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Table 2 Parameters of full-system simulation.

Processor X86-64
L1 I/D cache size | 32 KB (line:64B)
L1 cache latency 1 cycle
L2 cache bank size | 256 KB (assoc:8)
L2 cache latency 6 cycles
Memory size 2 GB
Memory latency 160 cycles

GEMS5 [18] M L7-. FElilC AV 727 1 & v
Fyvia, RUAEYOFHRIEER2I1TRT. 7o b
2 )i MOESI directory & L, ffilfifi/7—% /%7 v b
DA XigZFneh 1-4it/5-flit & L7z, ZOMmo % v
FT—=2 TG X=FiFF 1 LRMEL, 52T
) Y7 OREEEIRT T 5.1 kRS L7z,

6.2 7TV —3 3 5
REOT 7)) r—=3a YEHEIORNR &% AV — 7 [#]
FRBEY =2 LT, 4x4 MESH (16 27), 8x8 MESH
(64 37), 4xdx4 MESH (64 27) O=D2%FH L
2. MR- 1ZBILT XTI F YOI AL
BB 18 (RS, S DIZHB T, “C” 1k CPU,
OPIFL2F Ay, DTV R ar ba—
F%kY. CPUIIRTIANVITIE Ll &5/ T—4
Fxy afNELENTHDL, ZE¥A VL V—F %
O—ANIZb b, V—F[HTMESH 28 L T\w5.
72, 4x4x4 MESH 122V TIE, [ 18(c) @ &9 12
TANREZIT o2 F Y T ANBEETAZETHRE
Oy—zfERL, Fy TEIERA b Y= KAV
N TR L7z,
NyF~v—=27 L LTNASHHNYF~—27 [19] ©
tonTur I a AL, ALy FEIZ& RO
V=72 CPU OB A b7,

19~21 127 7 ) 7 — 3 3 v FEATHE M O FEA G 5
ERY. ZOMTIE, Fy¥LaT7Y s BNl AR
WA (x = 0) OETIFHAZIEMEL LT v ¥ Lo

Normalized Execution Time

MG SP BT UA CG

Benchmarks

Ly IS Ave.
19 4x4 MESH (16 27) IZBUJA27 7)) r—a>
FEATIRER
Execution time of applications on 4x4 MESH
(16 cores).

Fig. 19

Normalized Execution Time

MG SP

BT UA CG

Benchmarks
B 20 8x8 MESH (64 27) ICBJAT 7 r—vav
FATIEH]
Fig.20 Execution time of applications on 8x8 MESH
(64 cores).

Lu IS Ave.

T Y7 w vz bARE Y - OFEEREIEBL LT
Wn., E£72, Hio “Ave. OB, Lo T 7
r—3a VEAREOFEE ERLTWDS.
INHLOREY, Fy¥ a7y rr7i2i)izthA
EDT TN = a IIBWTETRM SR TE T
WL ZEDGMmA., TFLAT) V7w 3BT
B2 LT K A FETRR O E, 4x4 MESH C
3.9%, 8x8 MESH T 4.6%, 4x4x4 MESH T 3.6% &
HoTwah., oL, FATRMORIEERIETY 7)) 7r—
TavilioTELRS. HlziE, PFEBY—% 8x8

609



BT HGEAE S 25 SRR 2014/3 Vol. J97-D No. 3

4x4x4 MESH-0' ——
4x4x4 MESH-1-2 mmmmm
4x4x4 MESH-3-2

Normalized Execution Time

MG SP BT UA CG LU IS Ave.
Benchmarks

21 4x4x4 MESH (64 37) IBJA7 7 r—2 =
AT
Fig.21 Execution time of applications on 4x4x4
MESH (64 cores).

MESH &£ LCT v ¥2ar7yrrx 3R8EMT4AC
LI2E Y, CG OFEATHEIZFETHMZ 10.9% L% T &
TWABH, IS DFEITHRET v ¥ aa7 ) » 712k bk
EFRN1I%E R, 13 AEFETFERICEDR L 0o
2. ZOE) BRI, ETT T —varilio
TEEOHERR D IEVDH L Z EDEETH S &
EZiobNb.

7. & A

7.1 BEVWaT7 27L& BEEREEBADEE
SCHK[20] 12 & B &, 97 65nm T H - RIZBS
B AZOVE (PR 1Sk L, BCRLGRIEASR /NI 22
LX) =Ny 77 EHEALZYA, Imm 4
) OECHIRIET 41[ps] TH B &SN T 5b. NoC
WBIFAaT7E V-4 i) % 3mm & L72%
&1, BhERE 2,4 (B a7R) EL-e &
DIRARHELEL, ThehB L £ 0.24, 0.49ns] &
%5 (A7EA3mm &0 A, RKACHIELE
FINEY SHITNELRB)., NS OBEFIZIEIX,
W= DA J PO TNy 7 7 ) v 7 H&AT
v, 1GHz LT O IR B R 5 CEifE S A 4
CF TN —=FIZBWTIIZEAEREICE S v
Eibhb.

Lo7T, 5. B ETHELERERK 2,4 (27 8)
DT YFLATY 7 ITBEMITRTH 5.

7.2 ZRTEZRTILHAL AT RO

T —DHE

ARETIETyF2a7) 7 EHWETR00 FRu
=L ZRIE RO Y — ORI 4TS .

X 22 1264 I T7I2BIF 5 KIE NoC (8x8 I 7))
& ZRIC NoC (4xdxd 37 ) DORECHER I Zero-

610

8x8 MESH-x-4 —>—
20 | 4x4x4 MESH-x-2 * -+~ -

B i X=2 o .+ X=3
6 . X8,

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Total wire length [ blocks of core ]

[ 22 8x8 MESH & 4x4x4 MESH (64 27) 12815
FRBLIR S &P Zero-load JEIE
Fig. 22 Average zero-load latency versus total wire
length on 8x8 MESH and 4x4x4 MESH (64
cores).

Average zero-load latency [ cycles ]
IS

# 3 8x8 TORUS & 8x8 MESH-1-2 (64 27) 2B

5 AL & T Zero-load JEIE
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