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Tensor compilers play a key role in enabling high-performance implementations of deep learning workloads.
These compilers rely on existing CPU and GPU code generation backends to generate device-specific code.
Recently, many tensor accelerators (neural processing units) have been proposed to further accelerate these
workloads. Compared to commodity hardware, however, most of the proposed tensor accelerators do not
have compiler backends with code generation support. Moreover, the accelerator designs are subject to fast
iteration cycles, making it difficult to manually develop compiler backends similar to commodity hardware
platforms. Therefore, to increase adoption and enable faster software development cycles for novel tensor
accelerator designs, we need to make the compiler backend construction process more agile.

To address this gap, we introduce Act, a compiler backend generator that automatically generates compiler
backends for tensor accelerators, given just the instruction set architecture (ISA) descriptions. We first formally
specify the compiler backend generation problem that introduces a novel specification for describing tensor
accelerator ISAs. Next, we design Act such that it supports user-programmable memories and complex
parameterized instructions that are prevalent in tensor accelerators. Act uses a novel parameterized equality
saturation-based instruction selection phase and a constraint programming-based memory allocation phase.
We prove that compiler backends generated by Act are sound and complete. Finally, we generate compiler
backends for three accelerator platforms from industry and academia, and show that they match or outperform
code written using hand-optimized kernel libraries while maintaining low compilation overheads.

1 INTRODUCTION
Machine learning (ML) workloads, specifically deep learning (DL) workloads, have gained popularity
in recent years. ML practitioners use tensor programming languages such as Tensorflow [2],
PyTorch [6], and JAX [25] to express their computations, and tensor compilers such as XLA [18],
TorchInductor [6], and TVM [15] to lower these computations into highly performant executables
targeting a variety of CPUs and GPUs. These languages and compilers have been the backbone of
enabling both end-user productivity and high-performance realizations of deep learning models.

Akin to general-purpose compilers, tensor compilers also use a hierarchical compilation pipeline
(Fig. 1). They first lower programs written in tensor programming languages to tensor-operator-
based intermediate representations (IR) known as tensor computation graphs. These graphs are then
optimized using several graph-level optimizations [56]. The scale of these optimized graphs can
range up to 1000s of nodes [55]. Finally, these optimized tensor computation graphs are partitioned
into smaller sub-graphs (tensor kernels) with typically 10-50 nodes, which are compiled to machine
code individually and often in parallel [55] using existing compiler backends. For example, the XLA
compiler [18] progressively lowers tensor computation graphs with high-level operators (HLO) [53]
to low-level LLVM [42] IR using the MLIR [43] framework. Finally, for CPUs and GPUs1, it utilizes
LLVM’s existing compiler backends[46] to generate respective machine code (e.g., x86, NVPTX).

∗Work done when at University of Illinois Urbana-Champaign

1Triton dialect uses LLVM NVPTX backend [70]
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To get the best performance out of tensor computations, many domain-specific tensor accelerators
(a.k.a. neural processing units) have been proposed. The fast proliferation of such accelerator designs
in both academia and industry is a testament to their importance and popularity. For example,
consider commercial tensor accelerators such as Google’s tensor processing units (TPU) [38, 39],
Amazon’s Inferentia [60] and Trainium [61], Xilinx’s Versal AI Core [4], and Intel AMX [32] and
a large body of academic designs such as Gemmini [26], FEATHER [69], and Eyeriss [17]. These
accelerators are diverse, with different programmable memory hierarchies and compute capabilities.
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Fig. 1. Typical hierarchical compilation pipeline present in tensor compilers. Our solution, Act, focuses on
the accelerator-specific compiler backends (shaded orange), i.e., compiling tensor kernels to accelerator ISA.

1.1 Need for Generation of Accelerator-specific Compiler Backends
One of the key requirements for widespread use of a hardware architecture is the existence of
compiler backends that generate device-specific code. For example, most CPU and GPU compilation
pipelines for tensor programming languages rely on the mature compiler backends present in LLVM.
Companies like Google and Amazon [65] have invested heavily in the compiler toolchains for their
tensor accelerator offerings (Google TPUs and Amazon Inferentia) to enable widespread adoption.
The (proprietary) compiler backend for Google TPUv3 supports 100s of fused tensor kernels as
evident in TPUGraphs [55] Tile dataset. However, comparatively, a majority of tensor accelerators
proposed in the literature do not have proper backends. In fact, according to the survey mentioned
in [29], a majority of new accelerator papers only evaluate at the operator-level (e.g., convolution
operator) or on synthetic kernels. One reason may be the lack of specialized compiler backends that
enable the generation of device-specific code for a number of different tensor computation graphs.

Tensor accelerators with no compiler backend support often rely on custom hand-written kernel
libraries. However, these kernel libraries support only a limited set of kernels and miss out on
fusion opportunities outside this set. Therefore, compiler backends that support code generation
for arbitrary fused tensor kernels are needed to promote the adoption of tensor accelerators.

Manually constructing compiler backends similar to CPUs and GPUs for each accelerator design
can be too tedious and too slow to adapt to the variety and fast pace of research happening in
the architecture community (§2.2). Therefore, the architecture and compiler community needs a
systemic approach to automate generation of accelerator-specific compiler backends.
1.2 Challenges & Goals
There have been prior works that aim to automate compiler construction. Prior works such as
Vegen [16], Isaria [67], and Diospyros [71] automatically generate vectorizers using instruction set
architecture (ISA) semantics. 3LA [29] makes commendable progress in developing basic compiler
support for prototype accelerators using formal software/hardware interface ILA [30]. However, the
following challenges remain in automatically generating compiler backends for tensor accelerators
with sufficient coverage over many diverse designs.
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Challenge 1: Code generation and optimizations that involve user-programmable

scratchpads.Most tensor accelerators have user-programmable scratchpads at different memory
hierarchies that need to be explicitly controlled by the software. The data access patterns of tensor
accelerators vary significantly in shape and size with multi-dimensional addressing (due to banked
memory and/or multiple iso-compute units like in TPUv3 [38]) andmulti-dimensional base elements
(256-length vector in TPUv1 [39] unified buffer, 16×64 matrix in Intel AMX tile registers). An ideal
compiler backend needs to automatically manage data allocation and reuse of these scratchpads
during computation. Works such as Exo [31] have made commendable progress in modeling the
scratchpads themselves, but leave the memory management to end-users. Similarly, 3LA’s [29]
flexible-matching-based technique for selecting accelerator offload does not model scratchpad reuse,
incurring expensive reads/writes to host memory.

Challenge 2: Handling complex and parameterized ISA instructions. Tensor accelerators
have complex instructions with parameters that control execution counts. For example, the matrix
multiply instruction in Google TPUv1 [39] is parameterized by the shapes of thematrices involved. It
takes a variable-sized𝐵×256 (𝐵 is an instruction parameter) input, multiplies it by a 256×256 constant
weight input, and produces a 𝐵×256 output. Methodologies adopted by vectorizer generators [16,
67, 71] can only handle fixed-size vector instructions, making them insufficient to handle tensor
accelerator ISAs. A compiler backend generator for tensor accelerators should represent and handle
these parameterized ISA instructions in a general manner applicable to multiple accelerators.

Moreover, the compiler backend generator should ideally achieve two goals.
Goal 1: Increased compilation coverage. Tensor accelerator designs are often not Turing-

complete and require host fallback for certain operators (or tensor kernels). Ideally, the compiler
backend should have a large compilation coverage to minimize the host fallback, i.e., ideally compile
successfully for all tensor kernels supported by the accelerator. In other words, the compiler backend
generator should generate sound and complete compiler backends.

Goal 2: Full automation. To minimize the engineering effort, the compiler backend generator
should fully automate the backend generation process with just the ISA descriptions as input.

1.3 Our Solution
In this paper, we introduce Act (Accelerator Compiler Toolkit), the first compiler backend
generator that automatically generates sound and complete compiler backends for tensor accelerators
from just their ISA descriptions. We first provide a novel formalization of tensor accelerator ISA
descriptions that capture the complexities mentioned in the challenges. The key insight behind this
formalism is the use of the same operator language used in tensor IRs to partly represent accelerator
ISA descriptions. This allows us to model scratchpad accesses as tensor slicing operations and
provide rich parameterizations to ISA descriptions. We use these ISA descriptions to formally define
the compiler backend generation problem and its soundness and completeness criteria in §3.
Act achieves automatic generation (goal 2) by parameterizing compiler backend phases by the

ISA descriptions, which are concretized for each accelerator given their ISA descriptions. Act-
generated backends consume tensor kernels (i.e., tensor computation sub-graphs) as input and
produce accelerator-specific assembly code. Act-generated backends consist of two main phases.
The first phase introduces parameterized instruction selection based on equality saturation [66]. Act
generates and uses multiple types of rewrites (e.g., IR-to-IR, IR-to-ISA). Note that our representation
of tensor ISA descriptions allows us to follow this axiomatic approach. We handle parameterized
instructions with variable-size attributes (challenge 2) using a novel intermediary of partially
instantiated instructions (pii). The second phase introduces a parameterized memory allocation pass
based on constraint programming that supports multi-dimensional buffer accesses (challenge 1).
Finally, we introduce both intra- and inter-phase fallback paths to make the generated compiler
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complete. We prove that Act-generated compiler backends are sound and complete (goal 1) under
the definitions in §3 and evaluate Act’s compilation capabilities on different accelerator platforms.

In summary, the paper makes the following contributions.
• We provide a novel formalization of tensor accelerator ISA descriptions and formally define
the compiler backend generation problem with soundness and completeness criteria. (§3)

• We introduce Act and its methodology that automatically generates compiler backends
given just the ISA descriptions of tensor accelerators with completeness guarantee. (§4-§7)

• We design Act-based code generator using cost models to generate performant code. (§8)
• We study the role of key features in Act in modeling complex and parameterized ISA
(Challenge 2) and increasing compilation coverage (Goal 1) by generating compiler backends
for a commercial accelerator (Intel AMX), an academic accelerator (Gemmini), and an
accelerator generated using an accelerator design language (ADL). (§9.2)

• We show that Act-generated compiler backends generate performant assembly code that
matches or outperforms the state-of-the-art kernel libraries (up to 1.77x speedup). (§9.3)
Further, we perform fuzz testing and stress testing to show that the compilation time is less
than a second, even for extremely large kernels (311 ms for 390 nodes). (§9.4)

2 BACKGROUND
We first provide the necessary background about tensor compilers and tensor accelerators to
facilitate a more formal problem formulation (§3) and our solution (§4-§6) in subsequent sections.

2.1 Tensors and computation representations in tensor compilers
Tensors are 𝑛-dimensional objects (generalization of 0-dimensional scalars, 1-dimensional vectors,
and 2-dimensional matrices) that are usually represented as multi-dimensional arrays. A tensor of
tensor-type E[𝑆] has a shape 𝑆 with elements of scalar basetype E ∈ E. Shape 𝑆 is represented as a
tuple of integers, each representing the dimension size. E is a set of basetypes such as uint8 (u8),
int32 (i32), float32 (f32), bfloat16 (bf16). A tensor value has a fixed tensor-type with fixed data for
each of its elements. A tensor variable has a fixed tensor-type but can hold variable data at runtime.

transpose[2,1]
bf16[64, 64]

Q
bf16[64,64]

K
bf16[64,64]

V
bf16[64,64]

dot
bf16[64, 64]

exp
bf16[64, 64]

reduce2
bf16[64, 1]

broadcast2
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dot
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Fig. 2. Self-attention kernels in Trans-
former models like BERT [19] use
QKV computation softmax(𝑄 ·𝐾𝑇 ) ·𝑉
over 4-dimensional tensors. For illus-
tration purposes, we assume a single-
batch single-head QKV computation
𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 over bf16[64, 64] tensors.

Tensor Operators. Tensor compilers such as XLA [18] and
TorchInductor [6] manipulate tensors as first-class objects us-
ing tensor operators. These operators are usually tensor-type
agnostic and are parameterized by various operator parameters.
Together, we call these as operator attributes. For example, con-
sider XLA’s slice(𝑥, 𝑠, 𝑒, 𝑝) operator that extracts a sub-tensor
from the input tensor 𝑥 of any tensor type, starting at indices
𝑠 , ending at indices 𝑒 , with a stride of 𝑝 . The tensor type of 𝑥 ,
𝑠, 𝑒, 𝑝 are operator attributes of slice. We call tensor operators
parameterized by these attributes as abstract tensor operators.
Table 1 briefly describes the tensor operators used in the paper
based on the XLA compiler’s High-Level Operator (HLO) IR.
Visualizations of these operators are present in Appendix A,
with detailed operational semantics documented in [53, 64].

During the compilation of a given model, all operator at-
tributes are instantiated. We call such instantiated tensor oper-
ators as concrete tensor operators, which take tensor variables as
input and produce a tensor variable as output. Consider an abstract tensor operator 𝑓 instantiated
with attributes 𝐴, producing a concrete tensor operator 𝑓𝐴. It takes 𝑛 tensor variables 𝑋 = (𝑥𝑖 |𝑛𝑖=1)
as input and computes a tensor variable 𝑦 as output, i.e., 𝑦 = 𝑓𝐴 (𝑥1, . . . 𝑥𝑛), or in short, 𝑓𝐴 (𝑋 ).
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Tensor Operator Concretizing Attributes Description
𝑦 = slice[𝑠 :𝑒 ] (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑠, 𝑒 Read sub-tensor 𝑥 [𝑠:𝑒]

𝑦 = upslice[𝑠 :𝑒 ] (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), 𝑠, 𝑒 Update sub-tensor 𝑥1 [𝑠 :𝑒] = 𝑥2
𝑦 = concat𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), type(𝑥2), 𝑑𝑖𝑚 Concatenate 𝑥1, 𝑥2 across dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reshape(𝑥) type(𝑥), type(𝑦) Reshape from type(𝑥) to type(𝑦)
𝑦 = bitcvt(𝑥) type(𝑥), type(𝑦) Bitcast conversion between basetypes

𝑦 = broadcast𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Broadcast over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reduce𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Reduce-sum over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚

𝑦 = transpose[𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 ] (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Permute the dimension order to 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠

𝑦 = dot(𝑐1,𝑐2 ) (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), type(𝑥2), 𝑐1, 𝑐2
Dot product of 𝑥1, 𝑥2 over

contracting dimensions 𝑐1, 𝑐2
𝑦 = exp(𝑥) type(𝑥) Element-wise exponential

𝑦 = div(𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1) Element-wise divide
𝑦 = copy(𝑥) type(𝑥) Identical copy

Table 1. Brief descriptions of tensor operators discussed in the paper (more details in Appendix A, [53, 64]).
type(𝑥) refers to the tensor-type of tensor variable 𝑥 . 𝑑𝑖𝑚 represents the dimension number (starting from 1).
We use NumPy-like slice notation 𝑥 [𝑠1:𝑒1, 𝑠2:𝑒2, . . . ] and ignore type-based attributes in visualizations.

Tensor Computation Graphs. Tensor compilers internally represent computations as a se-
quence of tensor operators organized as a tensor computation graph. More formally, a tensor

computation graph is a directed acyclic graph with tensor operators as nodes and operands as
edges. The edges establish the data dependencies between different tensor operators. For example,
consider a simplified tensor computation graph for attention computation, which is prevalent in
many transformer [72] topologies, shown in Fig. 2. A tensor computation graph can be either
concrete or abstract, depending on whether the operators within it are concrete or abstract. Unless
specified otherwise, a tensor computation graph is considered concrete.
Tensor Rewrites. A tensor rewrite 𝑃𝑙 → 𝑃𝑟 is a semantic-preserving rule that substitutes a

tensor computation subgraph 𝑃𝑙 with another subgraph 𝑃𝑟 , under certain preconditions on the
operator attributes. Prior works [8, 36, 44, 74] have proposed rewrite rule verification systems.

Foundational Axioms (R). XLA compiler uses 175+ rewrite rules, with 115 of these verified to
full generality by TensorRight [8]. In our work, we adopt these rewrite rules, denoted as R, as foun-
dational axioms of the IR. One such rewrite rule is slice[𝑠1:𝑒1 ] (slice[𝑠2:𝑒2 ] (𝑥)) → slice[𝑠1+𝑠2:𝑒1+𝑠2 ] (𝑥).

Semantic Equivalence (≡R). Tensor computation graphs𝐺1 and𝐺2 are said to be semantically
equivalent, denoted as 𝐺1 ≡R 𝐺2, if 𝐺1 can be transformed into 𝐺2 by applying rewrite rules in R.
2.2 Tensor Accelerators
Tensor accelerators (a.k.a. neural processing units) are a class of hardware accelerators optimized
for tensor computations using different microarchitectural innovations such as systolic array-
based executions. Many such accelerators have been proposed with different capabilities and
programmabilities. Some accelerators have programmable dataflows [26, 41, 57], while others are
fixed [14, 17, 21, 39, 78]. They have diverse functional units such as matrix transpositions [38],
matrix reshaping units, etc., with novel innovations such as intelligent on-chip routing [69].
Amongst this diversity, we notice two key features which we utilize in this work. First, from a

compiler backend’s point-of-view, for generating sound code, it is sufficient to focus just on the
ISA’s functionality without explicitly modeling micro-architectural implementations. Second, most
of these accelerators support coarse-grained instructions that work with 1-D, 2-D, or 3-D tensors
as input (e.g., matrix multiplication instructions). This enables us to model the ISA semantics at a
higher level compared to more general-purpose ISAs such as CPUs.
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2.3 Term Rewriting using Equality Saturation
The classical approach of term rewriting [9] is destructive, making optimizations sensitive to the
order in which rewrites are applied. This is the well-known “phase-ordering” problem [73]. Equality
saturation [66] uses e-graphs to overcome this phase-ordering problem by simultaneously applying
rewrite rules. E-graphs can compactly represent equivalence relations over terms. An e-graph is a
set of equivalence classes (e-classes), each of which is a set of equivalent nodes (e-nodes).

The equality saturation workflow consists of three stages: initialization, exploration, and extrac-
tion. First, the initial e-graph is created from the input term. Next, the exploration stage applies
rewrite rules until saturation is reached (i.e., applying rewrites does not add any new information)
or until a timeout is reached. Finally, the optimal term is extracted from the e-graph.
3 PROBLEM FORMULATION
In this section, we formalize the problem statement of a compiler backend generator that generates
sound and complete compiler backends from just the accelerator ISA description.
First, we formalize the ISA description (§3.1-§3.3) of a tensor accelerator built on top of the

existing formal models [8, 36, 44, 74] of tensors and tensor operators (§2.1). This formalism is
driven by the key observation (as discussed in §2.2) that tensor accelerators support coarse-grained
instructions that work on multi-dimensional data (commonly represented as tensors). Therefore,
we use compositions of tensor operators (Table 1) to model the semantics of their instruction sets.
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first formulation of tensor accelerator ISA descriptions.

Then, we formally define the equivalence condition (§3.4) between a tensor computation graph
(IR) and an accelerator-specific assembly code. We use this equivalence to define the soundness
and completeness of a given compiler backend, thereby completing the problem formulation (§3.5)
of a compiler backend generator that addresses the challenges and goals mentioned in §1.2.

Main
Scratchpad (d1)

128 rows of
bf16[64]

DMA
Engine

1 MB of Global Memory (d0)

GeMM
64 × 64

Intermediate
Bu�er (d2)

64 rows of
bf16[64]

So�max
Activation

(a)

Instruction Description
load_rm 𝑦 = bitcvt(reshape(𝑥1))
load_cm 𝑦 = transpose(bitcvt(reshape(𝑥1)))
store_rm 𝑦 = reshape(bitcvt(𝑥1))
store_cm 𝑦 = transpose(reshape(bitcvt(𝑥1)))
mov 𝑦 = copy(𝑥1)
gemm 𝑦 = dot(𝑥1, 𝑥2)

softmax
𝑦 = div(exp(𝑥1),

broadcast(reduce(exp(𝑥1))))
(b)

Fig. 3. Running example. (a) High-level accelerator design for a hypothetical QKV accelerator 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 . (b) Brief
description of its instruction set Θ𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 . Tensor variables are colored based on their storage unit (𝑑0, 𝑑1, 𝑑2).

3.1 Tensor Accelerator ISA Description ISA𝐻

A tensor accelerator ISA description comprises (1) the user-programmable storage units (collectively
termed data model) like scratchpads, and (2) a set of instructions that perform computations like
data movement and compute instructions on the storage units. This is analogous to the x86 ISA
description comprising a data model (registers, memory) and an instruction set (add, sub,mov, etc.).
These storage units store the input, output, and intermediate variables. Similarly, the storage units
in tensor accelerators store the intermediate tensor data and often have multi-dimensional shapes.

Running example. For illustration purposes, let’s consider a hypothetical QKV accelerator 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉
(Fig. 3 (a)) that supports the simple QKV kernel 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 2). The accelerator has two on-chip
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storage units – a 16 KB scratchpad and an 8 KB intermediate buffer, and access to global memory
via a DMA engine. It has two compute units – a general matrix multiply (gemm) unit and a softmax
activation unit. It supports five data movement and two compute instructions listed in Fig. 3 (b).
The gemm unit can be implemented as a 2-D systolic array with output or weight stationary
dataflow like Gemmini [26], or more complex designs like MAERI [41] & FEATHER [69]. We use
this hypothetical accelerator 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 as our running example for the rest of the paper.
3.2 Data Model D𝐻

The user-programmable storage units, like scratchpads on an accelerator, can be abstractly repre-
sented as tensor buffers. A tensor buffer is a tensor with a subset of dimensions representing access

dimensions and the remaining dimensions representing the granularity of data access. Accelerator
instructions modify sub-tensors of these tensor buffers, called data slices. We assume that an accel-
erator has a byte-addressable 1-D global memory (HBM) that is accessible by the host processor
and is denoted 𝑑0. Next, we formally define these terms using tensor notations discussed in §2.

Def 3.1. A tensor buffer 𝑑 of type (𝑆0,E[𝑆1]) is a multi-dimensional storage unit of shape 𝑆0 with

elements of uniform tensor-type E[𝑆1], which can be used to store tensor data. 𝑆0 represents access
dimensions and E[𝑆1] is the granularity of data access. In other words, 𝑑 can be thought of as a tensor

of type E[𝑆0, 𝑆1] with first dim(𝑆0) dimensions as access dimensions.

Def 3.2. A data slice 𝑑 [𝐼𝑠 :𝐼𝑒 ] of tensor buffer 𝑑 is a tensor of type E[(𝐼𝑒−𝐼𝑠 ), 𝑆1] where 𝐼𝑠 , 𝐼𝑒 ∈ N |𝑆0 |
0

and 𝐼𝑠 < 𝐼𝑒 ≤ 𝑆0. 𝐼𝑠 and 𝐼𝑒 are the start (inclusive) and end (exclusive) addresses of the data slice under
zero-based multi-dimensional addressing.

Def 3.3. Amemory state𝑀 = (𝑑0, 𝑑1, . . . ) is a tuple of tensors, one for each tensor buffer.

Tensor buffer representations for user-programmable storage units of 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 are annotated in Fig. 3.
The 16 KB scratchpad (𝑑1) consists of 128 rows of 64-length bf16 vectors. Instructions read and/or
modify the scratchpad at a row granularity. Thus, it is represented as 𝑑1 = (128, bf16[64]).
3.3 Instruction Set Θ𝐻

The instruction set Θ𝐻 is a set of abstract instructions that modify the tensor buffers in D𝐻 and are
parameterized by instruction attributes. This is analogous to x86 instructions, such asmov and add,
which modify registers or memory and are parameterized by immediate values, register names, and
memory addresses. A concrete instruction is an instantiation of an abstract instruction with specific
values for the instruction attributes. The concrete instructions are deterministic modifications of
the tensor buffers. Fig. 3 (b) briefly describes the instruction set Θ𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 of 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 .

Let’s consider the abstract instruction load_rm inΘ𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 that is parameterized by three attributes:
n ∈ [1, 128], addrin ∈ [0, 220), and addrout ∈ [0, 128). It is a data movement instruction that loads n
rows of data (128 × n bytes) from the HBM (𝑑0) starting at address addrin, to the main scratchpad
(𝑑1) starting at row addrout. The concrete instruction load_rm(n = 4, addrin = 0, addrout = 2) is
an instantiation of load_rm and reads 512 bytes from data slice 𝑑0 [0:512] of tensor-type u8[512],
to data slice 𝑑1 [2:6] of tensor-type bf16[4, 64]. Each bf16 value (2 bytes) is a bitwise cast of 2
contiguous u8 values (1 byte each). This transformation can be represented as a concrete tensor
computation from u8[512] to bf16[4, 64] using tensor operators described in Table 1.
More generally, instruction semantics of load_rm can be represented as an abstract tensor

computation 𝑦 = bitcvt(reshape(𝑥1)) with the input and output tensor as data slices of 𝑑0 and 𝑑1,
respectively. The addresses of these data slices are a function of attributes addrin and addrout, and
the number of rows loaded is a function of the attribute n. We classify the attributes into two sets
𝛼 = {n} and 𝛽 = {addrin, addrout}, termed computational and addressing attributes, respectively.
Using these observations, we define a generalized representation for instruction set semantics.
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slice[0:512]
u8[512]

d2
bf16[64,64]

d1
bf16[128,64]

d0
u8[220]

reshape
u8[4,64,2]

bitcvt
bf16[4,64]

copy
bf16[64,64]

upslice[2:6,:]
bf16[128,64]

copy

u8[220]

M'

M

12

Fig. 4. Execution of concrete instruction
load_rm(n = 4, addrin = 0, addrout = 2)
as a concrete tensor computation graph.

Generalized representation for instruction set semantics.

An abstract instruction is parameterized by two sets of
integer attributes 𝛼 and 𝛽 . Its semantics are represented as
(1) an abstract tensor computation concretized by a set of
computational attributes 𝜶 , where (2) the data slices for the
input and output tensors of the abstract tensor computation
lie on the tensor buffers, and the data slice addresses are
parameterized by a set of addressing attributes 𝜷 .

Kernel programming languages like Exo [31] model cus-
tom hardware instructions under similar assumptions, al-
beit defining semantics using scalar operators and Python-
like syntax. Intuitively, we can represent scalar pseudocode
descriptions with FOR and IF statements (like Intel Intrin-
sics Guide [33]) using element-wise tensor operators (since
scalars are 0-D tensors) with while and select operators.
We provide more detailed reasoning on generality in Appendix B. Fig. 15 shows that we can com-
pactly represent real-world complex instruction semantics like Intel AMX instruction tdpbusd [33].

Next, we formally define this generalized representation using notations defined previously.
Def 3.4. An abstract instruction 𝜃 ∈ Θ𝐻 which reads 𝑛𝜃 tensors located at 𝑑

(𝑖 )
𝜃

[𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 :𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑒 ] |𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1 and

modifies a tensor located at 𝑑
(0)
𝜃

[𝐼 (0)𝑠 :𝐼 (0)𝑒 ], is represented using an abstract tensor computation 𝑔𝜃

concretized by the set of computational attributes 𝛼 , (𝑛𝜃 + 1) data slice addresses ℎ (𝑖 )
𝜃

|𝑛𝜃
𝑖=0 over the set

of addressing attributes 𝛽 and a validity constraint 𝑒𝜃 over the set of attributes 𝛼 and 𝛽 .

Def 3.5. A concrete instruction 𝜃𝛼,𝛽 represents a valid modification if 𝑒𝜃 (𝛼, 𝛽) is true. It reads
data slices 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑑

(𝑖 )
𝜃

[𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 :𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑒 ] |𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1 and modifies data slice 𝑦 = 𝑑

(0)
𝜃

[𝐼 (0)𝑠 :𝐼 (0)𝑒 ] with the corresponding

concrete tensor computation 𝑦 = 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 |𝑛𝜃𝑖=1), where 𝑓 = 𝑔𝜃 (𝛼) and ∀𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑛𝜃 ] (𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼
(𝑖 )
𝑒 ) = ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃
(𝛽).

Def 3.6. Execution E(𝜃𝛼,𝛽 ) of a concrete instruction 𝜃𝛼,𝛽 is a concrete tensor computation (over a

tuple of tensors) that updates the memory state𝑀 = (𝑑0, 𝑑1, . . . ) to𝑀 ′ = (𝑑 ′0, 𝑑 ′1, . . . ) where

𝑑 ′𝑖 =


upslice[ℎ (0)

𝜃
(𝛽 ) ]

(
𝑑
(0)
𝜃
, 𝑔𝜃 (𝛼)

(
slice[ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃
(𝛽 ) ] (𝑑

(𝑖 )
𝜃

)
����𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1

))
for 𝑑𝑖 = 𝑑

(0)
𝜃

(𝑑𝑖 is the output buffer)

copy(𝑑𝑖 ) for 𝑑𝑖 ≠ 𝑑
(0)
𝜃

(rest are not modified)

Here, upslice, slice, & copy are tensor operators described in Table 1 and visualized in Appendix A.
Let’s revisit the concrete instruction load_rm(n = 4, addrin = 0, addrout = 2) that loads 512

bytes from 𝑑0 [0:512] to 𝑑1 [2:6]. Fig. 4 visualizes its execution E, where the orange nodes represent
𝑔load_rm (n = 4) with input and output tensor-types u8[512] and bf16[4, 64], respectively. The data
slice addresses for the input and output tensors, i.e., the operator attributes to slice and upslice, are
ℎ
(1)
load_rm (addrin=0, addrout=2) = (0, 512) and ℎ (0)load_rm (addrin=0, addrout=2) = (2, 6), respectively.

3.4 Semantic Equivalence of Tensor Computation Graph and Compiled Assembly Code
An assembly code ASM𝐻 for a tensor accelerator𝐻 consists of a stream of concrete instructions and
a constant tensor. This is analogous to x86 assembly code with code and data sections, respectively.

Semantic equivalence of a compiled assembly code and a tensor computation graph 𝐺 is defined
over the output generated by the sequential execution of the concrete instructions and the golden
output 𝐺 (𝑋 ) computed by 𝐺 for a given input tensors 𝑋 . Since the multi-dimensional input and
output tensors of 𝐺 are stored on the HBM, which is a 1-D byte-addressable memory, we define a
byte-encoding for tensors called byte-flatten or bflat, in short.
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Fig. 5. Visualization of ≡𝐻R .𝑀 and 𝑋 are the inputs
to the tensor computations. The leaf nodes repre-
sent the LHS and RHS of the semantic equivalence.

Def 3.7 (bflat). The byte-flattening operator

bflat converts a tensor 𝑡 of tensor-type E[𝑆] to a 1-
D tensor bflat(𝑡), which has the type u8[mem(𝑡)],
where mem(𝑡) = mem(E) × ∏

𝑆 and mem(E) is
the memory size (in bytes) of scalar basetype E.

Let’s define the semantic equivalence intuitively
as a sequence of events – (1) initialization of HBM
with byte-flattened input tensors and the compile-
time constant tensor in the assembly code, and (2)
sequential execution of the concrete instructions
in the assembly code based on the ISA description.
The compiled assembly code is said to be seman-
tically equivalent to the input graph 𝐺 if, for all
input tensors 𝑋 , HBM holds the byte-flattened in-
put tensors 𝑋 and output tensor 𝐺 (𝑋 ).

Next, we formalize this sequence of events as a
transformation Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 of ASM𝐻

𝐺
and the expected

state of HBM as a transformation Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 of 𝐺 .
Def 3.8 (𝚲𝑳𝑯𝑺 ). Given an assembly code ASM𝐻

𝐺
= ((𝜃𝑖 (𝛼𝑖 , 𝛽𝑖 ) |𝑁𝑖=1, 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡), Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻

𝐺
) is a

concrete tensor computation over memory state 𝑀 = (𝑑0, 𝑑1, . . . ) and input tensors 𝑋 . The memory

state after initialization of HBM is 𝑀0 = (upslice(𝑑0, concat1 (bflat(𝑋 ), bflat(𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑠𝑡))), 𝑑1, . . . ). The
final memory state is𝑀𝑁 = E(𝜃𝑁 (𝛼𝑁 , 𝛽𝑁 ))◦· · ·◦E(𝜃0 (𝛼0, 𝛽0)) (𝑀0) with first𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑢𝑡 (=𝑚𝑒𝑚(𝑋 )+
𝑚𝑒𝑚(𝐺 (𝑋 ))) bytes of the final HBM (𝑀𝑁 [0]) relevant for semantic equivalence definition.

Finally, Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻
𝐺
) (𝑀,𝑋 ) = slice[0:𝑚𝑒𝑚𝑜𝑢𝑡 ] (𝑀𝑁 [0]).

Def 3.9 (𝚲𝑹𝑯𝑺 ). Given an input graph 𝐺 , Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 (𝐺) (𝑀,𝑋 ) = concat1 (bflat(𝑋 ), bflat(𝐺 (𝑋 )).
Finally, we define the semantic equivalence using these transformations.

Def 3.10 (≡𝑯
R
). Given the foundational axioms R of the IR (see §2.1) and the ISA description ISA𝐻 ,

the semantic equivalence ≡𝐻R is defined as: ASM𝐻
𝐺
≡𝐻R 𝐺 ⇐⇒ Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻

𝐺
) ≡R Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 (𝐺), where

≡R is the semantic equivalence defined in §2.1. Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 and Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 are visualized in Fig. 5.

3.5 Compiler Backend Generator
We now formally define the soundness and completeness of a compiler backend based on the
formalisms introduced so far. A compiler backend Compiler𝐻 consumes a tensor computation
graph 𝐺 and either emits an assembly code or returns FAIL, denoting a compilation error.

Intuitively, a compiler backend is said to be sound if, upon successful compilation, the assembly
code is correct, i.e., semantically equivalent to the input graph. Note that a compiler backend that
always fails to generate compiled code is trivially sound. A compiler backend is said to be complete
if the compilation is successful for all input graphs that have an equivalent assembly code.

Def 3.11 (Soundness). A compiler backend Compiler𝐻 is said to be sound iff

∀𝐺, Compiler𝐻 (𝐺) ≠ FAIL =⇒ Compiler𝐻 (𝐺) ≡𝐻R 𝐺
Def 3.12 (Completeness). A compiler backend Compiler𝐻 is said to be complete iff

∀𝐺, ∃ASM𝐻
𝐺 ≡𝐻R 𝐺 =⇒ Compiler𝐻 (𝐺) ≠ FAIL

We solve for compiler backend generator CompGen such that
∀ISA𝐻 , CompGen(ISA𝐻 ) is sound and complete.
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4 OVERVIEW OF COMPILER BACKEND GENERATOR ACT
We present a compiler backend generator - Act, Accelerator Compiler Toolkit, that generates a
sound and complete compiler backend from a given tensor accelerator ISA description. The key
contribution of this work is a novel compilation algorithm parameterized by formal ISA constructs
(D𝐻 [𝑑𝑖 ],Θ𝐻 [𝑔𝜃 , ℎ𝜃 , 𝑒𝜃 ]) defined in §3. We outline the compiler backend generation process based
on this parameterized algorithm in §4.1, and the high-level modular design of the algorithm in §4.2.
4.1 Overview of the Compiler Backend Generation Process
The design of Act is guided by a theory-first philosophy, drawing inspiration from classic compiler
component generators such as Flex [22] (for lexical analysis) and Yacc [37]/Bison [58] (for parsing).
These tools consist of a core theoretical algorithm, such as NFA-to-DFA construction (Dragon
Book [5] Chapter 3) in Flex or LALR(1) table generation (Dragon Book [5] Chapter 4) in Bison, that is
generalized for a class of input grammars. This core algorithm is implemented as a generic skeleton
and grammar-parameterized templates. For a given grammar, these templates are specialized to
generate grammar-specific lexers and parsers. Table 2 summarizes this design methodology.
Similarly, Act consists of a novel compilation algorithm parameterized by formal constructs

defined in §3. We discuss this parameterized algorithm in §5-§7. This is implemented as a generic
compiler backend with pure virtual functions and symbolic templates based on ISA constructs.
At compiler backend generation time, a user specifies an accelerator ISA using a Python-based
API that mirrors the formal ISA constructs. Act processes this ISA description to instantiate a
specialized compiler backend by filling in the symbolic templates with ISA-specific details. This
generation process is visualized in Fig. 6. Note that a user only needs to provide an ISA description,
rather than embedding ISA-specific logic in the compiler. This significantly reduces the engineering
effort required to develop and maintain compiler backends for new accelerator ISAs.

User-provided
ISA Description

ᴀᴄᴛ-generated
Compiler Backend

Symbolic ISA
Templates

Template
Specializer

Generic Compiler
Backend

           = ISA Independent
  

 = ISA Specific

ᴀᴄᴛ Implementation

Python API
(Fig. 7)

Fig. 6. Overview of Act’s compiler backend generation process. The orange region shows the implementation
of the parameterized algorithm as a generic compiler backend (with missing holes) and symbolic ISA templates.
At generation-time, these symbolic templates are specialized using the user-provided ISA description.

Flex [22] Bison [58] Act (Our work)
User-provided input Regular expressions Context-free grammar ISA description
Generated output Lexer/Scanner LALR(1) Parser Compiler backend
Core Parameterized NFA-to-DFA LALR(1) table §5-§7, parameterized
Algorithm (Theory) construction [5] generation [5] by ISA constructs (§3)

Generic Generic table-driven Generic shift-reduce Generic backend with
Skeleton scanning loop parser loop pure virtual functions

Specialized DFA Transition table ACTION/GOTO tables Rewrites & overriden
Templates with accept states with lookahead sets virtual functions

Specialization GNU M4 GNU M4 Python-based
Approach Macro processor Macro processor Regex processor

Table 2. Template-driven compiler component generators based on a parameterized algorithm.
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1 qkv = Accelerator("QKV")
2
3 qkv.set_hbm("d0", size="1MB") # u8 [2^20]
4 qkv.add_data_model("d1", S0=[128] , S1=[64], E="bf16") # bf16 [128 ,64]
5 qkv.add_data_model("d2", S0=[64], S1=[64], E="bf16") # bf16 [64 ,64]
6
7 instr = qkv.add_instr(name="load_rm", alpha=["n"], beta=["addr_in", "addr_out"])
8 instr.set_inputs ([["d0", start=["addr_in"], len=["n * 128"]]]) # u8[n*128]
9 instr.set_output (["d1", start=["addr_out"], len=["n"]]) # bf16[n,64]
10 instr.set_constraints (["n <= 128"])
11 instr.set_abstract_computation("""
12 ENTRY load_rm {
13 x1 = u8[`n * 128`] parameter (0);
14 a = u8[`n`, 64, 2] reshape(x1);
15 ROOT y = bf16[`n`, 64] bitcast_convert(a);
16 }
17 """) # y = bitcvt(reshape(x1)) represented using XLA -HLO syntax

Fig. 7. Snippet of Python-based ISA description of 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 consumed by the compiler backend generator Act.

Fig. 7 shows a snippet of the ISA description for 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 using Act’s Python API, defining the
data model 𝑑𝑖 (lines 3-5), and semantics (𝑔𝜃 , ℎ𝜃 , 𝑒𝜃 ) of the abstract instruction load_rm (lines 7-17).
Act converts this information into rewrite rules and preconditions for use in equality saturation
(more details in §5). It also generates implementations of abstract methods such as get_h0() and
get_e() from symbolic templates, allowing constraint problem formulation (more details in §6) to
operate purely through the formalisms defined in §3, without any hardcoded ISA assumptions. This
separation ensures that compiler backends are derived systematically from just the ISA description.
4.2 Overview of the ISA-parameterized Compilation Algorithm

Explored
E-Graph

Initial
E-Graph

Tensor
Kernel

E-Graph
Initializer

(§5.1)

E-Graph
Explorer

(§5.2)

§5.4

pii
Graph

Graph
Extractor

(§5.3)

pii
Stream

Topological
Ordering

(§6.1)

Constraint
Problem

SAT
Solution

§6.3

CP-SAT
Solver

Code
Emitter
(§6.3)

Assembly
Code

Phase 1: Instruction Selection using Equality Saturation (§5)

Phase 2: Memory Allocation Using Constraint Programming (§6)

§4.2.3

Constraint
Generator

(§6.2)

Fig. 8. Overview of Act’s parameterized compilation algorithm. Blue modules are generated by Act from an
accelerator ISA description (generation process in Fig. 6). The purple module is an external tool. The red edges
represent the fallback mechanisms designed for completeness guarantee (§7) and enumeration pipeline (§8).

The Act algorithm is designed as a modular pipeline, with each module focusing on a specific
aspect of the compilation algorithm (see Fig. 8). The algorithms for each module are parameterized

by the ISA description. In §5 and §6, we describe the algorithms for these modules using ISA
formalisms defined in §3. In §7, we prove the soundness and completeness of the Act algorithm.
We use the step-wise lowering of𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 2) for ISA𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 3) as an illustrative example. In
this paper, we focus on the novel features and relevant lemmas of Act that address the challenges
and goals mentioned in §1.2, leaving detailed discussions and proofs to Appendix C and D.

Next, we provide a high-level structure of the compilation algorithm visualized in Fig. 8.
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The compiler backend Compiler𝐻 compiles a tensor computation graph𝐺 into an accelerator-
specific assembly code ASM𝐻

𝐺
. An accelerator-specific assembly code ASM𝐻

𝐺
consists of concrete

accelerator instructions, i.e., abstract instructions in ISA(𝐻 ) with initialized integer attributes 𝛼
and 𝛽 (as defined in §3.1). The compilation pipeline is divided into two phases - (1) initializing 𝛼 ,
analogous to instruction selection, and (2) initializing 𝛽 , analogous to memory allocation.
4.2.1 Instruction Selection. The first phase of Compiler𝐻 consumes the input graph and generates
a directed acyclic graph of partially instantiated accelerator instructions, also called a pii graph. A
partially instantiated accelerator instruction is an abstract accelerator instruction with 𝛼 initialized,
i.e., of form 𝜃𝛼,?. The first phase focuses on exploring semantically equivalent instruction selection
opportunities. This is analogous to the Instruction Selection pass in compiler backends for commod-
ity hardware. The phase is formulated as an equality saturation problem and utilizes an existing
equality saturation engine (like egg [76]) to perform graph-level semantically-preserving substi-
tutions. Act automatically generates the three modules required for equality saturation – e-graph

initializer, rewrite applier, and graph extractor – from the accelerator ISA description.

4.2.2 Memory Allocation. The second phase of Compiler𝐻 consumes the generated pii graph and
generates the final assembly code. This phase focuses on initializing 𝛽 , i.e., assigning addresses to
the unmapped slices in the pii graph. This is analogous to the Register Allocation pass in compiler
backends for commodity hardware. The phase adheres to three constraints – (1) maintain the
instruction ordering, (2) assign non-overlapping address ranges to slices with overlapping live
ranges, and (3) the mapped slices correspond to valid instruction attributes (𝛼, 𝛽). These constraints
are formulated as a constraint satisfaction problem over integers and then passed to an existing
CP-SAT solver library (like Google OR-Tools [1]). The output of the constraint solver for a given
ordering of pii graph is then used to emit the final assembly code. Act automatically generates the

three modules required for constraint satisfaction – topological numbering generator, integer constraint

generator, and code emitter – from the accelerator ISA description.

4.2.3 Inter-phase fallback mechanism. Unlike commodity hardware, accelerator designs have
constraints not captured during instruction selection, like the constraints on the buffer mapping,
lack of spill-reload instructions for some buffers, etc. Therefore, the second phase may fail to find a
valid solution for a given pii graph. Compiler𝐻 has a fallback mechanism to give control back to the
first phase if the second phase fails. The first phase then extracts a different pii graph or performs
another iteration of rewrites. This inter-phase fallback mechanism, along with intra-phase fallback
mechanisms, discussed later in §5.4 and §6.4, play an important role in guaranteeing completeness.
These fallback mechanisms are also used in the enumeration pipeline discussed in §8 (Fig. 14).
5 PHASE 1: TENSOR INSTRUCTION SELECTION USING EQUALITY SATURATION
We formulate the tensor instruction selection problem as a search problem over the space of
equivalent tensor computation graphs. We use e-graphs [66] to compactly represent this space of
equivalent tensor computation graphs and enable efficient exploration for instruction selection.
Key novel features of the first phase are (1) leveraging the ISA formalized in terms of existing

tensor operators to generate IR-to-ISA rewrite rules (§5.2.2), (2) modeling identity instructions
(§5.2.3) to support tiling and padding, and (3) a novel graph extraction algorithm that detects
compile-time constants (§5.3) and enumerates all equivalent pii graphs (§5.4).
5.1 Module 1: E-Graph Initializer
In our work, an e-graph is a directed graph where each e-node is a concrete tensor operator or
a partially instantiated instruction (pii). An e-class is a set of e-nodes representing semantically
equivalent computations rooted at the e-nodes. By design, each e-node is associated with a tensor
buffer (if it is a pii 𝜃𝛼,?) based on the output tensor buffer of the instruction (𝑑 (0)

𝜃
in Def. 3.4) or none
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(if it is a concrete tensor operator). The e-graph is initialized with the input tensor computation
graph𝐺 with byte-flattened input and output tensors. The leaf e-nodes are assigned to the tensor
buffer 𝑑0, which represents the HBM. Fig. 9 (a) shows the initial e-graph for 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 2) without
expanding the sub-graph of 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 . Note that bflat(𝑡) = reshape(bitcvt(𝑡)) for E = bfloat16.
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Fig. 9. (a) The initial e-graph for 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 [after Module 1]. 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 2) is not expanded here for compactness.
Note that the edges are now flipped with the output tensor as the root of the e-graph. (b) Snippet of explored
e-graph after applying rewrite rules on the initial e-graph [after Module 2]. Entire e-graph is in Appendix C.

5.2 Module 2: Rewrite Applier
The second module specifies the rewrite rules used in the exploration stage of equality saturation.
The rewrite rules can be broadly categorized into: (1) subset of existing IR-to-IR rewrite rules
tailored to the accelerator ISA description (§5.2.1), (2) new IR-to-ISA rewrite rules generated from
the accelerator ISA description (§5.2.2), and (3) rewrite rules based on identity instructions, i.e.,
accelerator instructions that do not modify the memory state (§5.2.3).
5.2.1 IR-to-IR rewrite rules tailored to the accelerator ISA description. Act uses the existing IR-to-IR
rewrite rules (foundational axioms R of the IR discussed in §2.1) to explore the space of equivalent
tensor computation graphs. It only considers rewrite rules over tensor operators appearing in the
abstract tensor computations (𝑔𝜃 ). This filtering process is discussed in more detail in Appendix C.
5.2.2 IR-to-ISA rewrite rules. At generation-time, Act generates new rewrite rules by reversing
the instruction semantics. These IR-to-ISA rewrite rules create new pii nodes in the e-graph. For
instruction 𝜃 , Act generates the rewrite rule 𝑔𝜃 → 𝜃 that substitutes a concrete tensor computation
𝑔𝜃 (𝛼) with pii 𝜃𝛼,? under the precondition ∃𝛽 such that 𝑒𝜃 (𝛼, 𝛽) is true. For example, rewrite rule
bitcvt(reshape(𝑥)) → load_rm(𝑥) is generated from lines 11-17 of Fig. 7. Fig. 9 (b) shows a snippet
of the explored e-graph of Fig. 9 (a) with new pii nodes colored as blue (𝑑1) and green (𝑑2).
5.2.3 Identity instructions. We model identity instructions slice𝐻 and concat𝐻 that do not modify
the memory state. These are semantically equivalent to the tensor operators slice and concat but
are represented as pii nodes in the e-graph. These instructions are used to generate data slices of
all sizes and are useful for tiling and padding tensor variables to match the instruction constraints.
5.3 Module 3: Graph Extractor
The third module performs the extraction stage of equality saturation. It traverses the e-graph
explored by the second module and extracts directed acyclic graphs of piis (referred to as pii graphs).
First, a bottom-up traversal (from leaf e-classes) is performed to detect e-classes representing

compile-time constants. The leaf e-nodes of flattened input tensor variables are marked as non-
constant, and leaf e-nodes of tensor operators like constant and eye are marked as constant. An
e-class is marked as constant if any one of the e-nodes has all its outgoing edges marked as constant.
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Then, a top-down traversal is performed to extract the pii graphs. The traversal starts at the root
e-class and terminates at the leaf e-classes. It is guided by the tensor buffers (𝑑 (𝑖 )

𝜃
|𝑛𝜃
𝑖=0) defined in

instruction semantics (Def. 3.4). Given an e-class and a def node (𝜃𝑑 ), the traversal selects a use
node (𝜃𝑢 ) such that its output tensor buffer (𝑑 (0)

𝜃𝑢
) is same as the input tensor buffer (𝑑 (𝑖 )

𝜃𝑑
) of the

def node. For example, load_cm64,? is the use node selected for def node gemm in Fig. 9 (b) since
𝑑
(0)
load_cm = 𝑑1 = 𝑑

(2)
gemm. The traversal terminates upon reaching a flattened input tensor variable or

a constant e-class. Detailed pseudocode for the above algorithm is present in Appendix C.
Fig. 10 (a) shows an extracted pii graph from the explored e-graph of𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 . In §9.2, we present a

case study to show that detecting compile-time constant tensors increases compilation coverage.
5.4 Intra-phase fallback mechanism: Enumerating all equivalent pii graphs
The exploration and extraction stages of equality saturation may not terminate for all input graphs.
The exploration stage iteratively applies the rewrite rules but may not reach saturation for all input
graphs. The explored e-graph may have loops, and infinite equivalent pii graphs may exist. We use
a bounded approach of graph extraction to enumerate equivalent pii graphs. The approach is based
on increasing the maximum node limit 𝑁max for the extraction stage with the iteration count 𝑘 of
the exploration stage, i.e., 𝑁max = Γ(𝑘) where Γ is a strictly monotonically increasing function of 𝑘
(e.g., Γ(𝑘) = 2𝑘 ). For every value of 𝑘 , we extract a finite number of pii graphs, and thus, this set is
enumerable. This is analogous to enumerating (𝑎, 𝑏) ∈ N2 using the Cantor pairing function [11].

6 PHASE 2: MEMORY ALLOCATION USING INTEGER CONSTRAINT PROGRAMMING
The second phase of the compilation pipeline is responsible for compiling the generated pii graph
down to assembly code. This phase involves scheduling the piis and allocating the intermediate
tensors on the tensor buffers. We formulate the problem of memory allocation as an integer
constraint satisfaction problem (CSP) and solve it using a CP-SAT solver.

Key novel features of the second phase are (1) a parameterized formulation of CSP that supports
multi-dimensional buffers and access patterns (§6.2) and (2) a pruning technique that reduces the
search space for correct assembly code while maintaining completeness (§5.4).
6.1 Module 4: Topological Ordering Generator
Instruction scheduling needs to adhere to def-use edges of the pii graph and perform a topological
ordering of the nodes. Our priority is to minimize the live ranges of the intermediate tensors
and reduce the possibility of memory allocation failing. Sethi-Ullman algorithm [62] generates
optimal code for arithmetic binary trees with minimal registers. Module 4 extends this algorithm to
multiple tensor buffers storing varying sizes of tensor variables. Details of this heuristic algorithm
are present in Appendix C. Fig. 10 (a) shows the topological ordering of the extracted pii graph.

gemm
bf16[64,64]

load_rm64,?
bf16[64,64]

QHBM
u8[8K]

2

load_cm64,?
bf16[64,64]

load_rm64,?
bf16[64,64]

gemm
bf16[64,64]

softmax64,?
bf16[64,64]

mov64,?
bf16[64,64]

mov64,?
bf16[64,64]

store_rm64,?
u8[8K]

1
1 2

d1[0:64]

MHBM
u8[8K]

KHBM
u8[8K]

d1[64:128] d1[64:128]

d2[0:64]

d2[0:64]

d1[0:64]

d2[0:64]

d1[0:64]

d0[24K:32K]

d0[0:8K] d0[8K:16K] d0[16K:24K]

(a)

load_rm(n = 64, addrin = 0, addrout = 0)
load_cm(n = 64, addrin = 8192, addrout = 64)
gemm(addr1 = 0, addr2 = 64, addrout = 0)
softmax(n = 64, addr = 0)
copy(n = 64, addrin = 0, addrout = 0)
load_rm(n = 64, addrin = 16384, addrout = 64)
gemm(addr1 = 0, addr2 = 64, addrout = 0)
copy(n = 64, addrin = 0, addrout = 0)
store_rm(n = 64, addrin = 0, addrout = 24576)

(b)
Fig. 10. (a) Extracted pii graph annotated with topological ordering (circled) [after Module 4] and assigned

tensor data slices (purple) [after Module 5]. (b) The compiled assembly code ASM
𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉

𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉
[after Module 6].
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6.2 Module 5: Constraint Satisfaction Problem Generator
By this stage, we have a pii graph and a topological ordering of piis 𝜃 (𝑖 )

𝛼 (𝑖 ) ,? |
𝑁
𝑖=1. Next, Compiler𝐻 has

to instantiate the addressing attributes 𝛽 (𝑖 ) of the piis, i.e., allocate the intermediate and constant
tensors on the tensor buffers. We formulate a constraint satisfaction problem for the interference
graph and ISA-specific addressing constraints generalized for multi-dimensional tensor buffers.

Let’s assume that the pii graph has 𝑁 pii nodes (i.e., intermediate tensors and output tensor), 𝑁𝑉
flattened input tensor variable nodes, and𝑁𝐶 constant nodes. The nodes are labeled as𝑉 (𝑖 ) |𝑁+𝑁𝑉 +𝑁𝐶

𝑖=1
with data slice addresses as (𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝑖 )
𝑒 ). Note that the 𝑉 (𝑖 ) |𝑁+𝑁𝑉 +𝑁𝐶

𝑖=𝑁+1 are leaf nodes of the pii graph.

6.2.1 Constraint satisfaction problem formulation. The constraints over 𝛽 (𝑖 ) can be broken into
four components: (1) pii node constraints based on 𝑒𝜃 (𝑖 ) , (2) def-use edge constraints based on ℎ𝜃 (𝑖 ) ,
(3) input-output constraints based on input graph 𝐺 , and (4) live range interference constraints.

CSP1: pii node constraints. Every pii 𝜃 (𝑖 )
𝛼 (𝑖 ) ,? has a corresponding boolean expression 𝑒𝜃 (𝑖 ) and

address concretizing function ℎ (0)
𝜃 (𝑖 ) . CSP1 = ∧𝑁𝑖=1 (𝑒𝜃 (𝑖 ) (𝛼 (𝑖 ) , 𝛽 (𝑖 ) ) ∧ (𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝑖 )
𝑒 ) = ℎ (0)

𝜃 (𝑖 ) (𝛽 (𝑖 ) ))
CSP2: def-use edge constraints. For every def-use edge (𝑉 (𝑦) ,𝑉 (𝑥𝑖 ) ), the address concretizing

function ℎ (𝑖 )
𝜃 (𝑦) determine the data slice addresses of 𝑉 (𝑥𝑖 ) , the 𝑖𝑡ℎ operand of the instruction 𝜃 (𝑦) .

CSP2 = ∧(𝑉 (𝑦) ,𝑉 (𝑥𝑖 ) ) (𝐼
(𝑥𝑖 )
𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝑥𝑖 )
𝑒 ) = ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃 (𝑦) (𝛽 (𝑦) )
CSP3: Input-Output constraints. The addresses of the input and output tensor variables are pre-

defined in §3.4. Let’s say these addresses are (𝐼 (𝐺𝑥𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼
(𝐺𝑥𝑖 )
𝑒 ) |𝑁𝑉

𝑖=1 and (𝐼 (𝐺𝑦 )𝑠 , 𝐼
(𝐺𝑦 )
𝑒 ), respectively.

CSP3 = (∧𝑁𝑉
𝑖=1 (𝐼

(𝑁+𝑖 )
𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝑁+𝑖 )
𝑒 ) = (𝐼 (𝐺𝑥𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝐺𝑥𝑖 )
𝑒 )) ∧ (𝐼 (𝑁 )

𝑠 , 𝐼
(𝑁 )
𝑒 ) = (𝐼 (𝐺𝑦 )𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝐺𝑦 )
𝑠 )

CSP4: live range interference constraints. Since the pii graph is a data dependency graph in itself,
we can compute the live ranges without needing a fixed-point formulation. The live ranges are
[0, 𝑁 ] for input variable nodes, [0, 𝑏 − 1] for constant leaf nodes, and [𝑎, 𝑏 − 1] for intermediate
nodes, where 𝑎 is the topological number of the node and 𝑏 is the maximum of the topological
numbers of the use nodes, i.e., incoming edges. We limit the live range to 𝑏 − 1 instead of 𝑏 because
the address constraints between def-use edges are already captured in the second component
(CSP2). The interference graph 𝜙 is generated with node pairs that are assigned the same buffer
and have overlapping live ranges.𝐶𝑆𝑃4 = ∧(𝑖, 𝑗 ) ∈𝜙 disjoint(𝑖, 𝑗) where disjoint(𝑖, 𝑗) is the constraint
expression for non-overlapping slices over (𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼

(𝑖 )
𝑒 ) and (𝐼 ( 𝑗 )𝑠 , 𝐼

( 𝑗 )
𝑒 ).

6.2.2 Solving the constraint satisfaction problem. The four generated constraints are combined as
CSP = CSP1 ∧ CSP2 ∧ CSP3 ∧ CSP4. This constraint problem is then passed to an existing CP-SAT
solver library to find a satisfying solution over the addressing attributes 𝛽 (𝑖 ) . Fig. 10 (a) shows the
data slice addresses assigned to pii nodes as determined by solving the constraint problem.
6.2.3 Implementation of Module 5. Let’s look at a concrete example of template-driven imple-
mentation (discussed in §4.1) of the parameterized algorithm of Module 5. It consists of a generic
skeleton (Fig. 11) with symbolic templates (Fig. 12) specialized at generation-time (Fig. 13).

1 void CSP1(const std::vector <INSTR*>& instructions) {
2 for (const auto& instr : instructions) {
3 solver.AddConstraint(instr ->get_e());
4 auto h0 = instr ->get_h0 ();
5 solver.MakeEquality(instr ->output ->start_addr , h0.first);
6 solver.MakeEquality(instr ->output ->end_addr , h0.second);
7 }
8 }

Fig. 11. Snippet of Generic implementation of Module 5 using abstract C++ class INSTR for ISA construct 𝜃
with pure virtual functions get_h0() and get_e() representing ISA constructs ℎ (0)

𝜃
and 𝑒𝜃 respectively,
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1 class INSTR_ <<str instr.name>> : protected INSTR { ... }
2 std::pair <IntExpr*, IntExpr*> INSTR_ <<str instr.name>>::get_h0 () override {
3 return {<<ortools :: IntExpr* instr.output.start>>, MAKE_SUM(<<ortools :: IntExpr*

instr.output.start>>, <<int64 instr.output.len>>)};
4 }

Fig. 12. Symbolic Template for ISA construct ℎ (0)
𝜃

.

1 class INSTR_load_rm : protected INSTR { ... }
2 std::pair <IntExpr*, IntExpr*> INSTR_load_rm:: get_h0 () override {
3 return {addr_out, MAKE_SUM(addr_out, n)};
4 }

Fig. 13. Specialized Template for ℎ (0)load_rm generated by processing line 9 of Fig. 7.

6.3 Module 6: Code Emitter
By this stage, we have ordered piis 𝜃 (𝑖 )

𝛼 (𝑖 ) ,? and computed their addressing attributes 𝛽 (𝑖 ) , giving
us a stream of concrete instructions 𝜃 (𝑖 ) (𝛼 (𝑖 ) , 𝛽 (𝑖 ) ). The sixth module emits the assembly code by
discarding identity instructions (since they are no-ops) and concatenating all constant tensors in
the pii graph into one. Fig. 10 (b) shows the compiled assembly code for the running example𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 .
6.4 Intra-phase fallback mechanism
6.4.1 Limitation of Sethi-Ullman-based Topological Ordering Heuristic. The depth-first topological
ordering generated by the heuristic-based algorithm (§6.1) is not sufficient for the completeness of
Phase 2. We present a counterexample in Appendix C. The tensor instructions in the instruction
set Θ𝐻 and the identity instructions (slice𝐻 & concat𝐻 ) often have stricter constraints (𝑒𝜃 ) on the
data slice addresses than what classical register allocation algorithms support. Thus, we need to
search through all topological orderings for completeness, with a complexity bound of 𝑂 (𝑁 !).
6.4.2 Pruned search space of topological orderings. In practice, we observe the number of topological
orderings to be small. The pii graph in Fig. 10 has 9 pii nodes but only 12(≪ 9!) topological orderings.
These 12 topological orderings only result in 2 unique interference graphs. CSP4 is monotonic w.r.t.
the interference graph, i.e., 𝜙1 ⊆ 𝜙2 =⇒ ¬CSP4 (𝜙1) → ¬CSP4 (𝜙2). Therefore, we discard any
topological ordering with a sub-interference graph of a previously failed topological ordering.

7 THEORETICAL GUARANTEES OF ACT-GENERATED COMPILER BACKENDS
We provably guarantee that Act generates sound and complete compiler backends, stated as theorem:

Theorem 1. ∀ISA𝐻 , Act(ISA𝐻 ) is sound (Def. 3.11) and complete (Def. 3.12).

We break the proof of Theorem 1 into multiple simpler lemmas stated and proven in §7.2 and §7.3.
7.1 Novel intermediary pii graph
First, we formally define the novel intermediary pii graph introduced in §4.2.
Def 7.1. A pii graph PG𝐻 is a directed acyclic graph of 𝑁 pii nodes 𝜃𝑖 (𝛼𝑖 , ?) |𝑁𝑖=1, and it can be

transformed into a concrete tensor computation using substitutions 𝜃𝑖 (𝛼𝑖 , ?) → 𝑔𝜃𝑖 (𝛼𝑖 ). Note that pii
nodes can be 𝜃𝛼,? from the instruction set Θ𝐻 , or identity instructions slice𝐻𝛼,? & concat𝐻

𝛼,? (§5.2.3).

Def 7.2 (≡𝑯
R
). Semantic equivalence between pii graph PG𝐻 and input graph 𝐺 is defined as:

PG𝐻 ≡𝐻R 𝐺 ⇐⇒ Λ𝑝𝑖𝑖 (PG𝐻 ) ≡R Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 (𝐺), where Λ𝑝𝑖𝑖 (PG𝐻 ) (𝑀,𝑋 ) = concat(bflat(𝑋 ), PG𝐻 (𝑋 )).
Similarly, ASM𝐻

𝐺
≡𝐻R PG𝐻 ⇐⇒ Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻

𝐺
) ≡R Λ𝑝𝑖𝑖 (PG𝐻 ). Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 and Λ𝑅𝐻𝑆 are defined in §3.4.

7.2 Theoretical Guarantees of Phase 1
Next, we state the provable properties of the first phase, i.e., tensor instruction selection (§5).
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Lemma 1. 𝑖𝑡ℎ pii graph enumerated is equivalent to input graph 𝐺 , i.e., ∀𝒊, Phase1(𝑮)[𝒊] ≡𝑯
R
𝑮 .

This follows from the semantic validity of the rewrite rules used in Module 2. IR-to-IR rewrites are
a subset of the foundational axioms R. IR-to-ISA rewrites are derived from the ISA description (𝑔𝜃 ).
Since the rewrites are semantic-preserving, extracted pii graphs are equivalent to initial e-graph.

Lemma 2. All equivalent pii graphs are enumerated, i.e.,∀PG𝑯 ≡𝑯
R
𝑮, ∃𝒊 s.t. Phase1(𝑮)[𝒊]=PG𝑯

.

This follows from the bounded approach to graph extraction (§5.4) that interleaves exploration and
extraction stages. If there exists an equivalent pii graph with 𝑁0 nodes explored after 𝑘0 iterations, it
will be one of the graphs extracted at iteration 𝑘 ′ =max(𝑘0, 𝑘1), where 𝑘1 = argmin𝑘 (𝑁0 ≤ Γ(𝑘)).
7.3 Theoretical Guarantees of Phase 2
Next, we state the provable properties of the second phase, i.e., memory allocation (§6).

Lemma 3. The final assembly code is equivalent to the input pii graph, i.e., Phase2(PG𝑯 ) ≡𝑯
R
PG𝑯

.

This follows from the sound construction of the constraint problem in Module 5. Alternatively, this
is proven by transforming Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻

𝐺
) into Λ𝑝𝑖𝑖 (PG𝐻 ) by iteratively applying the rewrite rule

slice[𝑠1:𝑒1 ] (upslice[𝑠2:𝑒2 ] (𝑀,𝑋 )) → slice[𝑠1:𝑒1 ] (𝑀) under the precondition disjoint( [𝑠1:𝑒1], [𝑠2:𝑒2]).
This rewrite rule has been verified in its full generality using TensorRight [8].

Lemma 4. Phase 2 does not fail if there is an equivalent assembly code (subject to the completeness

of the CP-SAT solver, an external tool), i.e., ∃ASM𝑯
𝑮 ≡𝑯

R
PG𝑯 =⇒ Phase2(PG𝑯 ) ≠ FAIL.

As discussed in §6.4, Phase 2 considers all possible instruction orderings, thereby covering the
orderings of ASM𝐻

𝐺
. Since there exists a solution to the constraint problem for this ordering, we

can guarantee that Phase 2 will not fail (subject to the limitations of the CP-SAT solver, if any).
Lemma 5. Every assembly code has an equivalent pii graph, i.e.,∀ASM𝑯

𝑮 , ∃PG
𝑯 , ASM𝑯

𝑮 ≡𝑯
R
PG𝑯

.

We prove this by constructing an equivalent pii graph from Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻
𝐺
). As defined in Def. 3.6

and Def. 3.8, Λ𝐿𝐻𝑆 (ASM𝐻
𝐺
) consists of 𝑔𝜃 sub-graphs and bflat, slice, & upslice tensor opera-

tor nodes. The bflat nodes match those in Λ𝑝𝑖𝑖 and thus can be ignored. 𝑔𝜃 sub-graphs are re-
placed by the appropriate pii nodes of form 𝜃𝛼,?. slice nodes are replaced with slice𝐻 nodes, and
upslice nodes are broken into slice𝐻 & concat𝐻 nodes using the rewrite rule upslice[𝑠 :𝑒 ] (𝑀,𝑋 ) →
concat(concat(slice[0:𝑠 ] (𝑀), 𝑋 ), slice[𝑒 :] (𝑀))). The generalized version of this rewrite rule has been
verified using TensorRight [8]. Note that the constructed pii graph satisfies its Def. 7.1.
7.4 Proving Soundness and Completeness
Finally, we prove Theorem 1 using lemmas stated in §7.2 and §7.3.

Soundness of Act-generated compiler backends follows from Lemma 1 and Lemma 3 which
show that both phases of the compilation algorithm are sound, in short, ASM𝐻

𝐺
≡𝐻R PG𝐻 ≡𝐻R 𝐺 .

Completeness of Act-generated compiler backends follows from (1) Lemma 5 (every assembly
code has an equivalent pii graph), (2) Lemma 2 (Phase 1 enumerates all equivalent pii graphs), and
(3) Lemma 4 (Phase 2 doesn’t fail if there is an equivalent assembly code). Combining these lemmas,
we can conclude that if there exists an equivalent assembly code ASM𝐻

𝐺
≡𝐻R 𝐺 , then there exists an

equivalent pii graph (from Lemma 5) which is enumerated by Phase 1 (from Lemma 2) and also
passes Phase 2 (from Lemma 4), i.e., graph 𝐺 is compiled successfully (Compiler𝐻 (𝐺) ≠ FAIL).

8 CODE GENERATIONWITH COST MODELS
In the previous sections, we have discussed the core algorithm of Act with fallback mechanisms
that guarantee completeness, i.e., find an equivalent assembly code if one exists. We observe that
the first equivalent assembly code may not be performant enough. Therefore, we designed a code
generator with a simple enumeration pipeline using cost models to generate performant code.
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1 def codegen(G, n=2):
2 # (asm , cost , enumeration time)
3 final = (None , inf , 0)
4 for asm in act_enum(G):
5 # Compare candidate asm
6 time = now()
7 cost = cost_model(asm)
8 if cost < final.cost:
9 # Select candidate asm
10 final = (asm , cost , time)
11 elif time > n * final.time:
12 # Termination heuristic
13 return final

(a) Candidate selection using
performance cost model

1 def act_enum(G):
2 egraph = init(G); # Module1
3 while not egraph.is_saturated: # §5.4
4 egraph = egraph.applier(k) # Module2
5 piis = egraph.extract(Γ(k)) # Module3
6 for pii in piis: # §4.2.3
7 schedules = topo(pii); # Module4
8 for schd in schedules: # §6.4
9 csp = csp_gen(schd); # Module5
10 sol = solve(csp) # CP-SAT
11 if sol.SAT:
12 asm = emit(pii , sol) # Module6
13 yield asm # Enumerate

(b) Candidate enumeration function using
Act-generated compiler backend

Fig. 14. Pseudocode for code generator using cost models to generate performant code

The code generator (Fig. 14) uses Act-generated compiler backend as an enumerator to generate
multiple equivalent assembly candidates. A simple candidate selection loop iterates through these
candidates and selects the final assembly code with the least cost using a performance cost model.
Candidate enumeration. Fig. 14 (b) shows the pseudocode of the enumerator function based on

the Act algorithm (described in Fig. 8) with yield statement2 at line 11. The fallback mechanisms
(lines 3, 6, 8) give control back to the previous module. This allows the compiler backend to continue
after a successful compilation and repeatedly yield equivalent assembly code.

Candidate selection. Fig. 14 (a) shows the code generator that iterates through the candidate as-
sembly codes (line 4) enumerated by the Act-generated compiler backend (Fig. 14 (b)). Performance
statistics of these candidates are collected (line 7), and the candidate with the best performance
(least execution cost) is selected (line 8) as the final assembly code.

Termination heuristic. We design a termination heuristic that stops the enumeration if the
performance of the enumerated candidates doesn’t improve for a considerable time (Fig. 14 (a)
line 11). Such a heuristic is required since there are, theoretically, infinite equivalent assembly
code candidates with redundant load-store pairs. However, redundant data movement makes such
candidates longer than ideal and less performant. The first phase prioritizes shorter assembly
codes (§5.4), and thus, such candidates are likely to be enumerated after their ideal counterparts.
Therefore, we expect the performance to saturate after the ideal candidates are enumerated. In §9.3,
we show that the code generators match the performance of state-of-the-art kernel libraries like
the oneDNN library, with a maximum observed compilation time of 66 ms.
Choice of Cost Model. Performance statistics can be collected using different fidelity of cost

models, like cycle-accurate timing simulators, analytical cost models, and learned cost models. Note
that the enumeration pipeline and the Act algorithm are agnostic to the choice of cost model.

9 EVALUATION
We performed three sets of evaluations to demonstrate the effectiveness of Act.

• Case Studies (§9.2):We studied the role of key features in Act in modeling complex and
parameterized ISA (Challenge 2) and increasing compilation coverage (Goal 1).

• Performance Comparison (§9.3):We evaluated the performance of the compiled code
for kernels supported by custom kernel libraries and compositions of such kernels.

• Compilation Time Analysis (§9.4):We performed breakdown analyses of the compilation
time for varying tensor kernel sizes from synthetic and real-world workloads.

2https://docs.python.org/3/reference/expressions.html#yield-expressions

https://docs.python.org/3/reference/expressions.html#yield-expressions
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9.1 Evaluation Setup
We used Act to generate compiler backends for various tensor accelerator ISAs. For evaluation, we
selected three tensor accelerator designs – a commercial accelerator, Intel AMX [32], an academic
accelerator design, Gemmini [26], and an accelerator 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 generated using an accelerator design
language (ADL), Allo [12]. We selected these designs based on the availability of well-defined
ISA semantics and open-source simulation platforms for testing compiled assembly code. Table 3
summarizes the three accelerators and their key features.

𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 3 (a)) Gemmini [26] Intel AMX [32]
Hardware Design Using Allo [12] Open-source Proprietary

ISA Fig. 3 (b) [27] [33]
Data Model Scratchpads Scratchpads Register Files

#Instructions Modeled 7 11 4 AMX + 24 AVX512
Testing Platform Xilinx FPGA RTL simulator Sapphire Rapids CPU
Parameterized ISA Yes Yes No(with computational attributes 𝛼)

Reconfigurable Dataflow No Yes No
Complex Layout Transformations No No Yes

Table 3. Summary of the three tensor accelerators used in the evaluation.

(i) Allo-generated design for 𝐻𝑄𝐾𝑉
We generated a hardware design in Verilog based on the hypothetical QKV accelerator described in
Fig. §3. The GeMM and softmax activation units are designed using Allo [12], an accelerator design
language (ADL). We tested the compiled code using FPGA emulation of the Allo-generated design.

(ii) Gemmini

Gemmini [26] is a parameterized tensor accelerator with a software-controlled systolic array (similar
to many TPU-like architectures). The systolic array is used to perform matrix multiplication of
16 × 16 matrices and is reconfigurable to support different dataflows (output- or weight-stationary).

ISA. The data model includes two scratchpads - spad and acc to store i8 and i32 matrices,
respectively. spad consists of 16𝐾 rows of i8[16] elements, and acc consists of 1𝐾 rows of i32[16]
elements. The ISA includes data movement instructions mvin and mvout for loading and storing
data from/to the scratchpads, and compute instructions for matrix multiplication with and without
bias addition. We modeled these instructions based on the Gemmini GitHub repository [27].

Act-Gemmini. The Act-generated compiler backend for the Gemmini ISA, with a simple analyti-
cal cost model based on the sum of per-instruction costs, is used to generate the final assembly code
(see §8). We refer to this as Act-Gemmini and used it to compile XLA-HLO kernels to Gemmini
instructions. We tested the compiled code using Gemmini’s Verilator-based RTL simulator [27, 63].

(iii) Intel AMX

Intel® Advanced Matrix Extensions (Intel® AMX) is a built-in accelerator with 2-dimensional
registers (tiles) and a Tile Matrix Multiplication (TMUL) engine. Intel AMX is supported by Intel
Sapphire Rapids processors, which also support AVX512 instructions.
ISA. The data model includes two register files - 8 tmm registers and 32 zmm registers to

store i8[16,64] matrices and 512-bit vectors, respectively. We model the 4 AMX and 24 AVX512
instructions based on the Intel ISA documentation [33].

Act-AMX. The Act-generated compiler backend for the Intel AMX+AVX512 ISA, with a simple
analytical cost model based on the sum of per-instruction costs, is used to generate the final
assembly code (see §8). We refer to this as Act-AMX and used it to compile XLA-HLO kernels to
AMX & AVX512 instructions. We tested the compiled code using a Intel Xeon Gold 5415+ CPU.
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9.2 Case Studies
We studied the role of key features in Act in modeling complex and parameterized ISA (Challenge
2) and increasing compilation coverage (Goal 1).
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Fig. 15. Highlighted region shows the layout
transformation applied to tile register src1 in
AMX instruction tdpbusd(dst, src0, src1) [32].

Case Study 1: Parameterized ISA

Act models parameterized accelerator instructions like
load_rm, which takes the number of rows n as a com-
putational attribute. The running example (Fig. 9-10)
shows the step-wise compilation of a simple QKV com-
putation by the Act-generated compiler backend. The
simulation result for the compiled assembly code in
Fig. 10 (b) matched the golden output for𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (Fig. 2).

Case Study 2: Complex Layout Transformations

In §3.3, we formalized a generalized representation for
instruction semantics of tensor accelerator ISAs us-
ing tensor operators. This helps us model instructions
with complex layout transformations like Intel AMX
tdpbusd [33] (visualized in Fig. 15) using a series of
reshape and transpose operators (purple region).

Case Study 3: XLA-HLO Tiled Memory Layout

XLA compiler often stores tensors in tiled memory format E[𝑆𝑡 ]{T(𝑆𝑇 )}, where a tensor of type
E[𝑆𝑡 ] is broken down into tiles of shape 𝑆𝑇 that are each stored in a contiguous fashion. Fig. 16
(a) shows the XLA-HLO IR for a tensor kernel commonly observed in oneDNN examples (later
referred to as K1 in Table 4). The kernel consists of a matrix multiplication with the input tensor
𝐵 and the output tensor stored with tiled memory layouts. Act models tiled memory layouts in
the e-graph initializer (§5.1) using a series of reshape and transpose operators alongside the bflat
operator (Def. 3.7). For example, tiled memory layout i32[32,32]{T(16,16)} is modeled in Fig. 16 (b).
Act-AMX applied 100+ IR-to-IR rewrites to compile this kernel into Fig. 16 (c). This feature makes
Act-generated compiler backends compatible with the XLA compiler [18].
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Fig. 16. (a) XLA-HLO IR with tiled memory layouts for the input tensor 𝐵 and the output tensor. (b) Tiled
memory layout i32[32,32]{T(16,16)} as modeled by Act. (c) The final assembly code generated by Act-AMX.

Case Study 4: Increased compilation coverage with compile-time constant tensors

Compile-time constant tensors are detected during the extraction stage of equality saturation using
a bottom-up traversal (from leaf e-nodes) (see §5.3). This allows Act-generated compiler backends to
enumerate assembly code requiring additional constant memory initialization.While these assembly
codes consume extra stack memory, they are often significantly faster than executing the kernel
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on the host processor. Fig. 17 shows pii graphs with constant memory (purple region) generated
by Act-Gemmini. This feature of Act plays an important role in guaranteeing completeness and
improves the compilation coverage of the compiler backend by minimizing host fallback.
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Tensor operator nodes eye and ones represent an identity matrix and a vector with all 1, respectively.

9.3 Performance Comparison
We evaluated the performance of the compiled code by Act-AMX and Act-Gemmini against
custom hand-optimized kernel libraries – oneDNN library, Gemmini SW library, and Exo library.

Kernel Libraries #Nodes #AMX #AVX512
K1 6 16 0
K2 6 9 0
K3 7 0 100
K4 7 0 107
K5 23 16 37

Table 4. Statistics of selected oneDNN
kernels and their optimized assembly
code in oneDNN library

oneDNN Library. The oneDNN library consists of a set
of common DNN kernels and is hand-written and heavily
optimized for Intel ISA, including AMX and AVX512. XLA
compiler generates fused subgraphs for these kernels (like
Fig. 16 (b)), which are then compiled to assembly code
using the oneDNN library (xla_cpu_use_mkl_dnn flag). We
selected five such kernels commonly observed in oneDNN
examples [35]. These kernels are based on simple matrix
computations with complex memory layouts of the input
matrices. Table 4 summarizes the statistics for the selected kernels labeled as K1-K5. Fig. 16 shows
the input kernel and the final assembly code for K1. The rest are presented in Appendix E.

Gemmini SW Library. The Gemmini architecture ships with a custom kernel library for common
DNN kernels that have been handwritten and optimized by Gemmini’s designers. The Gemmini
SW library supports Multiply-Accumulate (MAC: 𝐴 × 𝐵 +𝐶), Matrix Multiply (GEMM: 𝐴 × 𝐵), and
Element-wise Addition (ADD: 𝐴 + 𝐵), where 𝐴, 𝐵 and 𝐷 are i8 matrices.
Exo Library. Exo [31] is a kernel programming DSL based on an orthogonal paradigm of exo-

compilation, i.e., the user writes both the input program and its schedule. This includes specifying
tile sizes (line 106 of 3), loop transformations (line 157 of 3), instruction selection (line 149 of 3), and
buffer selection (line 207 of 3). Exo developers have manually written hand-tuned schedules for six
shapes of GEMM targeting Gemmini. This is the state-of-the-art kernel library for these shapes.

Benchmarks

The benchmarks are categorized into two classes – (i) kernels supported by the custom kernel
libraries (labeled as “supported”) and (ii) compositions of such kernels (labeled as “composite”).

(i) “supported” kernels. We evaluated Act-AMX on (1) the five selected oneDNN kernels (Table 4)
against expert-written assembly code in the oneDNN library. We evaluated Act-Gemmini on (2)
3https://github.com/exo-lang/exo/blob/main/src/exo/platforms/gemmini.py

https://github.com/exo-lang/exo/blob/main/src/exo/platforms/gemmini.py
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the six shapes of GEMM (labels in Fig. 18) against hand-tuned Exo schedules, and (3) the three
kernels MAC, GEMM, ADD on a single tile (tensor-type i8[16,16]) against Gemmini SW Library.
(ii) “composite” kernels. We evaluated Act-Gemmini on nine compositions of GEMM (×) and

ADD (+) on a single tile (tensor-type i8[16,16]). These compositions are a fusion of 2-3 Gemmini
SW library kernels. The baseline is the minimum cycle count of all equivalent “supported” kernel
orderings (for example, 𝐴 × (𝐵 ×𝐶) and (𝐴 × 𝐵) ×𝐶 for 𝐴 × 𝐵 ×𝐶). Further, we analyzed the data
movement between the host memory and the Gemmini accelerator scratchpads.

Evaluation methodology

The oneDNN library and Gemmini SW library use a fixed tile size across their respective benchmarks.
For fair comparison, Act-AMX and Act-Gemmini use the same tiling factors as the baselines.
On the other hand, hand-tuned Exo schedules include middle-end and backend optimizations.

Act focuses exclusively on the backend passes, delegating all middle-end optimizations to XLA’s
autotuner [56]. This separation allows Act to leverage XLA’s search over tile sizes and loop
transformations without burdening the user to manually set these. For fair comparison, we execute
Act-Gemmini across a spectrum of tile sizes and loop fission factors to search for the best candidate.
This search is fully automated, since Act-Gemmini can compile kernels with different tile sizes.
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Results

Fig. 18 shows the speedup of compiled code by Act-AMX
and Act-Gemmini over the custom kernel libraries. Fig. 19
analyzes the data movement for “composite” kernels. Final
assembly codes by Act-AMX and Act-Gemmini match the
performance of oneDNN and Gemmini SW library, respec-
tively, for “supported” kernels (i.e., speedup of 1x). Final
assembly codes by Act-Gemmini with XLA autotuning
match or outperform Exo library with a speedup of up to
1.30x (geomean of 1.1x). We observe that Act-Gemmini
outperforms the baseline for “composite” kernels with a
speedup of up to 1.77x (geomean of 1.48x) and reduces the
data movement by up to 55.5% (average of 40%).

Observations

(i) “supported” kernels. Act-generated compiler backends enumerate the hand-optimized as-
sembly code from custom kernel libraries, by virtue of the completeness guarantee. As the kernel
libraries are heavily optimized for the “supported” kernels, the final assembly codes selected by
the enumeration pipeline (§8) were the same for all kernels (except three shapes of Exo kernels).
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For example, the Act-AMX compiles the oneDNN kernel K1 into Fig. 16 (c), which is identical
to the corresponding oneDNN assembly [34]. For the three GEMM shapes where Act-Gemmini
outperforms Exo library, we observed that Act-Gemmini used a better loop fission factor.
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(ii) “composite” kernels. Gemmini SW library misses out
on reuse opportunities for “composite” kernels, incurring
extra data movement. On the other hand, Act-Gemmini
minimizes data movement by storing intermediates on the
accelerator scratchpads. Fig. 20 shows the breakdown for
Gemmini SW library and Act-Gemmini compiled code for
kernel 𝐴 × 𝐵 ×𝐶 . Act-Gemmini eliminates the redundant
load-store instructions (highlighted in red) across library
calls. As a result, Act-Gemmini has a speedup of 1.35x
with 33.3% reduction in data movement for a single tile.
This increases with the scratchpad utilization and reaches
a speedup of 1.48x with 50% reduction in data movement
at maximum utilization (with 𝐴 of tensor type i8[5540,16]).
Similar observations were made for other “composite” ker-
nels. We also observed that speedup increases as the kernel
size (# nodes) increases. For GEMM (×), speedup goes from
1x (𝐴 × 𝐵) to 1.35x (𝐴 × 𝐵 ×𝐶) to 1.66x (𝐴 × 𝐵 ×𝐶 × 𝐷). Likewise for ADD (+), 1x to 1.44x to 1.77x.

Act-generated compiler backends generate performant assembly code that
matches or outperforms the state-of-the-art kernel libraries.

9.4 Compilation Time Analysis
In §9.3, we discussed tensor kernels supported by custom kernel libraries and their compositions.
Act-generated compiler backends took up to 66 ms (average 45 ms) to generate the performant
assembly code for all these benchmarks. However, these tensor kernels consist of up to 10 nodes
(except K5). Typical tensor kernels after graph partitioning contain 10-50 nodes, as evident in the
TPUGraphs [55] Tile dataset. Therefore, to analyze the compilation time for larger kernel sizes, we
performed two sets of experiments - (i) fuzz testing using synthetic tensor kernels (size 7-89 nodes)
randomly generated using NNSmith [45], (ii) stress testing using the three largest tensor kernels
present in the TPUGraphs [55] Tile dataset (150-390 nodes).

Evaluation methodology

The compilation time reported is final.time in Fig. 14 (a), recorded using a 20-core Intel i7-13700H
CPU, averaged over 20 trials. The enumeration pipelines (§8) for Act-AMX and Act-Gemmini
were set to an overall timeout after 5 seconds, which was never reached in any of the trials.

(i) Fuzz testing Act-Gemmini using NNSmith [45]

NNSmith [45] is a random DNN generator and fuzzing infrastructure, designed for automatically
validating deep-learning (or tensor) compilers. We used NNSmith [45] to generate 100 synthetic
tensor kernels consisting of 10 XLA-HLO operators (Appendix D). The kernel size varied uniformly
from 7 to 89 nodes. The Gemmini kernels used in §9.3 are all smaller than these synthetic kernels.

(ii) Stress testing Act-AMX using TPUGraphs [55] Tile dataset

For stress testing, we used the three largest tensor kernels in TPUGraphs [55] Tile dataset - T1, T2,
T3 with 150, 270, 390 nodes, respectively. T1 & T3 are from an RL workload, Brax ES [24], and T2 is
from a Transformer workload, Trax LSH [28]. These kernels are computations over u64 tensors.
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Discussion

Fig. 21 shows the breakdown of compilation time for fuzz testing and
stress testing. We observed small compilation times for a wide range
of kernel sizes (up to 233 ms) and even at extremely large kernel sizes
(up to 311 ms). The main reasons for the small compilation time are:

• Compact representation of infinite equivalent assembly code
by modeling instruction selection as an equality saturation
problem. Fig. 22 shows a simple snippet of an e-graph with
cycles representing infinite equivalent assembly code.

• Bounded approach of graph extraction (see §5.4) prioritizes
shorter assembly code, thereby enumerating candidates with
no redundant data movement first. This leads to faster satu-
ration of performance cost and shorter compilation times.

• Instruction scheduling heuristic (see §6.1) aims to minimize
the interference graph. This results in fewer constraints in the generated CSP and, thereby,
results in short solver time, even for extremely large pii graphs (91 ms for 390 nodes).

Act-generated compiler backends maintain low compilation overhead
for a wide range of tensor kernel sizes.

10 RELATEDWORKS
Vectorizer generators and synthesis-based compilation. Vectorizer generators such as

Vegen [16], Diospyros [71], and Isaria [67] target CPUs like x86 and DSPs like Hexagon HVX
with fixed-length vector instructions. Synthesis-based instruction selectors such as Hydride [40]
and Rake [3] also target fixed-width instructions, which are amenable to SMT-based reasoning.
Compared to these techniques that only focus on instruction selection, Act generates the entire
compiler backend, including memory allocation for tensor accelerators. Further, prior works cannot
directly handle the complex parameterized instructions present in tensor accelerator ISAs.
Automated compiler backend generation. Prior works [10, 20] have explored generation

of instruction selection rules via custom DSLs and CEGIS from CPU ISA semantics. They focus
on many-to-one matching to find algebraic equivalences of arithmetic instructions. 3LA [29] is a
recent work that makes commendable progress in developing basic compiler support by enabling
simulation testing for end-to-end ML workloads on novel hardware. However, it requires the
user to provide tensor IR-to-accelerator IR mapping for instruction selection, and an accelerator
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IR-to-assembly code generation driver to optimize scratchpad reuses. In contrast, Act focuses on
automatically generating a complete compiler backend just from the accelerator ISA description.

Kernel programming languages like Exo [31], Pallas [54], Triton [68], and NKI [51] externalize
target-specific code generation to user code, simplifying accelerator programming. These languages
offer high-level constructs to program hardware, rather than directly coding in assembly, increasing
user productivity. Exo, in particular, offers an intuitive scheduling DSL for exploring optimizations.
However, these languages do not automatically generate compiler backends; instead, they rely on
users to manually write instructions and schedules, and require a device-specific code generator.

Equality Saturation inCompilers. Priorworks like Tensat [77], SPORES [75], and Cranelift [23]
use equality saturation to optimize machine learning computation graphs, linear algebra, and Rust
functions, respectively. These works focus only on middle-end optimizations using IR-to-IR rewrites,
whereas Act uses both IR-to-IR rewrites and generated IR-to-ISA rewrites to concurrently explore
instruction selection opportunities. MISAAL [52] uses equality saturation to lower Halide IR to
AutoLLVM IR (vector ISAs) using synthesized rewrite rules. However, it only synthesizes rewrite
rules without preconditions, which are insufficient to model parameterized instructions of tensor
accelerator ISAs (§5.2.2) during e-graph exploration. Furthermore, all these works use a local cost
function to select the “best” graph from the explored e-graph. In contrast, Act selects instruction
nodes based on matching tensor buffers and enumerates all equivalent graphs for completeness.

Instruction scheduling is the closest problem to the topological ordering discussed in §6.1. A
common technique for scheduling instructions for pipelined processors is list scheduling [50]. But
unlike our problem, these algorithms minimize the critical path length rather than the interference
graphs. The Sethi–Ullman algorithm [62] generates optimal code for arithmetic expressions using
minimal registers. Prior works have generalized this to 1-load binary DAGs [13] and non-binary
trees [7]. However, any depth-first traversal of the expression tree is not always optimal for more
than one register file (counterexample in Appendix C). We extend the Sethi-Ullman algorithm to
multiple multi-dimensional tensor buffers with a fallback strategy (§6.4) for completeness.
Static memory and register allocation is the closest problem to the memory allocation

discussed in §6.2. A widely adopted solution for register allocation is graph coloring [5] over
the interference graph. However, this assumes allocation sites (registers) to be of the same size.
An alternative solution proposed to handle registers of different sizes is to model the register
file as a puzzle board [59]. Static memory allocation for tensor buffers is often related to the
rectangle packing problem, which can be modeled as a constraint satisfaction problem (CSP).
Pruning techniques proposed in meta-CSP [49], TelaMalloc [47], and MiniMalloc [48] improve
scalability. However, these solutions only model interference graphs and cannot trivially support
addressing constraints of the tensor instructions in the accelerator ISA and the identity instructions
(slice𝐻 & concat𝐻 ). In Act, we formulate a constraint satisfaction problem for the interference
graph and ISA-specific addressing constraints generalized to multi-dimensional tensor buffers.

11 CONCLUSION
In this paper, we propose the first accelerator compiler backend generator, Act - Accelerator
Compiler Toolkit, that automatically generates a sound and complete compiler backend from a
tensor accelerator ISA description. In doing so, we provide the first formalization of the tensor
accelerator backend generation problem and propose a novel approach to solve it in a parameterized
manner. We demonstrate the effectiveness of Act by generating backends for three different tensor
accelerators and show that these backends generate performant code with small compilation times.

Act fills an important gap in software development for accelerator platforms left under-explored
due to the lack of compiler backends targeting them. It provides an agile and evolvable methodology
to quickly build compiler backends that bridge the hardware and software communities.
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A VISUALIZATION OF TENSOR OPERATORS

Tensor Operator Concretizing Attributes Description
𝑦 = slice[𝑠 :𝑒 ] (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑠, 𝑒 Read sub-tensor 𝑥 [𝑠:𝑒]

𝑦 = upslice[𝑠 :𝑒 ] (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), 𝑠, 𝑒 Update sub-tensor 𝑥1 [𝑠 :𝑒] = 𝑥2
𝑦 = concat𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), type(𝑥2), 𝑑𝑖𝑚 Concatenate 𝑥1, 𝑥2 across dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reshape(𝑥) type(𝑥), type(𝑦) Reshape from type(𝑥) to type(𝑦)
𝑦 = bitcvt(𝑥) type(𝑥), type(𝑦) Bitcast conversion between basetypes

𝑦 = broadcast𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Broadcast over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reduce𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Reduce-sum over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚

𝑦 = transpose[𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 ] (𝑥) type(𝑥), 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠 Permute the dimension order to 𝑑𝑖𝑚𝑠

𝑦 = dot(𝑐1,𝑐2 ) (𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1), type(𝑥2), 𝑐1, 𝑐2
Dot product of 𝑥1, 𝑥2 over

contracting dimensions 𝑐1, 𝑐2
𝑦 = exp(𝑥) type(𝑥) Element-wise exponential

𝑦 = div(𝑥1, 𝑥2) type(𝑥1) Element-wise divide
𝑦 = copy(𝑥) type(𝑥) Identical copy

Table 5. Brief descriptions of tensor operators discussed in the paper (detailed operation semantics in [53, 64]).
type(𝑥) refers to the tensor-type of tensor variable 𝑥 . 𝑑𝑖𝑚 represents the dimension number (starting from 1).
We use NumPy-like slice notation 𝑥 [𝑠1:𝑒1, 𝑠2:𝑒2, . . . ] and ignore type-based attributes in visualizations.

x: u8[6,6]

y: u8[4,5] = slice_{1:5,0:5}(x)

Fig. 23. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = slice[1:5,0:5] (𝑥). slice extracts a 4 × 5 sub tensor from 𝑥 .

y: u8[4,5] = upslice_{1:5,0:5}(x1,x2)x1: u8[6,6]
x2: u8[4,5]

Fig. 24. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = upslice[1:5,0:5] (𝑥1, 𝑥2). upslice inserts a 4 × 5 subtensor 𝑥2 and puts
it in 𝑥1 from ranges [1 : 5, 0 : 5].
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x1: u8[2,4]

x2: u8[4,4]

y: u8[6,4] = concat_1(x1,x2)

Fig. 25. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = concat1 (𝑥1, 𝑥2). Concatenate composes a new tensor of dimension
[6, 4] from two sub tensors 𝑥1 and 𝑥2 of dimensions [2, 4] and [4, 4], respectively, by stacking across dim=1.

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

y1: u8[2,4] = reshape(x1)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

y2: u8[3,8] = reshape(x2)

1 2 3 4 5 6

y3: u8[6] = reshape(x3)

1 2 3 4

5 6 7 8

9 10 11 12

13 14 15 16

17 18 19 20

21 22 23 24

x2: u8[6,4]

1 2

3 4

5 6

x3: u8[3,2]

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

x1: u8[12]

Fig. 26. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = reshape(𝑥). The blue tensor is reshaped from [12, 1] to [2, 4]. The
green tensor is reshaped from [6, 4] to [3, 8]. The purple tensor is reshaped from [3, 2] to [6, 1].

x: u32[2] y: u8[2,4] = bitcvt(x)

0x10 0x20 0x30 0x40

0x50 0x60 0x70 0x80

0x10203040 0x50607080

Fig. 27. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = bitcvt(𝑥). Element-wise bitcast conversion from u32 to u8.
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0 1 2 3

0 1 2 3

0 1 2 3

0 1 2 3

x: u8[1,4]

y: u8[3,4] = broadcast_1(x)

Fig. 28. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = broadcast1 (𝑥). Broadcasts 𝑥 across dimension 1.

0 1 2 3

4 5 6 7

8 9 10 11

12 15 18 21

x: u8[3,4]

y: u8[1,4] = reduce_1(x)

Fig. 29. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = reduce1 (𝑥). Sum reduces 𝑥 across dimension 1.

1 2 3

4 5 6

7 8 9

10 11 12

1 4 7 10

2 5 8 11

3 6 9 12

x: u8[4,3]
y: u8[3,4] = transpose_[2,1](x)

Fig. 30. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = transpose[2,1] (𝑥). Transposes 𝑥 from [4, 3] to [3, 4].
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1 2

3 4

5 6

2 0 7

0 3 9

2 6 25

6 12 57

10 18 89

y: u8[3,3] = dot_{2,1} (x1, x2)x1: u8[3,2]

x2: u8[2,3]

Fig. 31. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = dot{2,1} (𝑥). Matrix multiplies 𝑥1 of dimension [3, 2] and 𝑥2 of
dimension [2, 3] to get output tensor 𝑦 of dimension [3, 3].

1 2 3 4 e1 e2 e3 e4

x: f32[4] y: f32[4] = exp(x)

Fig. 32. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = exp(𝑥). Element-wise exponential of the vector 𝑥 .

2 6 12 20

1 2 3 4

x1: f32[4]

y: f32[4] = div(x1,x2)

2 3 4 5

x2: f32[4]

Fig. 33. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = div(𝑥1, 𝑥2). Element-wise division of 𝑥1 by 𝑥2.

1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4

x: u8[4] y: u8[4] = copy(x)

Fig. 34. Visualization of the operation 𝑦 = copy(𝑥). Copies tensor 𝑥 into 𝑦.
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B GENERALIZED REPRESENTATION OF TENSOR ACCELERATOR ISA DESCRIPTION
An abstract instruction is parameterized by two sets of integer attributes 𝛼 and 𝛽 . Its semantics are
represented as (1) an abstract tensor computation concretized by a set of computational attributes 𝜶 ,
where (2) the data slices for the input and output tensors of the abstract tensor computation lie on
the tensor buffers, and the data slice addresses are parameterized by a set of addressing attributes 𝜷 .

Next, we formally define this generalized representation using notations defined previously.

Def B.1. An abstract instruction 𝜃 ∈ Θ𝐻 which reads 𝑛𝜃 tensors located at 𝑑
(𝑖 )
𝜃

[𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 :𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑒 ] |𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1

and modifies a tensor located at 𝑑
(0)
𝜃

[𝐼 (0)𝑠 :𝐼 (0)𝑒 ], is represented using an abstract tensor computation 𝑔𝜃

concretized by the set of computational attributes 𝛼 , (𝑛𝜃 + 1) data slice addresses ℎ (𝑖 )
𝜃

|𝑛𝜃
𝑖=0 over the set

of addressing attributes 𝛽 and a validity constraint 𝑒𝜃 over the set of attributes 𝛼 and 𝛽 .

Def B.2. A concrete instruction 𝜃𝛼,𝛽 represents a valid modification if 𝑒𝜃 (𝛼, 𝛽) is true. It reads
data slices 𝑥𝑖 = 𝑑

(𝑖 )
𝜃

[𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 :𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑒 ] |𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1 and modifies data slice 𝑦 = 𝑑

(0)
𝜃

[𝐼 (0)𝑠 :𝐼 (0)𝑒 ] with the corresponding

concrete tensor computation 𝑦 = 𝑓 (𝑥𝑖 |𝑛𝜃𝑖=1), where 𝑓 = 𝑔𝜃 (𝛼) and ∀𝑖 ∈ [0, 𝑛𝜃 ] (𝐼 (𝑖 )𝑠 , 𝐼
(𝑖 )
𝑒 ) = ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃
(𝛽).

Def B.3. Execution E(𝜃𝛼,𝛽 ) of a concrete instruction 𝜃𝛼,𝛽 is a concrete tensor computation (over a

tuple of tensors) that updates the memory state𝑀 = (𝑑0, 𝑑1, . . . ) to𝑀 ′ = (𝑑 ′0, 𝑑 ′1, . . . ) where

𝑑 ′𝑖 =


upslice[ℎ (0)

𝜃
(𝛽 ) ]

(
𝑑
(0)
𝜃
, 𝑔𝜃 (𝛼)

(
slice[ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃
(𝛽 ) ] (𝑑

(𝑖 )
𝜃

)
����𝑛𝜃
𝑖=1

))
for 𝑑𝑖 = 𝑑

(0)
𝜃

(𝑑𝑖 is the output buffer)

copy(𝑑𝑖 ) for 𝑑𝑖 ≠ 𝑑
(0)
𝜃

(rest are not modified)

Here, upslice, slice, & copy are tensor operators described in Table 5 and visualized in Appendix A.
Kernel programming languages like Exo [31] model custom hardware instructions under similar

assumptions, albeit defining semantics using scalar operators and Python-like syntax.
Intuitively, we can represent scalar-based pseudocode descriptions with FOR and IF statements
(like Intel Intrinsics Guide [33]) using element-wise tensor operators (since scalars are 0-D tensors)
with while and select operators, respectively.

We can prove the generality of the above representation in the following steps:
• All relevant concrete instructions can be represented as a concrete tensor computation graph with

the input and output being read and written to data slices. (Hint: it is a deterministic modification)
• There are finite concrete instructions for a given accelerator.
• There are finite abstract instructions for a given accelerator.
• There are finite concrete instructions for a given abstract instruction.
• An abstract instruction 𝜃 can be represented by a finite set of abstract instructions 𝜃 ′s such that
for every abstract instruction 𝜃 ′, the concrete tensor computations are isomorphic, i.e., can be
represented by an abstract tensor computation.

• Since there are finite abstract instructions for a given accelerator, every ISA can be represented
using finite abstract instructions of form 𝜃 ′.

• Worst case, every concrete instruction is an abstract instruction in itself.
• Such a 𝜃 can always be represented as the generalized definition.
• A simple solution is that since we have finite concrete instructions, 𝛼 can enumerate the unique
concrete tensor computations present, which makes 𝑔𝜃 the enumeration function and 𝛽 can be
the set of addresses (size 2 · (𝑛𝜃 + 1), which makes ℎ (𝑖 )

𝜃
as identity mappings. We define 𝑒𝜃 (𝛼, 𝛽) as

true iff there is a concrete instruction with concrete tensor computation 𝑔𝜃 (𝛼) and data slices 𝛽 .
This strategy shows that every instruction can always be split into integer attributes.
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C MORE DETAILS ON CORE ACT ALGORITHM (SECTION 5 & 6)
C.1 Module 1: E-Graph Initializer
In the paper, we have skipped the details of XLA-HLO IR and how tiled memory formats are
represented. We have a simple example in §9.2 (Case Study 3) that discusses this.
An important feature of bflat is that it is invertible since reshape and bitcvt are both invertible

operators. The input and output nodes in the e-graph that represent byte-flattened tensors are
connected to the input graph 𝐺 with bflat−1 and bflat respectively, as shown in Fig. 9.

C.2 Module 2: Rewrite Applier
In §5.2.1, we mentioned the filtering from the set of IR-to-IR rewrite rules (foundational axioms R).
Rewrite rules are selected based on whether they are going to lead to any IR-to-ISA rewrite rule or
not. We do this iteratively to handle transitive rewrite rules. For example, if op C appears in any 𝑔𝜃 ,
and then any rewrite rule generating C is added to the set. If there is a rewrite rule B -> C, then op
B is also added to the set, and this process continues iteratively. This helps to prune the operator
set potentially supported by an accelerator during compiler backend generation time itself.
In §5.2.2, we mentioned that rewrite rule bitcvt(reshape(𝑥)) → load_rm(𝑥) is generated from

lines 11-17 of Fig. 7. Snippet of its precondition is present in Fig. 35.

1 pub fn precond_load_rm (...) -> bool {
2 ...
3 // y: bf16[`@alpha.n`, 64]
4 if y.shape.len() != 2 || y.shape [1] != 64 || y.dtype != Dtype::BF16 {
5 return false;
6 }
7 let alpha_n = y.shape [0];
8 if alpha_n <= 128 { // check based on instr.set_constraints (...)
9 return false;
10 }
11 ... // Repeat for a, x1
12 }

Fig. 35. Snippet of rewrite precondition (Rust) generated from semantics of load_rm in Fig.7 of the paper

In §5.2.3, we discuss identity instructions that are useful for tiling the inner loop and padding
tensor variables. Fig. 36 shows a simple pii graph generated by Act-Gemmini. These identity
instructions play a crucial role in guaranteeing completeness.

AHBM
u8[512]

BHBM
u8[256]

mvin_spad
i8[32,16]

mvin_spad
i8[16,16]

mvin_spad
i8[32,16]

DHBM
u8[256]

matmul32
i32[16,16]

matmul32
i32[16,16]

concat1
i32[32,16]

mvout_acc
u8[2048]

slice[16:32,:]
i32[16,16]

slice[0:16,:]
i8[16,16]

slice[16:32,:]
i8[16,16]

31

slice[0:16,:]
i32[16,16]

2
3 1

2

1 2

Fig. 36. pii graph using identity instruction slice & concat
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C.3 Module 3: Graph Extractor
A high-level Python-like pseudocode for the extraction algorithm is in Fig. 37.

1 selected = set()
2 def extract(eclass , output_buffer):
3 for enode in eclass:
4 if enode.type != "pii":
5 continue
6 if enode.output != output_buffer:
7 continue
8 # Iterate through all the operand e-classes of the e-node
9 for idx , operand in enumerate(enode.operands):
10 if not extract(operand , enode.input_buffer[idx]):
11 return False
12 # If we reach here , we have successfully selected this enode
13 selected.add(enode)
14 return True
15 return False
16
17 extract(ROOT_eclass , "d0")

Fig. 37. A simplified Python-like pseudocode for the extraction algorithm discussed in §5.3

To expand on the termination condition, if you reach an e-class expecting a tensor in 𝑑0 (HBM)
and the e-class is marked as constant or contains an e-node representing a flattened input tensor
variable, we terminate. If it were a flattened input tensor, we add that to the pii graph. If the e-class
was marked as constant, then the tensor expression that computes this value is added to the pii
graph (Fig.17 of the paper). These two cases are exclusive and can never happen in the same e-class.

C.4 Module 4: Topological Ordering Generator
We extend the Sethi-Ullman numbering to multiple tensor buffers storing varying sizes of tensor
variables. For a tensor buffer 𝑑 , we define esun𝑑 (𝑦) = max(mem𝑑 (𝑦),min𝑖 𝜏𝑑 (𝑥𝑖 )) where 𝑥 ′𝑖 𝑠 are
the operands of node 𝑦, 𝜏𝑑 (𝑥𝑖 ) = esun𝑑 (𝑥𝑖 ) +

∑
𝑖≠𝑗 mem𝑑 (𝑥 𝑗 ) and mem𝑑 (𝑥 𝑗 ) corresponds to the

memory size (in bytes) of the tensor variable represented by the node 𝑥 𝑗 . We compute esun𝑑
for all tensor buffers in D𝐻 except 𝑑0 (HBM) and select the operands 𝑥𝑖 in decreasing order of
max𝑑 (𝜏𝑑 (𝑥𝑖 )/mem(𝑑)), which represents the tensor buffer requirement.

A B

C

D E

F

G H

I

Fig. 38. A simple counter-example with two reg-
ister files (blue, red) where all depth-first topo-
logical ordering will use (3, 2) or (2, 3) registers.
Topological ordering A-I only uses (2, 2) registers.

A key reason for choosing Sethi-Ullman number-
ing as the base algorithm is the matching objective
to our work. To improve the likelihood of CSP being
SAT, we want the interference graph to be as small
as possible. This is analogous to minimizing register
pressure, which is the objective of Sethi-Ullman num-
bering. While Sethi-Ullman numbering was provably
optimal for register files, we have a simple counterex-
ample (Fig. 38) to show it is not always optimal for
more than one register file. In fact, any depth-first
topological ordering will not minimize the number of
registers required for this counterexample. While this
makes it difficult for us to prove an optimal schedule
but the algorithm guides towards a schedule with low
register pressure. In practice, we observe that this heuristic yields good results as well.
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C.5 Module 5: Constraint Satisfaction Problem Generator
Google OR-Tools CP-SAT solver is a multi-threaded program, and thus, the solution is non-
deterministic. However, a compiler engineer might expect determinism from the Act-generated
compiler backend. So, we allow the compiler engineers to force determinism using a simple
boolean flag. If the flag is set, determinism is maintained by invoking the CP-SAT solver with
NumSearchWorkers = 1 as discussed at https://groups.google.com/g/or-tools-discuss/c/ZGj5vhhZX48

C.6 Module 6: Code Emitter
A short discussion on pre-allocated constant tensors. As defined in CSP4, all constant tensors
have an overlapping live range. Therefore, all pre-allocated constant tensors are assigned non-
overlapping address ranges. Therefore, the final constant tensor is just the concatenation of these
constant tensors.

copy Q

mov copy exp

mov

copy K

mov softmax copy div

mov

copy V

store_rm

mov

copy reshape

bitcvt

load_cm mov copy transpose21

load_rm copy reshape

mov copy reduce2

copy reshape

gemm

load_rm

copy dot

copy reshape

gemm

load_rm

copy dot

mov bitcvt copy

broadcast2 copy

mov bitcvt copy

copy

mov bitcvt copy

Fig. 39. Saturated e-graph for running example 𝐺𝑄𝐾𝑉 (snippet in Fig. 9).

https://groups.google.com/g/or-tools-discuss/c/ZGj5vhhZX48


Act: Automatically Generating Compiler Backends from Tensor Accelerator ISA Descriptions 39

D FUZZ TESTING SETUP
We use NNSmith [45] to generate computation graphs for Act-Gemmini fuzz testing. Our setup
supports 10 XLA-HLO operators listed in Table 6. To generate the graphs, we specify the seed,
max_nodes, include, type, backend, and dtype_choices. nnsmith generates graphs withmax_nodes
amount of operators. The computation graphs have multiple outputs, and in order to have a singular
output, we combine all the outputs with the add operator. Therefore, the total nodes in the final
XLA-HLO graph is (#operators) + (#input parameters) + (#output nodes - 1). Even with amax_nodes
of 50, it eventually leads to a kernel size of 89.

Tensor Operator Description
𝑦 = dot(𝑥1, 𝑥2) Matrix multiplication of 𝑥1 and 𝑥2

𝑦 = broadcast𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) Broadcast over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reduce𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) Reduce-sum over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = reverse𝑑𝑖𝑚 (𝑥) Reverse elements over dimension 𝑑𝑖𝑚
𝑦 = add(𝑥1, 𝑥2) Element-wise addition of 𝑥1 and 𝑥2
𝑦 = sub(𝑥1, 𝑥2) Element-wise subtraction of 𝑥1 and 𝑥2
𝑦 = neg(𝑥) Element-wise negation of 𝑥
𝑦 =min(𝑥, 𝑐) Element-wise minimum of 𝑥 and 𝑦
𝑦 =max(𝑥) Element-wise maximum of 𝑥 and 𝑦

𝑦 = clamp(𝑙𝑜𝑤, 𝑥, ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ) Element-wise clamp of 𝑥 with 𝑙𝑜𝑤 and ℎ𝑖𝑔ℎ

Table 6. 10 XLA-HLO operators present in the tensor kernels generated for fuzz testing using NNSmith [45].

1 nnsmith.model_gen model.type=tensorflow backend.type=xla \
2 mgen.seed =1002 \
3 mgen.max_nodes =50 \
4 mgen.include="[tensorflow.TFMatMul , core.Abs , core.Add , core.Max , core.

Min , core.Neg , core.Clip , core.Sub]" \
5 model.path="nnsmith_output/" \
6 debug.viz=true
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E STATISTICS OF ONEDNN KERNELS
The oneDNN library consists of a set of common DNN kernels and is hand-written and heav-
ily optimized for Intel ISA, including AMX and AVX512. XLA compiler generates fused sub-
graphs for these kernels, which are then compiled to assembly code using the oneDNN library
(xla_cpu_use_mkl_dnn flag). We selected five such kernels commonly observed in oneDNN exam-
ples [35]. These kernels are based on simple matrix computations with complex memory layouts of
the input matrices. Table 40 summarizes the statistics for the selected kernels labeled as K1-K5.

#Nodes #AMX #AVX512
K1 6 16 0
K2 6 9 0
K3 7 0 100
K4 7 0 107
K5 23 16 37

Fig. 40. Statistics of selected oneDNN kernels and their optimized assembly code in oneDNN library
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Fig. 41. Tensor computation graph for oneDNN kernel K1

1 ENTRY k1 {
2 A = u8[32 ,64] parameter (0)
3 B = i8[32 ,64]{T(16 ,64)} parameter (1)
4 convert .0 = i32 [32 ,64] convert(A)
5 transpose .1 = i8[64 ,32] transpose(B), dimensions =[2,1]
6 convert .2 = i32 [64 ,32] convert(transpose .1)
7 ROOT dot.3 = i32 [32 ,32]{T(16 ,16)} dot(convert.0, convert .2)
8 }

Fig. 42. XLA-HLO code for kernel K1.
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tilezero(dst = tmm0)
tilezero(dst = tmm1)
tilezero(dst = tmm2)
tilezero(dst = tmm3)
tileloadd(dst = tmm4 , mem_addr = 0x0000)
tileloadd(dst = tmm5 , mem_addr = 0x0400)
tileloadd(dst = tmm6 , mem_addr = 0x0800)
tileloadd(dst = tmm7 , mem_addr = 0x0c00)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm0 , src0 = tmm4 , src1 = tmm6)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm1 , src0 = tmm4 , src1 = tmm7)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm2 , src0 = tmm5 , src1 = tmm6)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm3 , src0 = tmm5 , src1 = tmm7)
tilestored(src = tmm0 , mem_addr = 0x1000)
tilestored(src = tmm1 , mem_addr = 0x1400)
tilestored(src = tmm2 , mem_addr = 0x1800)
tilestored(src = tmm3 , mem_addr = 0x1c00)

Fig. 43. Compiled assembly code for kernel K1.
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Fig. 44. Tensor computation graph for oneDNN kernel K2

1 ENTRY k2 {
2 A = u8[16 ,64] parameter (0)
3 B = i8[32 ,64]{T(16 ,64)} parameter (1)
4 convert .0 = i32 [16 ,64] convert(A)
5 transpose .1 = i8[64 ,32] transpose(B), dimensions =[2,1]
6 convert .2 = i32 [64 ,32] convert(transpose .1)
7 ROOT dot.3 = i32 [16 ,32]{T(16 ,16)} dot(convert.0, convert .2)
8 }

Fig. 45. XLA-HLO code for kernel K2.

tilezero(dst = tmm0)
tilezero(dst = tmm1)
tileloadd(dst = tmm2 , mem_addr = 0x0000)
tileloadd(dst = tmm3 , mem_addr = 0x0400)
tileloadd(dst = tmm4 , mem_addr = 0x0800)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm0 , src0 = tmm2 , src1 = tmm3)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm1 , src0 = tmm2 , src1 = tmm4)
tilestored(src = tmm0 , mem_addr = 0x0c00)
tilestored(src = tmm1 , mem_addr = 0x1000)

Fig. 46. Compiled assembly code for kernel K2.
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Fig. 47. Tensor computation graph for oneDNN kernel K3

1 ENTRY k3 {
2 A = f32 [32] parameter (0)
3 B = f32 [14 ,4] parameter (1)
4 reshape .0 = f32[32,1] reshape(A)
5 slice .1 = f32 [14,1] slice(B), dimensions =[:,0]
6 transpose .2 = f32[1,14] transpose(slice .1), dimensions =[2,1]
7 dot.3 = f32 [32 ,14] dot(reshape.0, transpose .2)
8 ROOT transpose .4 = f32 [14 ,32]{1 ,0:T(14 ,16)} transpose(dot.3), dimensions =[2,1]
9 }

Fig. 48. XLA-HLO code for kernel K3.

vpxord(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm31)
...
vpxord(dst = zmm4 , src0 = zmm4 , src1 = zmm4)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm2 , mem_addr =0x000)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm3 , mem_addr =0x040)}
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm0 , mem_addr =0x080)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm3 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm30 , src0 = zmm2 , src1 = zmm0)
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm0 , mem_addr =0x090)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm3 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm30 , src0 = zmm2 , src1 = zmm0)
...
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm0 , mem_addr =0x150)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm5 , src0 = zmm3 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm4 , src0 = zmm2 , src1 = zmm0)
vmovupsz(src = zmm31 , mem_addr =0x160)
vmovupsz(src = zmm30 , mem_addr =0x1a0)
...
vmovupsz(src = zmm4 , mem_addr =0x820)

Fig. 49. Compiled assembly code for kernel K3.
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Fig. 50. Tensor computation graph for oneDNN kernel K4

1 ENTRY k4 {
2 A = f32 [48] parameter (0)
3 B = f32[8,4] parameter (1)
4 reshape .0 = f32[48,1] reshape(A)
5 slice .1 = f32[8,1] slice(B), dimensions =[: ,0]}
6 transpose .2 = f32[1,8] transpose(slice .1), dimensions =[2,1]
7 dot.3 = f32 [48,8] dot(reshape.0, transpose .2)
8 ROOT transpose .4 = f32 [8 ,48]{1 ,0:T(8,16)} transpose(dot.3), dimensions =[2,1]
9 }

Fig. 51. XLA-HLO code for kernel K4.

vpxord(dst = zmm8 , src0 = zmm8 , src1 = zmm8)
...
vpxord(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm31)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm0 , mem_addr =0x000)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm1 , mem_addr =0x040)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm2 , mem_addr =0x080)
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm6 , mem_addr =0x0c0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm8 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm16 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm1)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm24 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm2)
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm7 , mem_addr =0x0d0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm9 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm17 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm1)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm25 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm2)
...
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm6 , mem_addr =0x120)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm14 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm22 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm1)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm30 , src0 = zmm6 , src1 = zmm2)
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm7 , mem_addr =0x130)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm15 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm0)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm23 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm1)
vfmadd231ps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm7 , src1 = zmm2)
vaddpsz(dst = zmm8 , src0 = zmm8 , mem_addr =0x140)
...
vaddpsz(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , mem_addr =0x700)
vmovupsz(src = zmm31 , mem_addr =0x740)
...
vmovupsz(src = zmm31 , mem_addr =0xd00)

Fig. 52. Compiled assembly code for kernel K4.
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convert
i32[32,64]

X
u8[32,64]

dot
i32[32,32]{T(16,16)}

Y
i8[32,64]{T(16,4)}

convert
i32[64,32]

1 2

transpose[2,1]
i8[64,32]

A
f32[3,16]

B
f32[1,16]

C
f32[1,16]

broadcast
f32[3,16]

broadcast
f32[3,16]

mult
f32[3,16]

add
f32[3,16]

relu
f32[3,16]

mult
f32[3,16]

clamp
f32[3,16]

convert
u8[3,16]

D
f32[1,16]

broadcast
f32[3,16]

0
f32[1,16]

255
f32[1,16]

broadcast
f32[3,16]

broadcast
f32[3,16]

Fig. 53. Tensor computation graph for oneDNN kernel K5

1 ENTRY k5 {
2 X = u8[32 ,64] parameter (0)
3 Y = i8[32 ,64]{T(16 ,64)} parameter (1)
4 convert .0 = i32 [32 ,64] convert(X)
5 transpose .1 = i8[64 ,32] transpose(Y), dimensions =[2,1]
6 convert .2 = i32 [64 ,32] convert(transpose .1)
7 dot.3 = i32 [32 ,32]{T(16 ,16)} dot(convert.0, transpose .1)
8 A = f32 [3 ,16] parameter (2)
9 B = f32 [3 ,16] parameter (3)
10 C = f32 [3 ,16] parameter (4)
11 D = f32 [3 ,16] parameter (5)
12 constant .0 = f32[1,16] constant (0)
13 constant .255 = f32[1,16] constant (255)
14 broadcast .4 = f32[3,16] broadcast(B), dimensions =[1]
15 multiply .5 = f32[3,16] multiply(A, broadcast .4)
16 broadcast .6 = f32[3,16] broadcast(C), dimensions =[1]
17 add.7 = f32 [3,16] add(multiply.5, broadcast .6)
18 relu.8 = f32 [3,16] maximum(constant.0, add.7)
19 broadcast .9 = f32[3,16] broadcast(D), dimensions =[1]
20 multiply .10 = f32[3,16] multiply(relu.8, broadcast .9)
21 broadcast .11 = f32[3,16] broadcast(constant .0), dimensions =[1]
22 broadcast .12 = f32[3,16] broadcast(constant .255), dimensions =[1]
23 clamp .13 = f32[3,16] clamp(constant.0, multiply .10, constant .255)
24 convert .14 = u8[3,16] convert(clamp .13)
25 ROOT tuple .15 = tuple(dot.3, convert .14)
26 }

Fig. 54. XLA-HLO code for kernel K5.
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tilezero(dst = tmm0)
tilezero(dst = tmm1)
tilezero(dst = tmm2)
tilezero(dst = tmm3)
tileloadd(dst = tmm4 , mem_addr = 0x0000)
tileloadd(dst = tmm5 , mem_addr = 0x0400)
tileloadd(dst = tmm6 , mem_addr = 0x0800)
tileloadd(dst = tmm7 , mem_addr = 0x0c00)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm0 , src0 = tmm4 , src1 = tmm6)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm1 , src0 = tmm4 , src1 = tmm7)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm2 , src0 = tmm5 , src1 = tmm6)
tdpbusd(dst = tmm3 , src0 = tmm5 , src1 = tmm7)
tilestored(src = tmm0 , mem_addr = 0x1000)
tilestored(src = tmm1 , mem_addr = 0x1400)
tilestored(src = tmm2 , mem_addr = 0x1800)
tilestored(src = tmm3 , mem_addr = 0x1c00)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm10 , mem_addr = 0x000)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm15 , mem_addr = 0x040)
mov(dst = ebx , imm = 0x437f000)
vmovq(dst = xmm9 , src = rbx)
vbroadcastss(dst = zmm9 , src = xmm9)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm31 , mem_addr = 0x080)
vcvtdq2ps(dst = zmm31 , src = zmm31)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm31 , mem_addr = 0x0c0)
vcvtdq2ps(dst = zmm30 , src = zmm30)
vmovupsz(dst = zmm31 , mem_addr = 0x100)
vcvtdq2ps(dst = zmm29 , src = zmm29)
vmulps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm15)
...
vaddps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm10)
...
vmaxps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm8)
...
vbroadcastssl(dst = zmm0 , mem_addr = 0x144)
vmulps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm0)
...
vmaxps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm8)
vminps(dst = zmm31 , src0 = zmm31 , src1 = zmm9)
vcvtps2dq(dst = zmm31 , src = zmm31)
vpmovusdbx(src = zmm31 , mem_addr = 0x144)
...

Fig. 55. Compiled assembly code for kernel K5.
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