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Abstract: The optimization of compilation options proVides a feasible and effective solution to reduce the energy
consumption of embedded software. GA-FP algerithm applies frequent pattern mining into the evolutionary process and
has achieved better results than other al;gorithms. However, GA-FP still has the disadvantages, such as the large size of
transaction table, incomplete ‘and obsolete heuristic information provided by frequent option patterns and inefficient single
point mutation, which potentially affects the solution quality and convergence rate. Aiming to these problems, this study
proposes an evolutionary optimization algorithm for embedded software energy consumption at GCC compile time, called
GA-MFPM. GA-MFPM replaces the reference point and transaction table mechanism by generation to reduce size of the
transaction table. Further, a frequent compilation option mining algorithm is designed to acquire more heuristic

information. It adopts a generation-by-generation mining strategy to help maintain the timeliness of frequent option
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patterns. Based on the frequent option patterns, a maximum frequent pattern matching algorithm is designed to perform

multi-point mutation to improve optimization quality and convergence rate. The comparative experiments are done on 8
typical cases in 5 different fields between GA-MFPM and GA-FP. The experimental results indicate that the GA-MFPM
can not only reduce the energy consumption of software more effectively (the average and maximal reduction ratios are
2.4% and 16.1% respectively), but also converge faster (the average of 57.6% faster and up to 97.5% faster) than GA-FP

in this study.

Key words: software energy; compilation optimization; frequent pattern mining; embedded software; evolutionary
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134 4R 5% Software TechniquesAlgorithm

ShodeSeq> IR JE XS ShodeSeq &N ICE nodeSeq TR LA
T IR: ¥ nodeSeq N B 42 B J5 4 45 KU 4
postFixNodes T 851 ¥ 5 newNodeSeq~ it 75
newNodeSeq 1% 45 i SCHRF VO BEFEFRVE 1 5 /ME,
I EAE B newNodeSeq 751 Hh 2545 BRI SCRR L
FIREFEARTEHIME . FET newNodeSeq J¥ 51 AL A% ik
Tt 2 fopp FE3E T TECK fopp 1F NG 3R 5 B
(VA=®

I3 A 35 73 & R O FPg ﬁjlﬁ%i% HL 12T
2 SIATHEAT B IF AL T, ik 2 45 10 47 % 1747 %
iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%*@%ﬁ)ﬁ%‘é% Eys 2l postFixNodes F 4 H
PRI A AT % M A1 PP
FPy-growth” FEAEH B SIS FH 1526 4 FP 42
I Ay U STAR [ (10 336 0 o R 42 R TR 63k T A AE 5
PRI RE A G T AR I REAE AR E R TE B, B 2
S ATRIZE 13 47, 1M Z 2 BRET R R 44 PE 8 O(1), &
FPe-growth 55 52 8 FP BILAH ).

2 fr7s FPg & —BRZ 70 SCHIW, 7EA ] FPg-
growth BVEFHATIZHE RS, BT AN 233 D%, &
BRI AR S R FEPE A, AR B DL 2 T
KRR G AT 2 SR TN 5 M 2 1 J5 845 R 31
BEATH2 4. T L) SO0 % FPe-growth B HEAT
fileFE.

(1) 356 A 1 FH 1) Ak 2 \ R

1) M3 ) i 4R 8 o B AT e T A X

Y] 2 SISkl s I 45 5 S HE 304736
19 22 S SR T (1 S o L SORT B RE R 42 50 3
31%, HEIT AT K — AN B4 node(2, 3, 31%). #
node &2 3| 4111 J5 4 45 5T 4 postFixNodes B}, T
postFixNodes 775, W% 513 BIIY) postFixNodes=
<(2, 3, 31%)>. 14 postFixNodes = ¥ 1) 4 % ik T A5
X fope V=({2}, 3, 31%), A H B R
TPSFOg 1 1 SME IR A .

2) MR SR B3R

2 GBI G N SR 5538 TTy| 2 OAEE
X4 B4, W 2 s,

3) F %At FPg B

FR I 254 95 5538 TTg|2 M 26 I B A U FPy|
2 OEE X5 I T4, W&l 3 Fras. LA FPg2 #
postFixNodes=<(2, 3, 31%)>i% 71 F| FPp-growth i,
1T FPg|2 B8Oy — BB AS I A2 388 5 HY 1 2%, #E4T 34
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VAT H T A B
(2) 3V e b
D) MEFE A AEZE RF IS Suodeseq

HI T 3 () FPgf2 B 05— M RIRSS 5 node(3,

3, 31%), WKL BT S, pdeseq={<(3, 3, 31%)>}.

2) X Syodeseq TH IR nodeSeq EEHPATLLT
3P

@ nodeSeq 55 & 45 i 7 ¥ i&E
newNodeSeq

Snodeseq TIEE I—AFPF 5 postFixNodes=<(2,
3, 31%)>E 4% J5 & ok I 4 newNodeSeq={<(3, 3,
31%)>, (2, 3, 31%)}.

@ HHT ) newNodeSeq ™ %45 . S Fr i B RE
FEbRVE

T newNodeSeq %45 S 1Y iﬁﬁ‘iﬁ*ﬂ AEFEARTE
*mimﬁwﬁﬁmwmw¢&wﬁmm1

3 #KHE newNodeSeq J751-E B 126 ks 2 -4 Hh

I FF %) newNodeSeq={<(3, 3, 31%)>, (2, 3,
31%)} Al AL B T 2 fope P=({3, 2}, 3, 31%), 7]
W Hot RIS L TPSFOL 1 2 J ik T4 .

DAL 2 1) FPg WIS 1 ) 40 25 iP5 R 240, 1
Fl FPp-growth Sk &4 2% 3 Fion i R
TPSFO".

&3 R BUH T 2

£3 BT REREARE B R DU (4L R TPSFO

k AR5 4 (3T SFOPL™™) K SR TR (fope ©)

(23,3, 31%)
({16},3, 32%)
({13},3,30%)
({3}.4, 43%)
({134, 11%)
({6} .4, 41%)

1 ARk i (4 SFOP, ™

L (B213,31%)

‘ » (13,161,3, 32%)

p " ({1,13}.3, 30%)

2 PR R R 4 SFOPE™ ({6, 13},3, 30%)
({1,3}.3,33%)

(16,3}1.3, 33%)

(16,114, 41%)

({6, 1,13},3,30%)

3 BT FOP,"®
Ak I A SFO E 6, 1,3},3,33%)

3 R E LI LA HS Bh i) 2 S AR
AT GA-FP I 5 S48 57, GA-MFPM X H %
N SU SN E A e A R G )

FEWNE VL 3 Frox. H 3 EARE e 2 5 1A R 47
B IR LA B RS 3 AN B TR.
T LAE 4 M X,={1,1,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,1,1,0,1,1}
2R3 IR, [ I f R A ik T AR S UL BE T Bh I 2 o
AR AR,

Wk 3. B S TR T 0 1 % 8 SR R AL

N M X, SR T 4R TPSFO,”

Wit AR FAME X

D) HHFRORORICRERIR BB B S, B
2)k~&ﬁ%§T%HM¢W%ﬁﬁ&ﬁ$%ﬁm%

3)  7E (0, K] LBEHLY 2L 48 B R ¥ mutaBit;

4) %ﬂimmmmn¢TEEMXM$ﬁ‘%Wki%mmﬁﬁ
S Sy )

5) ET%HE%1%%@@&ﬁ%$@&”*ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%*
(RN TTZ, I ERBINTE RIS E 5, F;

6) UL TPSFOL'Fil S, Al A F S35 4 (1 kDU S, 35 IL
AREHERIE S,

) XX, HEOAGR AR S, R TE A TR, ¥ XN B
A0,

8)  If (S, A%) Then

9) % % Spop B IR AT REFERRTE (engdnolcount), KMEZR £
Foh—AMRERR fopy ™

10) B fopy (IBETT B4 & T BB T4, ¥ X0 REAL (8
WH 1

11) EndIf

12) X LRI

|

wahluﬂomwnwﬂuown|uﬂul
2 4 5 6 7 8 91011 1213 14 15 16

) \E4 AR AME X,
) !
o (1) W R A B AL

i R I A BWEIE 3 B 2172 E
417, N T ek TBIUEER TPSFO, #R L1 B &5 B
HEATAR S, W€ B 2 8 AL O IS TPSFOR A %
I TR 1 B R I R 7 A B AL e i 5 A 2
L B W . BN S B BT — AN g 5, i
M43 2] — MR 55 So, BRI EIP) S=1{2, 1, 6}.

(2) B KA E R T =L UT T

e KA 39 TS S UL i A2 48 K 45 58 R T4 5 4R
So 5 TPSFOg "3 H #1855 5K 1 3% i 4 5 4L 3k AT B KT
fic. i KU EC v R I g 5 4 S HR A H I AE A 5
A K ) g 2R

L3 SATZE 10 475 1 5 K0 %3k i
VT L ) DT e i 7
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@ B T U T AT A ek R
(kA0 2 3% 1004 (9 AT A 1 45 40 N 2 S E 1), 1E
TPSFOg &1 | SE A A SFOP,™ ), g K45
L1 AR5 5 Sy 19 5 AT UCHES, FHK VLT 1) g
SN ST o, BETTREL Sy oo 2 1L g 5, ] Pk
B §,={2,1,6}.

@ SRJE WA % 4 1 s R BB R UL e S vE
MFPM. MFPM S35 4 N (RS T4 5 IR AT Siemp /T,
KNS | ISR S T A R AE SFOP e FF A 068
Stemp HEAT BCKILHL, 7 HE VT HC b U1Ky DT R 45 RN &5
RATE LR AR S, IR VLR 2, 5 W AE
SEOPy St 47 i K ULRL; B Sy 975 45 SR IL
BC. v i S TE 3 B IR TR AR X Syemp=12, 1,

6L HEAT S 1 B R UUIE, 345 {77 U IE () A 2k o, (A1

MI7E 2 BEEIEAIE LAY Siemp={2,1,6 }JHE4TER 2 56
BRORILHE, BRI T B 8, =1 ({6,1}.4, 41%)).
5% 4. RO BE BUSRIE AL 583% MFPM

N STEE TR AR TPSFOR, VLI AR TS 2E Sopnim

i FORVCEC A IR TR S,

) IR EETTS S 2E Siemp—Sopnns

) VCRC B T Sy, B2

) While (S, A7) Do

4) Sy MK

5)  TPSFOg TS cmp M ERTNEE T EARIE TG 5 LT Siemp 1
B fopy, FARIKE fopy N Sy, 1, B H While

6) For (j M i SBI8F 1)

7 M\ Siemp PR j A TCE, 2 R AL TR 5 2R Siemp:

8) TR IR TPSFO 1S ey 115 M A RTHE R 1112750
G TEELET Siemps FrHREMEZAL RN Sy, 1, IR For {5

9) End For

10)  If (S, A7) Then

1) B While J53£; -

12) Else N b

13) MR Siomp HORRSR TR

14) i=i-1; .

15)  EndIf

16) End While

17) SR TR S, IFaE RIS AT

(3) AL A A

B 3B TAT AR 11 AT 551 58 UM AR S AL
EREL. B2, MR X, TR X!, 3 BL Sy (TETBBE AL
AR &AL AL E) S TR BN TR, B XX AL
BN 0. B il Sg={2, 1, 6}, FT &0 X, /155 2, 1, 6 ff
RMEYIBEN 0. SR JE, 5T B KT AT 15 2055 BB X

W N =
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5 Sp,, A7, Wi S,,, T & TCR K B REFE AR TE
(engAnolcount), WM 3% £ — MBI fopy”,
FFUA fopy TIIETT 5 88 % TC R AE N T AR, B X, 0T B
PLME BN 1.

) e B RULBC SR Sy, =1({6,1},4, 41%)} A
7w, B S, RA—AME R, M fope'={{6,1},4,
41%) Y IR B XG5 1 RIS 6 A BB BEE N 1. &
2 X, NN 5 s, ARl gn S 2 A6 Ar B E KA
) %iﬁlﬁﬂaiﬁﬂ%ﬂ%%%ﬁﬁ{ﬁﬁ 6 5 LT A

e

[t]o]1]1]o]1]

AME X, 1
10 11 12 13 14 15 16

1{o] [o]o]
1 2 7 8

1 1
3 9

%
1

4 K5 AR R AME Xy

e SIS

KA T RO 4.1 WHA T LR R
4.2 ViR YT BEUGE B I S AR 4.3 TR T
S PR R GE T 73 4.4 WA T Mg 4.5 1
JEIR T SCH s IRHAT T 404
4.1 REIEN

ARSI i) BEEBS F & I T 8 /e
3% 4 firzs, BEEBS 52 H AT K TR AR Fidh
17 I IR AR FEAR K (R FF RS ME T & 5 & BB LT
3%, ) BEEBS FH & 84\ NG il th i it T A

HAEKMER 8 NZEH. 4
%
%4 SRS BRI TR . YRR LRI
v AR
" I TR 48 e
Rl e BREHER A Al
TN wmm mr gUE MU
W%,
CRC32 W VBN N ~
Cubic RE \/ v
Dijkstra %% HREIEH v S
FDCT H B v
Ploat May TV B,
oat_Matrix ‘fﬁ' % ? fﬁ N
.
Int Matrix V<% ﬁ}%ﬁ? 1, N
Rijndael %4 FHAREH V \/ J
fh
SHA e HARE y

(1) VAT R 3R AR5 SRR 5 R AT RE S MRS AT
I REFE A A PP AN Al AT, R SR 2 . i
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SR A3 SCATUREE AT PN A7 U 1) A 4

(2) LRSI S 78 a5 R nT e 2 (R 4. iR
L WS, AN

(3) VEARHD By 25 A RE P s b T 2 v DU 1 G PR AR
B[4 PRI T ) AF1E 2 RO M 2 e 3R 461 (1) 20 1R 3K
R BT AAE 2 YR ACHD 2 — R A1 52 4 12
TR R, FHop R AN IRETEI . ARPEA
KA (8 ALy 16 frF0 32 7B, 7 pi M 4E) . R AL
. FRAEFERE. CERERB AN, R 4 5 TiEH
(1 8 AN LA (1) B2 FH A3k . YR AR AL (1) 25 4 o 1 R 4 A
REE.

4.2 MRE@REE SRR

)R 1. R A GA-MFPM 535 GA-FP
HVERE A3 B EAR F gn IR A A, f3 15 R s AT
REAE K2 GA-FP /2 H Al LA M1k H Araf T 3R
L AL & ) — FRGEE. 338 23— i,
LLBE GA-MFPM ik 1147 Fil .

P EFEFR: K GA-MFPM I GA-FP AR fif 5t B 1)
REFEAH X BSOHE 11 70 EE 1 ongo, TFE N BEEARAR. 12 B
RIG Sfisre ' Inengo 158 XN (6) AR, FAR MR
. AE (6) ', X*garp X ga-mppm 77N GA-
FP 1 GA-MFPM 553K I i R A(Sftgres X G-
MEpM) T f(Sftgres X*Ga-rp) 7 M 3R 7N 7E A1 J5 A D
Sfte.c & GA-FP 1 GA-MFPM 32 ¢ A0 i A8 % F- -
00 5% 1) Re FE e | 73 LL.

! (Sf tsrC’XEA—MFPM)_f (Sf tsrC’XEA—FP>

Ieng% (Sftsrc) = N
f(SftSrC7 XGA—FP)

(6)-

) 2. WCSIGHE 5 GA-FP 532 t, GA-MFPM
S BE 5 N PR Sk 2 SB[ X S 2 5
UE GA-MFPM ity 45 1.

FERAEAR: N T AT LU B R S IO, ¥
GA-MFPM AHX} T GA-FP & 1A A B 8] (19800 2
LG Ip o, 1E RN AR AR, 7E RBIIEARDD St T, Las, 10
& XA (7) s, FEB L. 5 (7) H MinTg,.
Fp(Sftgre, X*) A MinT g mppm(Sftre,X*) 73 I RANAE B
JEACHY Sft,.. N GA-FP fl GA-MFPM & ik i AL fil x* It
L ).

Iac9 (S fsee) =

MinTga-rp (S ftse, X*) — MinTga—mrrm (S ftsee. X)) (7)
MinTga-rp (S ftsrc, X*)

43 FRMNGItEE

T A E L B A BV, GA-MFPM #1 GA-
FP Sy WML IS AT 20 IR, TSGR, AT
Xof S R #AT G4 A, A SCRA T Wilcoxom FEAN
K g6 ik, B BT o MEBEEN 0.05. 8 T
— D LA 1K 22 AR (effect size), AR SCEAE
Fi Vargha-Delaney' ™ [l A o 1 A 2 53 F2 B 1) EWL S .
A IR0, 1], BB 3 B 2 S FE R K.
44 TWREK B

(1) SEBaFREE

E AL EAT R Thtel(R) Core(TM)i5-4590,
3,30 GHz 41 3%, 8 GB 477 /% Ubuntu-16.04.1 $1F
R

REFELRAL R 40 #5 T STM32F4 i H LK.

ZFAARAC R 1247 2R STM32F103 ).

2 P B AN G R T GCC4.9.2, 3Tk 5 GA-FP!
AHTRIFR) 58 /™G 12628 Tl

(2) HiEZ % E

HNTREFA T, RATREiE GA-MFPM X 5 GA-
FP M A S5t e, W3k 5 Fras. PN F LI B
TR A TANEL X2 N GA-MFPM SR H IR
ARG e F 5 RIS, AEF KR, B AL
77 Rk H, )ﬂﬂﬁ\iilﬁthiﬂﬁﬁik%%&?ﬂﬁﬂﬁjﬁd\ N1
— 1 GA-MFPM A 22 PR 5 ACF 8 O A A R ik
FHETIRE 23, BORE Crin BUEN 0.6XN. T AN GA-
FP e 0.1 AT S E KD,

#5 GA-FP il GA-MFPM [\551% 2

S8 GA-FP GA-MFPM
FEER /N 100 100
RS 50 50
A S A 0.3 0.3
2 XA 0.6 0.6
BN SCRETHEL 0.1 fFFELERIN 0.6 fEHEERIN

45 LWERKRSH

T TH B AR ) ) S 4 R K A

(1) T3 1B &) RSB 45 5 S oAt

% 6 25 T GA-MFPM 7EIX 8 %M1 T~ Xf L GA-
FP (W REFECHE 3L (T penges) FIFRAIRGIG 5L, A 6
HEE 2 F1 AN p-value {E AR L B A 7K 0.05 E/), 1X
K] GA-MFPM ] I g0, TRARAEIX 8 R T HIGETH
B ZE W GA-FP 1J4F. 3K 6 38 3 4 & H7EIX
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8 NEHI T, GA-MFPM 5L effect size {H PAR BH i
AL T GA-FP. 1 Al 6 B i 4t vt & s R
MR B — 34518 W3R 7T gt m g RaeniE: 8 4
GOV 5 ngo TEART BT 2.4%, T K L p opgo, TEAT
fETTIL 16.1%.

%6  GA-MFPM ¥ GA-FP 7t 8 M50 T AEFERK 7 43 Lt
(L pngo) FIRATE B2 45

X T GA-FP, GA-MFPM 15 A Fe e A FE e () 4R %o ik 21>
B4 b FIRRAG IR 45 5. 3% 8 H S 2 3] p-value {E#T
T B SR 0.05 BN, LB GA-MFPM [ 1 0, TR
1E 8 NEMI NG E LR E W GA-FP H4F. %8
' GA-MFPM # 1A AR GA-FP £ K2 b 75 2
BRI 3R 9 A% 8 NI T [0, TRFRF-IIME
N 57.6%, I KIER] T 97.5%. &7 Fiaiigiit &Kl

EX P-value Effect size %‘EEX)&‘& Hﬂ% 'n:lj *ﬁ[éf‘:{z L/I:\. .
CRC32 4.843¢-06 0.92 ) i o '
Cubic 3.561e-04 0.83 £8 TE8NEH FIRSTEE Fabn IAQ',‘A, ((;IA-MFPM X F
Dijstra 8.072¢-06 0.91 GA-FP B iA AU AEFEIT (K4 1 23 Bb ) Tk oG 0 25
FDCT 1.147e-07 0.99 ESV P-value Effect size
Float Matrix 5.874e-06 0.92 CRC32 2.343e—04 0.84
Int Matrix 2.062¢-07 0.98 \ Chbic . 1.505e—05 0.90
Rijndael 2.170e-05 0.89 p Dijstra 1.525e—04 0.85
Nettle-SHA256 2.873e-06 0.93 FDCT 1.7e—-05 0.9
Float_Matrix 7.838¢-05 0.87
16 F Int Matrix 3.736e—06 0.93
ig - Rijndael 4.416e-05 0.88
0l Nettle-SHA256 4.255¢-06 0.92
R =
< 6 F T T
§ D T - j - *9 TE 8 ANZM N USUE IR In 0, (GA-MFPM AHXS T
L . . £ . . ; ;
0 [-fommzz =B e o T GA-FP & i AR FET /> 1 45 H) (9G4
2t . -&' - 01 Inew I Inog BOHE I, SOME Lo, 7%
SO & &
C@ o Q§ N @“’6 @“’6 _@&b R CRC32 50 86.8 0.8 7.8¢-2
SR Cubic 59.1 96.0 1.6 7.4e-2
& Dijstra 41.8 78.8 -6.0 7.4e-2
FDCT 61.8 97.5 2.0 5.8¢-2
K6 GA-MFPM % GA-FP £t 8 NI R REFECUE T 20 LL Float Matrix ~ 57.1 95§ |21 7.3¢-2
( IAeng%) Hgiit e gl IntiMatrlx 61.1 95 % =43 6.5¢e-2
Rijndael 589 © 96. 7= -8.4 8.4e-2
#7 GA-MFPM # GA-FP 7t 8 N ZH FREFESGH E 45 L Nettle-SHA256 1, 70.6 _ 90.1 47.6 1.6e-2
(U poneny) BRI R 2 T \i@ﬁ b 57.6 91.4 44 6.5¢-2
%15“ [Aeng% [Aeng% [Amlg% IAeng% 100 F
W (%) BKE (%) &BME (%), 2% _ T R
CRC32 3.0 6.7 17 She4 80 AT ’ a0
Cubic 7.4 16.1 0.8 = 7.2¢4 60 | H E D ;
Dijstra 1.9 39 & ¥o2 l.le-4 S o0 L § A
FDCT 0.7 8 1R 0.1 2.6e-5 2 | L
Float_Matrix 134 3.9 -0.1 1.0e-4 S
Int_Matrix 1.0 438 0.03 1.9¢4 or L i
Rijndael 2.5 5.3 -0.7 3.7¢e4 69, \@o o & & & &6\ o
Nettle-SHA256 1.7 3.9 0.03 2.8¢-4 X F O FF
© Q XN/ N4 @ §
BIfE 2.4 5.8 -0.17 2.9e—4 NI N
< %@\

GA-MFPM # GA-FP 35 4 fige o & 1) Ji (R 2
GA-MFPM 7EIZ A2 IR M B b R A7 T 2 M
TG, R E bRyd i BRI e AE, P SRECE S8 . ) A%
PESEAF 1 J8 R B R, AR T8 B e il g 2.

(2) I R 2(WSe ST ) ) S e 46 SR S o3 i

x84t T HE 8 NEMI NULSUEFEFRAR 1 0, (HH
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