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The Influence on VLSI Design Performance by
Constraints in Floorplanning
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Abstract: The floorplanning plays a vital role to the final VLSI performance because it is in the earlier stage of the physical
design. In this paper. we introduce several kinds of constraints in floorplanning. We investigate the influence caused by
constraint in floorplanning. The experimental results on IBM-HB-+ Benchmark Suites show that the constraint embedding had
some influence on the floorplanning design, sometimes it may improve the quality of the design.
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R ZS A R A A AT Ry AT AL 2B e 2%
R ITEREA AR KA. s VLS AN E
Z BRI 7 AR TS T R 5 2%, DL, A6 A ]
FLRIB B anfar i i i A 29 Abots PR REIA B0
BT B B B — k.

A7 BRI 38 8 K1 7 B AT — 3l 53 4544 (Slicing) il
ANH] 1434579 (Non-Slicing) W 255, iy 70 — %1

IS EHEA: 2016—02—23; {&E HHA: 2016—04—15
HEWMB : ERHARBFIL40H (61572269)

IrEEtb AN Al R S5 R R AR L 2 pE s A
TEATA] X153 gh L ARRYERT A B ~tree . BSG,
CBL.O-tree 2=, Murata 232 # T J¥ 51 %} (Se-
quence Pair, SP) i) 7R J7 &0, X Fl R 5 H .
fA7 5L I FLREAAR I H A He fa] i LA 07 B 0GR SRS
Pem TR ITROR.

TE VLST A BRI B Be s PR Ry — 2645 2 1Y 1A
B LR O B T E WA Bl
[) B3 G R B LA OB AR A, DRI IR R 2
FRNDLE LR, B VLS 3 14 5 2 I A I
A IX B B A R S5 VLS AR J&y A 26 B B 2%
TR B IR RE A TR E PR R TEAR G
SCHk Y 2 2 VST A7 LRI AL & 29 sty 1R
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ERHEE 45 AT R 2 sxt VLS B+ RE i 540 105
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Ma % H i1 20 SR RSB B AR R i DY A L L
JrE 1/O ™5 Tang S48 X FF 200 i A5 T %)
FEAHO BRI

2 mEMAREN

2.1 IEAR

A7 T 2 SR FEA A T TR S BT Y
A B SR ITZ A AR X 5C & Ll B A2 A
AL FRR N HA B B a0 A A n] LUTZE T £
ABR TR N (2 (A) » y(A)) . SR T B J5 (o HiL 4 i S
PRI R, 5 1A A KL (D FoRWAHEE
el g A R L 2 (2) o P[] 19 e R
B HrP oy Flwp 3B RREEERA B I TE  ha FlA g
T MFRRESL AL B B

h(A,B) = 2(B) —x(A) (D
v(A,B) = y(B) —y(A) (2)
2.1.1 F4%

X5 AR T S B B A 7K - e 5 ) B4 %
o U1 3 I 5T NP e a9 N B B I s a1 82
ABATLSIAAR v(A.B) = 0. KWL A 5
Ye B /3R BRI BEE D 0.

2

B
— oL
v(4,B)=0
Bl MFLRRE
2.1.2 ArB4 kR
MR A (B 7E7KF-J5 484 . 75 51 A2y
Wh(A.B)=wa.v(A.B)= 0. KK A St
B KRR BN A () FERE wa , —H TEH IR
VNN A
2.1.3 WEHAR
TiUE LTS & BB AL, X T T
ERH AEAR AL .A) = p.oo(BB.A) = ¢. Hif
LL BB 5 FEE S A BT 2 B R i A B84
FEER A BELTRAENL B (o) Ab AN 3 7R,
2.1.4 R4 %

WP 4 FR TR A S B, 5 g R 2
h(LL,A) = x(A),u(BB,A) = 0,h(LL,B) = 0,u(BB,

[
ol O

h(A,B)=w,,

B2 4BEEARTRHG

il

[] 4
ST

h(LL,A)=p, v(BB,A)=¢q

3 WMEARTH
B) = y(B). fEbk A 53k B 2 A RS
(A SR BT RIS IR B 0588k B 5
SR BT ZE A KRRy 0, S0 B Y T i
S EREEN y(B). RHIELR A SR B 75l g2oR
TEFIR T A S e

o [l
—~

ML A3, V(BBA)=0, HLL.B)=0. v(BB) -
B4 HRAFRE
2.1.5 REZk
TR B O TR AR LR
W O IR T IEFRZ SRR el S Br
7R [l — SRR = A B.C KRR h (A,
O = wy» (A, 0) = ha »h(C, B) = e sv(Cs B) = he.

L]
O [E
L
— [

h(4,C)=w,, v(4,C)=h,» h(C,B)=w. v(C,B)=h.

v(4,B)=0
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PRI CHE R L A A 5B CRy7KFE
B A FIFERE w3 BB A R has
1 B S5 C /KR S C 58 we , B H
BB AR C PR he. X ECL IR TR KT
Jrinl /BB 5 T 22 ] ) S
2.2 MIBEARHKNEZX

SCHR F AL B AR AT

1. 32 A Benchmark H ). pl 304

2. #[1. « Max_Blknum ]\ BT SE HAE H A 5

3. VA RL A B 2R

4. TR 2~3, HEEEE S AH N LA R .

Bt A Hiik IBM-HB+ Benchmark [ PL
(PerD) 304, 3RE benchmark Hfs 7 B L R/ FIAES
P H (Max_Blknum) ; HK , 78 X 8] 3 B P9 BEAIL
B HA] s B AR R SO A R R i
NER- Y A=A L P I A IS By e A G U 4|
W TE LI B AR H T (pair) FE1 744 %)
TRABL L FEPLE R 3 MR T8 B R LR
AR PR AH Y L 5k B AL & 2k PL SC
1, S AR R

3 X

3.1 EWAR

A FLSE B A B L R B A BRI 4
2. S0 K FH L i B 4% IBM-HB+ Benchmark
Suites MY, IBMFHB + Benchmark 2 7£ IBM-HB
Benchmark (3Ll b & 215 2009, H 1) 2008 a5
Calypto BCiHHFERIBLEE, benchmark HPCHE H 15 i
£ 500~2 000 2 [8] , A, 5 FRBL AN RERL I,

24 L EAT 2. 13 GHz CPU Al 4. 00 GB
WAER) HP TAE s VE - & #81E RGN Fe-
dora Linux 5, T H % F /i B #L K] 2§ Parquet!'™. &

Jext IBM-HB+ Benchmark #17 JG 24 3 A4 77 18] 51
X,3247 10 YOR B F 3 FE L ALK S H b
S AT B ] B~ A48 A5 2 i aR 25 2R SR ) a7
B A B, AE R 1E Benchmark Hh fifi A1 1% £
30 BARERL , AR I 24 SR N B0 18 AR R 2 TR L X 5F
YI GHRLR TR R R, RS T A
BEIREII 10 ¥R, 3K A 30 25 3 1)~ 4. X2 ok A
G AT BRI AT EL A 23 A 24 i AR Es B 1
REMRZ ).

3.2 EWERRNMW

AIF AR SEIR LS AN 1~5 PR, ik ok
Pisote i3t 18 R (Area) . A 25 1 Chalf-perimeter
wire length, HPWL) | 25 F {5 It (Whitespace) flliz
Fri AN (Time) ZEA R A JG A — & 25 L i,
AT EA e AN AR, Hrh R 2y R RTER 2R 2
A s Area B /D3R BA I 5 11 24 ORI 24 0
AT s HPWL /300 W] i 5 RS RSB 4 2y
Witk AJ » Whitespace Jili /3] .

AR M, X T 4B H2 20 0, Area 19748 16385 [l 7E
—3.13%~1. 550 Z ], P32 — 0. 87% ; HPWL
FIAE AL T8 BBl FE — 4. 53% ~ 1. 58% Z [al, F- 3
—0. 82% ; Whitespace 1284k 5 Bl £ — 6. 37% ~
L 8L Z i), Xt FH LY, Area 1175 1k 3 [ 78
—2.67%~0. 77% Z [, ¥ —0. 82%; HPWL
MR AL JE FRIAE — 4. 35% ~1. 98 % 2 1], -4 2 — 0.
97 % ; Whitespace (28478 FEIAE —9. 88% ~7. 33%
Z ]38R —3. 79 6. X TR F L, Area [7AE1L
TEHIE—3. 7200 ~2. 41% Z (8], -3 — 0. 31%0;
HPWL ({728 JE FIAE — 3. 16 %6 ~2. 97 % 2 1] , -1
i —0. 55% ; Whitespace 284678 B #E — 6. 05 %0 ~
3.59% Z ], S —1. 69 %. X FHE LW, Area

R 1 PEARFNHE MK B0

Area HPWL WhiteSpace time
ibm—HB+ ZyfCHi P HKx/ 2 AR e/ 2R AR/ W/ YR/ 2R/ e/
(e+06mm2) (e+06mm?2) % (e+06)  (et06) % % % % s s %

ibm01 4.78 4. 85 1. 30 1.01 1.02 0.99 13. 26 13. 50 1.81 306. 04 298. 65 —2.41
ibm02 9.72 9.53 —1.95 2.53 2.42 —4.35 15. 00 14. 70 —2.00 988. 92 991. 57 0.27
ibm03 11. 27 11. 09 —1.60 2.90 2. 88 —0.69 16. 19 15. 32 —5.37 752.03 714. 89 —4.94
ibm04 10. 99 10. 85 1.27 3.48 3.46 0.57 18. 28 17.70 3.17 1 150. 33 1132.63 1. 54
ibm06 9.55 9.63 0. 84 2.80 2.69 —3.93 13. 90 13.19 —5.11 203. 41 192. 75 —5.24
ibm07 13.72 13.55 —1.24 5.02 5.04 0. 40 16. 02 15. 98 —0.25 499. 77 482. 95 —3.37
ibm08 15.35 15. 22 —0.85 5.69 5.78 1. 58 14. 60 13. 67 —6.37 720. 46 730. 31 1.37
ibm09 20. 33 20. 32 —0.05 6. 96 6. 82 —2.01 16. 06 15. 98 —0.50 515. 47 487. 33 —5. 46
ibm10 55.73 55.07 1.18 15. 48 15.15 2.13 18.79 18. 49 1. 60 1191. 87 1176. 21 1.31
ibml11 25.15 25. 20 0.2 10. 74 10. 81 0. 65 18. 46 18. 67 1. 14 977. 31 960. 11 —1.76
ibml12 43.47 42.59 —2.02 13.72 13.45 —1.97 18. 20 17. 09 —6.10 660. 60 671. 39 1. 63
ibml3 30. 40 29. 45 —3.13 12. 44 12.43 —0.08 21.28 20. 49 —3.71 348.71 332.61 —4.62

ibml4 33.87 33.65 —0. 65 23.42 23.38 —0.17 17.93 17.16 —4.29 1224.55 1201. 32 —1.9
ibml5 42.14 42.15 0.02 29.58 29. 47 —0. 37 15. 58 15.53 —0.32 912. 10 876.12 —3.94
ibm16 61.23 62.18 1.55 32.50 32.15 —1.08 16. 45 16. 25 —1.22 418. 15 416. 97 —0.28
ibm17 49.76 48.72 —2.09 39. 80 39. 85 0.13 18. 01 17. 56 —2.49 908. 04 909. 29 0.14
ibml8 39.78 39.59 —0. 46 25. 90 25. 80 —0.39 18.12 17. 56 —3.08 313.97 309. 83 —1.32
Average —0. 87 —0.82 —2.51 —2.04
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*2 RELHFRMAHEERL AT
Area HPWL WhiteSpace time
ibm—HB+ P PN B/ 40T AdE B/ IR/ ARE/ R/ LR/ Afe/ e/
(e+06mm2) (e +06mm?) % (e+06)  (et+06) % % % % s s %
ibm01 4.78 4. 82 0.77 1.01 1.03 1.98 13. 26 13.14 —0.90 306. 04 305. 43 —0.20
ibm02 9.72 9.61 —1.13 2.53 2.42 —4.35 15. 00 13. 66 —8.93 988. 92 965. 87 —2.33
ibm03 11. 27 11.12 —1.33 2.90 2.91 0.34 16. 19 14. 59 —9.88 752.03 733. 45 —2.47
ibm04 10. 99 10. 83 —1.46 3.48 3.41 —2.01 18. 28 16. 51 —9.68 1150. 33 1145. 54 —0.42
ibm06 9. 55 9.44 —1.15 2.80 2.69 —3.93 13. 90 14. 23 2.37 203. 41 203.52 0. 05
ibm07 13.72 13. 58 —1.02 5.02 5.05 0. 60 16. 02 14. 87 —7.18 499. 77 492. 46 —1.46
ibm08 15. 35 15.29 —0.39 5. 69 5. 65 —0.70 14. 60 15. 67 7.33 720. 46 697. 48 —3.19
ibm09 20. 33 20. 20 —0. 64 6. 96 6. 89 —1.01 16. 06 15. 22 —5.23 515.47 500. 55 —2.89
ibm10 55.73 54.24 —2.67 15. 48 15. 35 —0. 84 18.79 17. 61 —6.28 1191. 87 1161. 44 —2.55
ibml11 25.15 25. 34 0.76 10. 74 10. 75 0.09 18. 46 18. 00 —2.49 977. 31 986. 40 0.93
ibml2 43. 47 42. 4 —2.39 13.72 13.55 —1.24 18. 20 16. 65 —8.52 660. 60 656. 18 —0.67
ibml3 30. 40 —1.74 12. 44 12. 28 —1.29 21.28 19. 20 —9.77 348.71 345. 26 —0.99
ibml14 33.87 0. 00 23.42 23.49 0. 30 17.93 17. 96 0.17 1224.55 1 230. 65 0. 50
ibml15 42,14 0.52 29.58 28.57 —3.41 15. 58 16. 07 3.15 912. 10 885. 51 —2.92
ibm16 61.23 0. 90 32.50 32.41 0.28 16. 45 16. 29 0.97 418. 15 405. 91 2.93
ibml7 49.76 —1.39 39. 80 39.35 —1.13 18. 01 16. 38 —9.05 908. 04 910. 15 0.23
ibm18 39.78 0.23 25. 90 26.02 0. 46 18.12 18. 38 1.43 313.97 303. 34 —3.39
Average —0.82 0.97 —3.79 —1.45
x 3 WFHRMNIT R E ML A0
Area HPWL WhiteSpace time
bmoHBE g Z0R BKE/ AWE 40UR KR/ Z0kE) ZoRE/ KR/ SO/ AR/ KR
(e+06mm2) (e +06mm?) % (e+06)  (et06) % % % % s s %
ibm01 4.78 4. 82 0. 64 1.01 1.04 2.97 13. 26 13. 00 —1.96 306. 04 306. 67 0.21
ibm02 9.72 9.51 —2.16 2.53 2.47 —2.37 15. 00 14. 47 —3.53 988. 92 972. 65 —1.65
ibm03 11. 27 11. 24 —0.27 2.90 2.90 0. 00 16.19 15. 93 —1.61 752. 03 721.70 —4.03
ibm04 10. 99 10. 97 —0.18 3.48 3.40 —2.30 18. 28 18. 00 —1.53 1 150. 33 1120. 66 —2.58
ibm06 9.55 9.74 1.99 2. 80 2.74 —2.14 13. 90 13. 40 —3.60 203. 41 200. 56 —1.40
ibm07 13.72 14. 05 2.41 5.02 5.01 0. 20 16. 02 15.78 1. 50 499, 77 507. 42 1.53
ibm08 15. 35 15. 37 0.13 5. 69 5.76 1.23 14. 60 14.73 0. 89 720. 46 684. 97 —4.93
ibm09 20. 33 20. 54 1.03 6. 96 6. 74 —3.16 16. 06 16. 24 1.12 515.47 503. 41 —2.34
ibm10 55.73 54. 96 —1.38 15. 48 15,47 —0.06 18.79 18.13 —3.51 1191. 87 1 158. 00 —2.84
ibml1 25.15 25.08 —0.28 10. 74 10. 69 —0.47 18. 46 18.21 —1.35 977. 31 994. 79 1.79
ibm12 43. 47 41. 98 —3.43 13.72 13. 49 —1.68 18. 20 17.42 —4.29 660. 60 667. 29 1. 01
ibml3 30. 40 29.27 —3.72 12. 44 12. 46 0.16 21.28 20.79 —2.30 348. 71 349. 09 0.11
ibm14 33. 87 33. 66 0.62 23.42 23.39 0.13 17.93 17. 22 3. 96 1224.55 1239.97 1. 26
ibml15 42.14 42.16 0. 05 29.58 29.57 —0.03 15. 58 15. 58 0. 00 912. 10 885. 22 —2.95
ibml6 61.23 62.07 1.37 32.50 32.37 —0. 40 16. 45 17. 04 3.59 418. 15 416. 00 —0.51
ibml7 49.76 49. 30 —0.92 39. 80 39. 87 0.18 18.01 16. 92 —6.05 908. 04 927. 86 2.18
ibm18 39.78 39.83 0.13 25.90 25. 67 —0.89 18.12 18. 27 0. 83 313.97 307. 37 —2.10
Average —0.31 —0.55 —1.69 —1.01
x4 WMBEBARENIHEMK A
Area HPWL ‘WhiteSpace time
becHEE AR AR KR/ Akl AdOR WIOR/ Al 4pRR/ KR Aol Aks/
(e+06mm?) (e+06mm?) % (e+06)  (et+06) % % % % s s
ibm01 4.78 4.82 0. 66 1.01 1.02 0.99 13. 26 12.72 —4.07 306. 04 307.91 5
ibm02 9.72 9.63 —0.93 2.53 2.45 —3.16 15. 00 15.11 0.73 988. 92 990. 93 0. 20
ibm03 11. 27 11. 30 0.27 2.90 2. 89 —0. 34 16. 19 16. 26 0.43 752.03 693. 33 —7.81
ibm04 10. 99 10. 70 —2.64 3.48 3.45 —0. 86 18.28 17.08 —6.56 1150. 33 1191. 66 3.59
ibm06 9.55 9. 47 —0. 84 2.80 2.70 —3.57 13. 90 13. 44 —3.31 203. 41 201. 49 —0.94
ibm07 13.72 13. 54 —1.31 5.02 5.03 0. 20 16. 02 15.79 —1.44 499. 77 507. 29 1. 50
ibm08 15.35 15.17 —1.17 5.69 5.57 —2.11 14. 60 13. 74 —5.89 720. 46 677. 96 —5.90
ibm09 20. 24 —0. 44 6. 96 6. 84 —1.72 16. 06 15.52 —3.36 515. 47 494. 16 —4.13
ibm10 55.73 55.89 0.29 15. 48 15. 05 —2.78 18.79 19.12 1.76 1191. 87 1178.47 —1.12
ibml1 25.15 25.06 —0. 36 10. 74 10. 78 0.37 18. 46 17. 95 —2.76 977. 31 980. 62 0. 34
ibm12 43. 47 41. 38 —4.81 13.72 13. 39 —2.41 18. 20 17. 67 —2.91 660. 60 674.78 2.15
ibml3 30. 40 29.19 —3.98 12. 44 12. 29 —1.21 21.28 20. 46 —3.85 348. 71 355. 57 1.97
ibml4 33.87 34. 00 0.38 23.42 23.27 —0. 64 17.93 18. 40 2.62 1224.55 1207.17 —1.42
ibml5 42.14 42.27 0. 31 29.58 29. 46 —0.41 15. 58 15. 64 0. 39 912. 10 856. 72 —6.07
ibm16 61.23 61. 10 —0.21 32.50 31.82 —2.09 16. 45 16. 20 —1.52 418. 15 400. 46 —4.23
ibml7 49.76 49. 37 —0.78 39. 80 38.93 —2.19 18.01 17. 07 —5.22 908. 04 843. 84 —7.07
ibml8 39.78 39. 58 —0.50 25. 90 26.01 0.42 18.12 17.53 —3.26 313.97 293. 63 —6.48
Average —0.95 —1.26 —2.25 —2.05
L N
x5 BRARKNITTEE MK AT
Area HPWL WhiteSpace time
ibm—HB+ LY PN s/ 2T AR s/ 2yl AR/ K/ 2y / EEEY WK/
(e+06mm2) (e+06mm?) % (e+06)  (et06) % % % % s s %
ibm01 4. 78 4.79 0.15 1.01 1.02 0.99 13. 26 13.43 1. 28 303. 60 —0. 80
ibm02 9.72 9. 66 —0.62 2.53 2.48 —1.98 15. 00 14.77 —1.53 1007. 54 1. 88
ibm03 11. 27 11.19 —0.71 2.90 2.89 —0.34 16. 19 15. 85 —2.10 732.28 —2.63
ibm04 10. 99 10. 81 —1.64 3.48 3.39 —2.59 18. 28 17. 68 —3.28 1144, 63 —0.50
ibm06 9.55 9.61 0. 63 2. 80 2.75 —1.79 13. 90 13.58 —2.30 198. 78 —2.28
ibm07 13.72 13. 92 1. 46 5.02 4.91 —2.19 16. 02 15. 66 —2.25 490. 36 —1.88
ibm08 15. 35 15. 06 1. 89 5.69 5.57 2.11 14. 60 14. 40 1.37 686. 37 4.73
ibm09 20. 33 20.51 0.89 6. 96 6. 84 —1.72 16. 06 15. 66 —2.49 515, 498.78 —3.24
ibml0 55.73 54.39 —2.40 15. 48 15. 26 —1.42 18.79 17.93 —4.58 1191. 87 1185. 38 —0.54
ibml1 25.15 25.22 0. 28 10. 74 10. 67 —0.65 18. 46 18.78 1.73 977. 31 986. 36
ibml2 33.87 33.78 —0.27 23.42 23.39 —0.13 17.93 17. 62 —1.73 1224.55 1229. 49
ibml3 42.14 41. 65 —1.16 29.58 29.61 0. 10 15. 58 14. 90 —4. 36 912. 10 875.73
ibml4 61.23 61. 36 0.21 32.50 31.62 2.71 16. 45 16. 69 1. 46 418. 15 407. 47
ibml5 49.76 49. 28 —0.96 39. 80 39.75 —0.13 18.01 17.87 —0.78 908. 04 919. 67
ibm16 39.78 39.47 —0.78 25. 90 25.69 —0.81 18.12 17. 81 —1.71 313.97 306. 96
ibml17 4.78 4.79 0.15 1.01 1.02 0.99 13. 26 13. 43 1.28 306. 04 303. 60
ibm18 9.72 9. 66 —0. 62 2.53 2.48 —1.98 15. 00 14.77 —1.53 988. 92 1007. 54
Average —0.78 —1.16 —1.64 —1.35
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HI7E Ak Y8 Bl AE — 4. 81% ~ 0. 66% Z [a]. -1 K
—0.95% ; HPWL 28 {b 7 BBl 7E — 3. 57 % ~0. 99%
Z I8 F-¥ 2k — 1. 26 % s Whitespace [ 725 1635 Bl 75
—6.56%0~2. 6200 Z[], 3 —2. 25 % X Fi 5t
AW, Area HIZR AL VB B #E — 3. 3200 ~ 1. 46 % Z [f],
SR —0. 78 % s HPWL B2 AL BBl 7E —2. 71 % ~
0.99% Z [8], ¥ — 1. 16 % ; Whitespace [)45fk
Y EIAE—4. 58 % ~1. 73% Z |a] , F-44  —1. 64 %.

LR E 3T A B AR A 1 Eey
WD AFAF B TR A T B T 1R
I EATEAS. T AR 40 BT [ T EOA R R
P BAE B D o (153877 s ] W AT ik 2.

4 HEFRIE

ASCIE VLST St p A BRI B BeB 42 7 2951
Xt B P T AR ) 1 BB Y 5 e, i i fE IBM-HB A+
Benchmark A 5C5045 B 7] LLA H 20 i A B T
SRR R R R s B e R L i3 47
I B S AR A NS S50 R BT 3 3k 7 A R B
PyERLY ) G PRCE L AT DL A R A B
AE. (A H I M M REPE N 75 2478 VLS ¥y B33 1)
Ja SRR CUnA Ry A 26 9 BoO e — 28 i AT 5%
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