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Classification of Redundant Registers
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Abstract: This paper presents a classification of the redundant registers, and provides three kinds of redundancy
removal sequential optimization techniques according the characteristic of each kind of redundant registers. We
classify these redundant registers into three categories: the first one is the constant register whose output value in all
the reachable state space is always constant value, and the second one is those registers have the same inputs, and
the third one is those registers have no influence for all the Primary Output value in the circuit. Based on AlGs
(And-Inverter Graphs), Three-Valued simulation, sharing registers and COI reduction are combined together to
realize the removal of the three kinds of redundant registers. It can reduce the numbers of the registers and logic
gates to optimize the area of the sequential network. Experiments show that the presented algorithm can get an
average reduction of registers by 23% and logic gates by 26 %4 respectively.
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B A B, SRR TR AR 8T 202K, HF AR R
TR ER R 37 E TR B R LI B IT
ARFFAEASHAI A T R » AT 5K BEXT B S P 4% T AR
BIPEAL , A AR BETT SC LD AR R A, A B
UL/ N B 9.

2 EFEX

A SCHE X TTR T A28 0 43 S TS IR R
FE3TF AIGs(And-Inverter Graphs) B} 5 R 4& 5. 4=
SCARBESCER (11 X4 G AIGs ME X#fT T
&, 83l AIGs MxE X.

EX1 AlGs HEeERAHBRA ST A
AR E A RNE G=<V, E>,BAPHEV
ST FEHITE 2|MASD, A Ml E NAREREZ
BIZEMEREXRR.

AlGs B FRZMAE AIGs(FA S TRKR
FHAR A BD FIFFAE TT i (A48 M B A (R A5 /K )
2. M AR AR RO R %A (Primary In-
put, @FRA PD, BA ) B9 SO0 R 86 5 B (Pri-
mary Output, f&FHN PO). Rk A MR R HE
X T BB SINEABEMEREXR. B 1 Fink—
A e B B B LN 7 A A SR iR R AIGs . B/ 1(b)
RIEIEAR 2 A ST, BARRRAEE. B 12
5K 1(b) &AM iy BB RRIER.

LR U G
ala,b,c,d)=abe+bd+ed (a,b,c,d)=abe(cd bd)
() JRIRA R4 (b) ALGs M

1 —1EEEEIEA AlGs B

BN 2 AlGs B K/NEFETE AIGs B Rt &
B 2 B A SR AIGs BB REN 28 RS
WA PLEIFEIRH L PO B KBEEHFZEM S
N

B 1(b) i AlGs K/ 6, B RN 3.
AlGs JE WA IR ek B00T DA B A R 80 AR R L
AR ASCELHPRA T R 11 )P — RS
A B3 B S B SOP (Sum of Product) ¥ # %
AlGs .
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A3 B E BRI RF M4 R E .
H TASSCREZ B R SC B, BT LA T o 3 B T AR

25T S8 G MEFEFSEBUE LK, B it
IR BE R RO AR T RIS BT
BEE R Bk,

ASCRPER TP IIRFAFNTSEH
B FEEAENITIR TR R=2,

D HWHXTFA PO LW TR,

(2) BAHRR AR T,

(3) TEFRRAZ EEHEREHO HEHE D
BB FE4s.

Xt FE—F TR LLE i COI(Cone of Influ-
ence) f¥, 187 5535 FTET ) 38 D7 48 2R R SC BRI AN A% B
X T4 R IR AT LA E o AP A% T 2ok L B/ N AT
SN ER X FE =M H N EBNITIRFT
FFa%, Al LB T = E A HL7E 7] R 75 28 (8 P9 SE BT
W TUR A FEAR BRI , 3 T FH % B0 SRR X
HMBEAERNTIRTES EdX=EMERNS
B RG] LLGE EL B P B AR ORI
RBMRACET P R E A B 1. F R X =TT
RBBREARSNHITNE.

3.1 COIEEH POBHE XM REFFR
B H B

COI L™ B —Fh 5 A 3k A it AR LB AR
ATBBRESE HHE PO WEFHFS. — M 2EN S
IR COL 2 B i S WM AT S (HFFE
HEMATANRAMBNES. S5 AW
f&# i3 A TFI( Transitive Fan In) &4, — B8
RE) COL KT BB IEMAE 2 Bk,

Search_Coi (Pobj, InfluenceSet)
if(Pobj) € InfluenceSet)

return

else
add Pobj to InfuenceSet;
if (Pobj is an AND or PO)then

for all inputs Fanins of Pob;j
Search_Coi(Fanins, InfluenceSet)
end for
else if (Pobj is a register) then
Search_Coi(register_in, InfuenceSet)
end if
end if

end Search_Coi

B2 HHREBETRMN COIMERHEZE
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(D #FAMBHCEBRBFEABUERREV
W, S=HIRED ;

(2) ¥ SHEXN SRS, X YENFRE PI Wit
AL s T #l S’ = Simulation(S), B8 F —
REES;

(3) W SEAHRMECTIRPREE V +, 1
£ S HACRREES V=VUS', I HRE S=
SREHITHE 2. FMIE ST EHMAED ER
ARG, T BRI X BT AT IR A E A Bk, R
BEASEH TR RITR FFLS

Bt B B % Simulation O BB EHIAR
AFE B X EEmBEA P8 AsmRiT & B
HEANFEHRHT—RE VEERET HWCH
WA FAESWEEMRSE SHORS
Sm EFZHHFE —RE Sn 8}, WA —ELH Sm
+1=5Sn+1,HF Sm+1=Simulation(Sm) = Sim-
ulation(Sn)=Sn—+1.

£ 1 FA R ZEEN LR HEBCRER ET
LR A B, QAT i = (BB S 0E B R B IA T
REFHRNFE. R 1IRRZVERTEH 6 M FHS
(433 TSR R R, \R; R, \Rs \ROF 4 NEIR
AP, P, Py P, S/ FRE i MEFFEHRR
BME, S FRE i NFEBHT—REMA.

£ 1 ZEENXAOREHEBRE

HErRE JFahmA TR
$1,%215:,84,85,56 (Py,P2,P:s,P0) S1',% 4855 S, S6
000000 XXXX 00X101
00X101 XXXX 011X0X
011X0X XXXX 0X1101
0X1101 XXXX 0X010X
0X010X XXXX 011X0X

BT A FRARPIRER 0, TUAESE —IK
UG , A2 PR 2R LIS A\ 3w % B4 i o, B 1A
EPRSEA2 0, R5H PTRMEN X, 178,
FHEBECHEHREE YREHHRS
(O11X0XO7E B J5 PR SR H B 4 Bt i, W&
1R, (R SRS IR B KRS AR, Il
AHR B FTA AT R A, RE X BT A RS AL
B, ARENERRENE MBS FHERN
REERBE. MRFEREFFHRARSE
— BRI, W36 B X F A48 0 i Hh 7R RS
FEAEREHR AR 1L ATLLES, GBI S, A
Ss MEAZE, AT LIGEINEF 748 R, 1 Rs o e

FE B TR T

R EENRBITTRFASNEELE —EXEF
1k, A AT BB IR SR B R 3Rl oA | Regs |
JRETHFABONEE. REXAN LR HWETEE
RK, {H R TE S bR i A R v AR PR Ak, BRI D58
T E—REA P R PIRESR X, 515 K8
S HPRESMRPRERAE N X, ZE AT — R BB
& » B FERARESMEN X, WA R B AEE
W AERNFTS. YRNETE RN ERFFS
JE X TR BN A 0 3k 1 BEAT R, AT
SEPH AR 4 h A AR An BRI B 9.
3.4 HE=TRAKMHEEIR

2 SCHE Y XTI 4 R TUAR AR AR 2 OB AN
BREEDE LR =R S IHN. 45
=R B X R R R4S P RE AL B SR DR AR
BInE 4 iR,

1, For(i=0;i<ln;1++)

2,  Search_Coi(POi, InfluenceSeti) ;

3. Add influenceSeti to influence All;

4. End for

5. For(i=0,i<<m;i++)

6. if(the register i is in the influenceAll)

7. Return;

8. Else

9. Remove the register i;

10. End for;

11. For(G=0;j<<k;j++)

12, If(the node j is at leadt feeding two registers )

13. Choose the representative register;

14. Remove other registers and use the representative
to feed these outputs,

15. End if

16. End for

17. Visited=initial state ,S=initial state

18. §'=SimX(S)

19. If S'€ Visited

20. then terminate and OR(state in Visited)and
identify the constant register

21. else

22. then append S’ to Visited ,assign S’ to S yand go to
line 18

B4 HE=FRUEROEZLH
B SR TR R IR R PO HEATIR [H 75
F84 PO 8 COI 4, H % i 4~ POy COL £ &
InfluenceSeti, i FH R G R X COl 5 #HITE
I, B3 A PO B S E S influenceAll, 8%
BHME N FASESC L HIAE influenceAll £
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PTEEREANEZHETAARBBAZELTEAFHE
2% MR EME, AT LAY ST HFARELE. &
AR RN R R BARFASN, AR A
TRFFHFES AN BN, R REREFFESR
B R IR 30, BeJa AT = EE L BT iR A4 7 9F
ABVIEMRE Visited FIM4BTRESE S H.8 X H
WR{E L PIRSHTH DT R, S EENA =E
REPUETE Visited B, B— N =ERESE T
—ANZ BT B = (BRI SRR AR AR
FETF AR BT AT 3k AR S AR 2 AR R 19 5, TR
LR AR o E BT RS,

BF—NEITHESR A~ PO W E £ AIG
TR .m MR B4 BEMABSE 17TRE
10 17 A8 81X PO i tE MM FAEHBES . B4
Search- Coi(POQi, InfluenceSeti) X BECRKF AT n
W, T Search- Coi () REA F AET [ & 2R M4k
¥, BT LR P BB IE R R E R Ok+m) R
LN, FEME 1117315 16 ITRBESHFE
BETE -FAEUHERENIMTEL, 8 17173
22 17 R AR HASE BT B A 7728 WO DU B 3R
LR O™, ZHEHEEWMEEERENEFEN
B RERBEEN BREA T X HERKRME, 725K
Fo 7 FH HR R 3l AT LUAR R L.

4 SCERLER
AXEBHET AIGs KH=Fh IR FESB IR

SRME IS A R SEHET Fr M Em R4k, B C B
= SEH. 75 TWLS20050) dhigg ISCAS Hgk B 5 4
B K MM B % (5378, s9234, 513207, s38584,
s38417)F1 Altera 2\ & /A FF I XL Quip- 90
P 8 NEaT Quartusll 6. 0 #HATMRAL G B L 3%
(nut- 000, nut— 001, nut— 002, nut_ 003, nut— 004,
oc- video_ dct, radarl2, oc- pci) , L3t 13 /-6 B 4E
A FEATACHERB TN

= 2 P it BT SN NI
RBLE R, RP“FF"REBFFESH T “Level KR
BEHERRE. R 2 WE I BRI
HLEEI B, 5 5 N R R SR B B A
128, % =%“Strashed AIGs"{XEHE LT 511b
BE) G B s A B, SRS # e BE M SOP
ERXZEMEER N AlGs BER, Z8BEHMT
RIS RAEZA, BREFFHEAZE, MERIET
BERMANSIIHBRARHER Y, X —58id
UC berkeley K2 /38 #8454 % if T2 ABCH s
KIS “strash” R LB AG. 55 93 g 4 SCHE H 69 1R
LB =AM AT = AN T R B
HEER. BE—F N ES =MBRESEINM
AR B, HP (D) (2 . HIRBT HERHE
3.1.3.2.3. 3 WE A TR F A I FB R %
BB SR, S0 R B A S0 BME R =4
TR B ARSI
BB 53R 97 26,9296 .82%.

A 13 MG P& M F RSN
M 164 B 3884 R4, =ML RSB

£2 FXWENFEROMRL

. Bt B Strashed AIGs ASCHR 9 3 MEALE: AR
FFs Level FFs Level (1)FFs (2)FFs (3)FFs FFs
$5378 164 25 164 17 164 163 163 162
$9234 211 58 211 34 145 135 211 135
s13207 669 59 669 34 649 453 310 227
$38584 1452 56 1452 36 1451 1451 1396 1396
$38417 1636 47 1636 31 1564 1463 1636 1463
nut— 000 328 63 328 90 328 320 313 307
nut_ 001 488 78 488 89 488 462 279 267
nut_ 002 203 17 203 32 203 188 111 103
nut— 003 273 33 273 40 273 266 193 191
nut— 004 186 24 186 23 185 178 142 140
oc_video_dct 3549 48 3549 51 3549 3537 3549 3537
radarl?2 3884 84 3884 92 3860 3846 3884 3846
oc pei 1361 32 1361 46 1361 1353 981 975
3 E A 1 0. 969 0.920 0. 822 0. 767
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R BN FFRRN BRI B BB 76. 7%, H B4
T = R AL T vk,

2% 3 W2 ASCHE H ML B Tt 4
SBBILILEE ST, “nodes” R F ML ¥ S, “ IR
WHREIE” RGBT ZEMNEE R F SOP R
AR, SEIRBUE 2 B AR SCHR 9 43 ) s 5 R = A
HALE AR B M & SR ST SHREEE M
P S 9626, 95% N 78%. [RIEE, i FH =Fh

DAL 4 & B BRI R BEEWILRG G
AlGs 5 5HH 740,

TEFIEANE, AR EMAICBEERS
X B B B B P R PR 1 AR TR, A SCAR AL S R B Y
“Level” 5% 2 851 “Strashed AIGs” K “Level” &
HEER, R4S f BE A IE R 5 S #0515 M IR R
F—3. FrUERE PRSI E R B BY “Level "I
FIAFRAE .

# 3 ARHAMRAE R T RBRIRL

FANIE  Strashed AlGs AR 3 MM AP
BB PR

SOP nodes nodes (D nodes (2)nodes (3)nodes nodes
5378 2779 1343 1343 1343 1342 1342
$9234 5597 1947 1058 1055 1947 1055
13207 8027 2721 2616 2341 1104 1040
38584 19407 12394 12394 12394 10456 10456
38417 22397 9219 9021 8976 9219 8976
nut_ 000 1267 1195 1195 1195 1056 1055
nut_ 001 3620 4575 4575 4566 1602 1595
nut_ 002 685 806 806 805 438 438
nut_ 003 1964 2276 2276 2276 1808 1808
nut_ 004 816 506 503 503 270 270
oc- video— det 49643 63420 63420 63408 63420 63408
radarl2 18061 29910 29763 29754 29910 29754
oc- pei 5199 9409 9409 9409 7309 7309
-3 5 1 0. 959 0.951 0. 779 0. 739

B 5 BxisE 2 fik 3 P AR S
PRAL B B BT BB 1S B i) B A28 N O AN
Ee. N 5 ST LATE B O F 8 e B ALt
B, FEAR R MR B LT , AR R 1k
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