 5
pramga & H W72 fij i 2 — N ZIRE L 72,

o TEFMFI A4 &R L72BGE 7 0 75 A % Y
L2002 — FERER7 VI A L%k, Thzet
a3 T xS L.

o RELLIVNAATERTHEEONYFY = %2
SAI L, R L FEATHED ML — N4 7 BRI
A R T DA
HLOLUEDOHRIIDTOEB) THAH, 28T, I

Pz By ge 2 7 —* 7 7 F v £ LBS 12D

WCIkR%, 3ET, ET LI FEKL I V81V

MIZOWTHB L, 4 BETFOFEE L FMEREZRT. &

TREMFIZ DWW TR, 6 B TR L OK M & k5.

2. BRI

KRETIE, R THERE LT 5T URERmE % B )
WAL T—%72Fv (6], BLIZDOT—*F72F %
FTHATE 2EMUTFETH S Loop Body Switching &,
T =% 77 F v BT H DRI AT OW TR S,

WAFERRYE & BRI T BE R 7 — % 7 2 F v i, o
L NN— P = 7T ONFHAT— b e LTHEHL, 2O
itk % o U CEATREORB N 2 B S 5. ORI
777 ahomaR, SHEREID AR, N—FT =72
EBMHTHNEHAT — " BEWZONL I LICE > TE
HEN5D.

DA, T

2.1 Loop Body Switching

COFFEE, B1, B2 IIRTE)ICEPV— TR
FERKL, —HoA4 T L= 3 YIZBWTEML— K
FAETDON—TEF 1 DR YIZFETTHELDTH A,
NW—TRTF A AT L =23y TEIZEIRTEXA L9912
V=T DR AT ) LED B 5.

M 2 OEHEHZEON — THEREL, FMERV—TRT 1 Lk
PENTNV—TKRT 4, V=T RGBS DN TS, if
LOEMFEHTIE, EPOREMBME L U CTHESRIIC EM»~
TRFA ZBEIRT B L 912> TwWab. NidRADELD
Rt THh 5.

1020



BRAIEF =R Vol.63 No.4 1019-1028 (Apr. 2022)

(W)

for( int 1 =0; i < n; i++ ) {

[

a[i] = func(i,...);

B 1 EURgon— T o

Fig. 1 Example of an approximate target loop.

O|for( int i =0; i < n; i++ ) {

1 if( approx_level < rand() % N){
2 // Regular Loop Body

3 a[i] = func(i,...);

4 } else {

5 // Approximate Loop Body

6 a[i] = a[i-1]

70}

8|}

X 2 ZREhizv— 706

Fig. 2 Example of a transformed loop.

approxbr <offset to Approximate Loop Body>

3 approxbr instruction

Fig. 3 approxbr instruction.
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#pragma approx
for( int 1 = 0; 1 < n; i++ ) {
// Loop Body

w N B

}

4 for XIZx$9 % pragma D A DB

Fig. 4 Example of inserting a pragma for a for statement.
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//approximate routine

0| for (i=0; i < N; i++) {

1 #pragma approx branch
2 if(1){

3 //regular routine
4 } else {

5

6

7

5 if Ik 9 % pragma DIF A D

Fig. 5 Example of inserting a pragma for an if statement.

True

T
e ApproxBr
regrlar ap;lrox

False Body Body approxBody |False
Latch — Latch
— Exit Exit

6 WO —ThEE () LEREBEON— THEE ()
Fig. 6 Regular loop structure (left) and transformed loop
structure (right).

approxbr <ref to approximate loop body> <ref to regular loop body>l

7 approxbr instruction IR
Fig. 7 approxbr instruction IR.

LEMAVTL DL ) ko ZMs ke E 5. AIFFETIE
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o I—TDFNFND BasicBlock D% Hi

— Header . HeaderBB

— Body . exBodyBB

— Latch . LatchBB

— Exit . ExitBB

o L AR E N5 BasicBlock D% Hi
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ELLFEFTENTAT L= 3 v OERE2MHH L CEhaEm
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AT, WD D EPV—F ¥ 2ERT B 720I2IE, ¥ —
Dif LxtHAL, ZOHEAN pragma AT A, 22T,
then HiIASTCDO N — T KT 4 TH Y, else Al AT —
TRTFTA4THAH., ZOM, 1 OFOIELLEfFSNIA T
L= a v OfREMHT 5720, ELLFETENL T
L—2a RV — 74N b #EE T — BN LELE % 5.

INSOEFIEIRYF V=2 707 T LT &MY 75 E
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R1 ERIIHVET—F77FvyDINT A =%

Table 1 Parameters of the architecture used in the

experiment.
Modules Parameter
Issue Width 2 way
Order InO
Scheduler Size 64 entries
Branch Predictor gshare
Memory Capacity  Cache line Size _associativity. Latency
L1l Cache 8 KiB 64B 2-way 2 cycles
L1D Cache 8 KiB 64B 4-way 3 cycles
L2 Cache 64 KiB 64B 4-way 9 cycles
Main Memory Infinite - 120 cycles

K2 EBRICHWERYFY—72

Table 2 Benchmarks used in the experiments.

Name Suite Input Output
Histogram Phoenix 256 X 256 RGB 256 x 3 histogram
image

Matrix multiply Phoenix 200 x 200 matrix 200 x 200 matrix
Linear regression Phoenix 252K points Y=AX+B
Principal
Component Phoenix 200 x 200 matrix 200 x 200 matrix
Analysis
Jpeg Axbench 512?(512 RGB 512?(512Jpeg
image image

A W N R O

0 N i

#pragma approx
for (i=*data_pos; i < finfo.st_size; i+=3) {
unsigned char *val =
(unsigned char*)&(fdate[i]);
blue[*val]++;

val = (unsigned char*)&(fdate[i]);

red[*val]++;

8 for JLIZxF9 % pragma O H )

Fig. 8 Example of applying pragma to a for statement.

W 00 N O U1 A W N R O

[ = S S = S S S Y
o U hA W N RO

unsinged char *reg b, *reg_g, *reg r;
for (i=*data_pos; i < finfo.st_size; i+=3) {
#pragma approx branch
if(1){
//regular routine
reg_b = (unsigned char*)&(fdate[i]);
blue[*reg_b]++;

reg_r = (unsigned char*)&(fdate[i]);
red[*reg_r]++;

} else {
//approximate routine
blue[*reg_bl++;
green[*reg_gl++;

red[*reg_r]++;

9 if Ik % pragma i ]

Fig. 9 Example of applying pragma to an if statement.
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N—ZAL LTHREL. ZOFEMER 1 127
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INEEWT L7290, approxbr g OB O, /N—F
v = T N OFBEL A R OfiE & CSR OfEE VT, 1E
WOV —TRF 4 LM ENT N — T RT 1 &R
WL 7.

FATLZNA T ) MRz R dfEL LT, ¥ Iab—
Ta sl eAEITA 7 VR E BT EOBE OIS S
A E vz, BRAEEIRTIRIE L LC, Normalized Mean
Square Error (NMSE) # w7z, 1A% 2 Ry & L
THHHLNAHNYF <=2 ToHb histogram, matrix multi-
ply, principal component analysis, jpeg Tli&, ¥Tflz L
B \WIATHE R & N SN ORI TE T OFEATRHERITS L
T NMSE &t L7z, AP BYREM TS 5 linear
regression Tl, AJJHEEERE & ) S 7z mREMR IS L
T NMSE %&t#E L7z,

4.2 Y32l -3 ETHER

RKyIalb—Tarvid, RO220%WATHZ 2 HM
L5 1208, REI VAL IV LIH—DNA
F ) BEEOEDOEBIETETITRETHLZ L. 2200
X, G2 5EPEMMEDORNE, EBITAT b I FEST
DRBEDO RN —HTHZ . Thbb, EPEZHEHET
LLIASOMENRLYREL D E, L)ETEEND A
D, MRS LY KREL R AENDH L &, EfEE
FRIIREE UCETY A 2V, BEsETREL
L C NMSE % fw7-.
4.2.1 EfTH17IE

PO T & DETY A 7 VO ER 10 1R
. FATHA 2 VIR B ORI L o TR L. T
NRTCORYFY=2712BVT, BPOEBEIRE LR D
EFEITTA VIR L. fiigd ) oo a
77 LBV T S EPOREEE IS IZoNETY A 2
WEDIG WA L7z, W2 IThTICAF Yy TEi7o72
Badh, figdh) LML L) REbrRL .
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4.3 ER
4.3.1 ETHA1 7ILE

FEATHA 7 VB, EUOBBEICIC L TEE X Z2#t
BAZEALL T, ZoZotFIZidENMYy—F >0
BN RELPhboTwb, HEPUV—F Ik - Tl
histogram O £ J IZEFFHTWLHEELH D L, jpeg &
EDXHIZBAHTIT VIS DS,
4.3.2 FEEFHE

MAEDT T 7L, FEATTA OV E TR L ) I
RIRS VI DS\, F72, BV —F & LTI AT
bhnwa s, fillof 7T —a v OfEE2MAT 58
G, RESELRL, bbb A2 hT7r—s% Al
TLHDFIEPNV—F e LT birb vz b, 7—
FhRWL oKL ZFIcEEE L, MICHIRIO A T L —
varyEFATAE, TYDOEFNIRYPETNE-
TR AE L AW REMA D S, WS & D X ) IZRTRYIC
ALEFMU L) BTF—=FPHEATHEEEE, FIROA T
L—2a v kAT 52 L TREDELIIRSC LR D DI
%%, 72& 21X, histogram TlE, TV —Fr 2 HEL
T EICRENRELSBA L, 27T ) r—2a s T
&, S EPIV—F X TIDbRWIGEIE, ZHOWEND
vy hNENE, T2, mBIOLV—F EFIHTIVUIBED &
VMEEFNT S, 20720, WEORFTEL EDFIHT
&, MEDVPRELWLYLIZEEZEZONS.
4.3.3 BEIALNA SILIRBEIEANDEE

’-E a3 T ORGEALAN DB, IRETFEORURE
Wi 0 OFER EIRETELR LOMEORBKIZ L VR TE
b, RO V84 7T, EPNGEDON— TG TOR
FLZEH LT aiwv., Ld-> T, wlifbE L Twiwn
BB DNAF) ORI S B AND R E LR T 5.
st LOWGER, IREFELR L EHTETY A 7 0
BRELREZ RV, 207120, Mk LOBEOR#EE~
DBV RN LN ND. —F, Oy F<—7

1024



1EFRAIRF SRS

1.E+07

—.—HTEH ) —e=iTA L —e=lRREFEAL

1.E+07

8.E+06

6.E+06

EITHA TV

4.E+06

2.E+06

0.E+00
01234567 8 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031

SEBLOFERRME
histogram
1.E+09
——iihY —e—fRhL —e=EEFEHL
1E+09

8.E+08

6.E+08

EITHA 7 ILE

4.E+08
2.E+08

0.E+00
012345678 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031

L OEmE

matrix maltiply
4.08407

——fETEH Y

B—

3.5E+07

3.0E+07

1.0E+07

5.0E+06

0.0E+00

Vol.63 No.4 1019-1028 (Apr. 2022)

RITYA 7Lk

6.E407

——HTH ) —.— T L ——iREFELL
5.E+07
4.E+07 M
3.E+07
2.E+07

1.E+07

0.E+00
0123456 7 8 91011121314151617 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31

SEBL DR
jpeg
8.E+08
——ifTTH ) —e—ifiThl —emREFiEALL
7.E+08
6.E+08
5.E+08

4.E+08

3.E+08

EITHA I

2.E+08
1.E+08

0.E+00
012345678 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031
R DR
principle component analysis

——E L —e—REFELL

012345678 910111213141516171819202122232425262728293031

RO R

linear regression

10 EPOREIES & DFEATH A 7 VDAL

Fig. 10 Change in the number of execution cycles for each aggressiveness of approxi-

mation.
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