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In this paper, a comprehensive overview of Computer Architecture for Digital SignalProcessing is given. Sucharchitecturesare
seen as the resultofconstraininginfluencesfrom
the natureof
digital signal processing algorithms, architectural technfques
includ
ing appropriate choice of primitive elements, the underlying digital
system technology, andprogramminglanguagesfordigitalsignal
processing. Following a consideration of these influences, several
examples
are
given
ranging
from
chips
through
board
level
processors, to attached support processors with very high throughput. Trends for the future are discussed throughout the paper.

I.

INTRODUCTION

Overthe last 50 years, there has been an astonishing
change in both the nature of signal processing algorithms
and the computational means utilized to exercise them [I].
Starting before World War I I , there was a period of classical
signal processing characterized by static realizations of
low-pass, band-pass, and high-pass filters that used only
gross knowledge of signal and noise spectra.Signal and
noise statistics were not utilized, and most of the implementations utilized analog technology. It was commonplace to design all-pole IIR filters, such as Butterworth,
Chebyschev, and elliptic designs, and the primary operations were differentiation and integration. Computationally, these techniques were characterized by taking order
of N (O(N)) processing time, where N is the number of
sample points of the signal being processed at any given
time. Following the Second World War, many applications,
such as vocoders, that had been implemented in analog
form became so complex that it was difficult to explore the
effect on system performance of the variation of many
design parameters. For this reason, digital signal processing
was introduced at first as a simulation technique, with no
thought paid to its utility in directreal-time applications,
since the technology to support this usagewas not available. During this epoch, there was a more refined manipu-
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lation of data spectra using limited knowledge of signal and
noise statistics, such as matched and Wiener filters. While
statistics were utilized, they did not vary with time, nor was
any modelintroduced for the way inwhich data were
generated. As time progressed, implementations became
primarily digital, and all-zero FIR digital filters were introduced. The primary operations performed, in addition to
filtering previously mentioned, included convolution, correlation, and efficient techniques for computing the discrete
Fourier transform such as the FFT. Corresponding to these
operations, the computational complexity involved was of
order N2 or Nlog, N, as contrasted to the previous linear
dependence on N. Finally, in the present epoch, lasting so
far for approximately 20 years, sophisticated manipulation
of data spectra using detailedknowledgeof
signal and
noise statistics has been introduced as exemplified by adaptive and Kalman filters. For these systems, statistics can vary
with time, and additional structure was imposed by assuming models on how data are generated, such as the linear
predictive coding model used in speech. As the technology
improved,implementations
became realized digitallyfor
complex systems, taking advantage of the precision, repeatability, high signal-to-noise ratio, and flexibility afforded by
digital systems. Time-varying digital filters were introduced,
and matrix difference equations appeared.Primary operations were extendedbeyondthe
previous emphasis on
convolution and Fourier transforms to matrix-vector multiplication, matrix-matrix multiplication, linear system solution, least squares solution, and eigenvalue decomposition.
Algorithms for these tasksare characterized by order @
processing time, thus putting great demand on effective
computational means for realization of these systems.
From this brief view over the evolving nature of the field,
signal processing
it is clear that the complexityofdigital
taskshas
risen markedly, followingnot only theoretical
advances, but also the rapid advances in integrated circuit
technology. Clearly, an agent is needed to coordinate the
theoretical approaches with the ambient technology, and
this task has fallen to computer architecture in the large,
but due to the specialized nature of the algorithms performed in digital signalprocessing, specialized processors
have evolved for most of these tasks. The range of applica-
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tions, originally focused around low-bandwidth speech applications, has extended dramatically, and has required all
of the performance that contemporary computing systems
can deliver, yet at reasonable cost. The techniques used for
characterizing
computer
architecture for
digital
signal
processing are not disjoint from thoseused for computer
architecture in the large, but the emphasis on various features may vary in order to satisfy application requirements.
The performanceofdigitalcomputer
systemshas two
contrasting facets. O n the one hand, greater computational
throughput can be achieved by improvements in circuit
performance, and this area is largely driven by the technology that is available atany given time. It is probably safe
to say that most manufacturers would prefer to achieve
the desired performance level through utilization of conventional single-sequence computer architectures with
state-of-the-art technology. Additionalthroughput can be
achieved, however, through exploitation of the parallelism
inherent in many digital signal processing tasks. Happily,
many of these tasks provide such a large amount of parallelismthat it has only recently been completelyexploited
even for algorithms that have been in use for some time.
We will discuss the many means by which this parallelism
can be translated into computational structures, observing
that the combination of aggressive technology and innovative highly parallel architectures can lead to processing rates
in excess of 200 million floating-point operations per second (megaflops) for 32-bit operands.This is certainly a
startling level of performance, and one that opens up the
practical utilization of even the most complex theoretical
signal processing approaches.
In this paper, we give a comprehensive overview of those
factors that constrain the nature of computer architecture
for digital signal processing. We start with a fundamental
view of the nature of algorithms, including their means of
representation, and give a view of many of the most significant calculations that must be performed, thus revealing
not only the primitive computational means that must be
made available, butthe architectural structures that can
utilize them with particular attention to the level of parallelism. Following this view of algorithms, we move on to an
establishment of a general framework for computer architectures that will allow us to examine the nature of parallelism along data paths together with its concomitant control
in an abstract form that is not encumbered by implementation details. This framework will then lead to an examinationof a set of techniques that comprise “architectural
exploration,” whereby the system designer may systematically move over the design space of possible architectures
to select the desired performance level. A comprehensive
categorization of the means for utilizing contemporary integrated circuit technology with a variety of architectural
styles is given, permitting a broad viewofthe
space of
high-performancecomputer systems. Next, anassessment
of integratedcircuit technology is given, includingboth
bipolar and MOS technologies, together with their impact
on canonical circuits, interconnect, and packaging. In this
section ofthe paper, we also give a view of integrated
circuit design, ranging from utilization of off-the-shelf circuits through semicustom techniques to full custom design,
since there is a great deal of innovation for new complex
special-purpose signalprocessing integrated circuits, Having examinedthe nature ofdigital
signal processing al-

ALLEN: COMPUTER ARCHITECTURE F O R DIGITAL SIGNAL PROCESSING

gorithms, architectures, and supporting technology, we
focus on programming techniques, a factor often ignored in
early designs but now seen as essential for the viability of
modern processors. Next, we examine a variety of specific
designs, ranging from canonical circuitfunctionsthrough
digital signal processing chips, wafer-scale systems, attached processors, stand-alone programmable machines,
systolic arrays, and linear-algebra architectures. We end by
establishing a uniform view over all of these developments
leading to a reasoned set of expectations for futureprogress. This is a highly volatile and exciting area, bringing
together rich theoretical investigations, burgeoningtechnology, innovative architectural synthesis, and an unending
demand from applications for improved performance. It is
our intention to convey the way in which these wide-ranging forces are coalescing into a cohesive set of new performance strategies, often yielding well over a factor of a
thousandimprovement overeven the fastest general-purpose machines.

II. ALGORITHMS

In this section we examine the nature of the algorithms
that characterize the tasks to be performed in digital signal
processing. The complementary aspects of architecture and
architectural units, technology, and data and programming
structures, are often seen as posing representation issues
associated with the nature ofthe particular implementation, but it must be emphasized that there is a fundamental
problem associated with the representation of algorithms
themselves. From the point of view of systemdesign, it
would be useful to be able to specify and separate what an
algorithm does from how it is performed. This separation is
sometimes referred to as the competence/performance distinction, and it remains a discouraging fact that there is no
means available to specify task competence separately from
task performance over a broad range of tasks.Thus for
example, a set of simultaneous linear equations specifies all
of the constraints that have tohold for any solutionto
these equations, but it is neutral with respect to indicating
a performance strategy for the solution of these equations,
such as Gaussian elimination. Constraint representations
have been proposed [2] for this iimited class of systems, but
they are not available over other task domains of interest to
digital signal processing. With this observation in mind, we
must proceed with the knowledge that any algorithm to be
used in a digital signalprocessingsystem
inevitablyconfounds a particular performance bias with theintrinsic
nature of the algorithmic competence. This means that it is
impossible to even state an algorithm without including a
performance bias, a fact which can be readily appreciated
by the examination of any textbook on algorithms. Even the
graphic nature of algorithmic representation carries with it
performance biases, including the use of procedural forms,
such as linear recurrence equations, as well as structural
forms such as signal flow graphs. In this paper, we will
introduce and utilize both equations and signal flow representations, choosing each form for its insightfulness where
appropriate. While we will discuss later the possibilityof
the use of functional languages, we will utilize here these
more conventional representations, even though we must
emphasize t o the reader that a heightened awareness to the
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possibilityof latent parallelism must be retained in examining all of these forms.
We start our discussion of algorithmic structures by citing
the forms used for infinite impulse response and finite
impulse response filters. In the case of infinite impulse
response filters, the basic buildingblock frequentlyprovided is the so-called "second-order section" shown in (1)

y( n ) = AY( n

- I)

- 1) + x ( . ) .

(1)

In the most general form of the second-order section, the
two previous values of both the input and the output must
be multiplied by real coefficients. Thus there is an opportunity to performas many as four multiplications in parallel,
the results of which must then be summed with the tapped
current input. In the case of finite impulse response filters,
theinput sample stream is tapped after a succession of
delays, each tapped value being multiplied by a tap coefficient, and then all of these products are summed to produce theoutput.It
i s notuncommon
to haveseveral
hundred such taps. Once again, it is clear that the algorithmic requirement is to compute a sum-of-products. A variety
of techniques for effecting this calculation will be discussed
in the sequel.
Another fundamental algorithm, used repeatedly in many
applications, is the well-known discrete Fourier transform
(DFT), which is often implem'ented as the fast Fourier
transform (FFT). The calculation to be performed is shown
in (2)
N-1

xnWk,

Xk=
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(2)

n-0

where. the output values x k are obtained by summing the
products obtained by multiplying the input sample values
x , by the complex value W k= exp(jZn/N)"". These complex products, X,,Wk,
can be formed from four real multiplies and two adds. Straightforward calculation of the DFT
as a sum of complex products, however, misses much of the
inherent structure of the FFT algorithm, which is best seen
graphically as in Fig. 1. In this representation, an eight-point

FFT, N = 8

f

8log,

N BUTTERFLIES

Fig. 1. Eight-point FET, illustrating decomposition
into
twelve butterflies.

FFT i s decomposed into three ( = log2@vertical arrays, each
ofwhich
involves the calculationof
four "butterflies,"
which are the modular "heart" of the algorithm.
The butterfly algorithm, shown graphically in Fig. 2, is
expressed by twoequations as follows:
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Definition of butterfly calculation.

u(m+I)=u(rn)+W'v(m)

+ BY( n - 2) + Cx( n - 2)
+Dx(n

u(m)

v( m

+ I)= u( m ) - ~

' v m( ) ,

(3)

(4)

The graphical form of the FFT algorithm shows that in the
first vertical array, the inputs to each butterfly are separated
byN/2
points. In the second vertical array, the input
separation is N/4 points, and finally, the separation in the
lastarray i s justN/8 = 1 point for the N = 8 example
shown here. From this example, we can infer the important
result that an N-point FFT requires (N/2) log, N butterflies,
and that each butterfly requires one complex multiply (four
real multiplies), and two complex adds, as seen from Fig. 2.
The execution of the FFT algorithm involves complex address arithmetic toaccess the desired operands and to store
results, but otherwise involves the accumulation of products as was the case for IIR and FIR digital filters. We have
illustrated the FFT using a radix-twoformulation, which
demonstrates the basic principles, although in practice a
higher radix is often utilized.
We have already observed that within an N-point FFT,
(N/2)log2 N butterflies must be calculated, and within the
butterfly, four real multiplies and two complex adds can be
performed in parallel. The graphical structure of the FFT
also indicates, however, that there is additional structural
parallelismthat canbe exploited. One could, of course,
simplyperform all (N/2) log, N butterflies sequentially,
whileutilizing the inherent parallelism within each butterfly. This is commonly done, and if the execution time for
a butterfly on a contemporary signal processing machine is
approximately 1 ps, then with the addition of address and
1/0 overhead, a 1024-point FFT often takes between 3 and
8 ms. If log, N butterfly processors are available, then the
overall FFT algorithm can utilize one butterfly processor for
each vertical array, and thus eachsuchprocessor
must
computeN/2 butterflies before advancing the data from
one vertical array to the next. Thus only N/2 butterfly times
plus overhead are required. Similarly, if N/2
butterfly
processors are available, a vertical array can be computed in
one butterfly time, so that all of the vertical arrays present
in the FFT can then be processed in log, N butterfly times
plus overhead. Finally, if (N/2)log2 N butterflies are available, then there is a direct mapping between the hardware
available and all of the butterflies present in the graphical
description. Suchan
approach involves a greatdeal
of
parallelism, so that for N = 1024, 5120 butterfly processors
must be provided. This would imply the utilization of over
20000 real multipliers, and such a systemhas not been
built. For N = 16, however, maximum parallelism implies
only 32 butterfly units, and such a system has been recently
designed utilizing wafer-scale integration [3].
At this point it is well to emphasize thatthe graphical
signal flow graph representation provides a formalism, first
worked out by Mason [4], for modularly representing filters
and other signal processing forms in a formal way. These
graphs can be combined toform larger filters, and they may
also be manipulated according to a signal flow graph algebra to provide alternate but functionally equivalent rep-
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resentations with different performance attributes. This
capability has been exploited to systematically explore performance options in a way which we will describe in the
sequel.
We have already commented in the Introduction to this
paper that many signal processing tasks currently being
investigatedrequire order @ calculations based on a sequenceof
N sample points. Thesetasks
includehighresolution spectrum analysis, beam forming, and direction
finding. These new techniques provide improvements in
performance by incorporating additional prior information
concerning the spatial or temporal structure of the signal or
noise. Arising from this and similar tasks isa set of new
algorithmic requirements focused around the capabilities of
linear numerical systems [SI.The basic capabilities in such a
system would include as a minimum a) matrix-vector, and
matrix-matrix multiplication, b) matrix inversion via LU
decomposition for positive definite matrices and via orthogonal triangularization for general nonsingular matrices,
c) least square solution via either orthogonal triangularization or singular value decomposition, and d) Hermitian
eigensystem solutions via the Jacoby or QR algorithm. This
is abroad
range of capability, and although numerical
programs have been available for general-purpose computers for these tasks for some time, the need to perform
these substantial computations in real time has given rise to
intensive research into novel architectures with very high
throughput, in the range of 700 megaflops. Fortunately, the
amount of inherent parallelism in theselarge calculations
allowsimplementation of thesesystems in contemporary
technology,andwe
will examine these solutions later in
the paper.
In the discussion of algorithms so far, the need for basic
functional units such as multiplier-accumulators and matrix-matrix multipliers has been evident. The high utility of
these units pointsto theirinclusion
within specialized
architectures for digital signal processing, but it should not
be inferred that the use of these canonical forms is sufficient to perform the entirety of practical algorithms. There
is always a substantial amount of computation that does
not fall nicely into such structures; particularly, tasks involving heuristicdecisionmaking and data-dependent conditionals where a steady streaming of data throughput cannot
be utilized. This means that practical computer architectures for digital signal processing must include a cornponent thatprovides general-purpose computing, and it is
highly desirable that this component be easily programmable. In fact, as we shall see, some designers have attempted
to incorporate special-purpose functions within an architecture that appears to the programmer as a normal singlesequence von Neumann computer. This technique is often
useful for signals in the audio band, but cannot provide a
totalsolution for very-high-bandwidth signals where the
computational complexity includes linear algebra operations. General-purpose computational capability is also
needed for the provision of control in large systems. Data
transfers, the invocationofcomputational
processes, and
thepartitioning
and configuration of computational resources have such requirements, although this control does
not have high demands in terms of specialized computations and i s currently being realized by standard microprocessors.
Throughout our discussion on algorithms, we have emphasized the importanceof representations, both for the
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underlying competence of thealgorithm
as well as i t s
performance. it is important to never lose sight of the fact
that algorithms, no matter how they are presented, always
include an inherent bias or even explicit reference to a
particular class of architectures. This fact sometimes clouds
our ability to see the underlying structure of algorithms,
and there is often room for new insights to be generated by
theintroductionofnewprimitive
computational forms
within the context of novel architectures. As an example of
this process, we cite recent work by Ahmed and Morf [6] on
the synthesis and control of signal processing architectures
based on generalized rotations. Problemssuch as ladder
filters, adaptive equalization, and beam forming, have been
mapped into such representations while utilizing CORDIC
(71 primitive processing elements, which have, in fact, been
known for some time. Thus although there is heavy deserved emphasis on the need for multiplication and accumulation capability within computer architectures for digital signal processing, rotation algorithms for many of these
tasks may avoid such computations, resulting in acceptable
performance at reduced implementation cost.
We believe that the previous summary has revealed the
most important basic computations needed in digital signal
processing algorithms. These
are
the forms that signal
processing architectures must focus on, in order to provide
several orders of magnitude improvement over general-purpose machines in performance The trend over the years has
been to progress from scalar arithmetic, through vector
arithmetic, and most recently, to matrix numerical calculations with the attendant rise in complexity that we have
described. At this time, it is not clear what the next extension in algorithmic complexity will entail, but designers are
just now beginning to exploitthe properties of these algorithms in practical systems so that it will be many years
before the performance of computational systems catches
up withthe demands of these currently understood algorithms.
Ill.

ARCHITECTURES

The reason why computer architecture is important is
because of the desire for substantial performance levels in
the execution of computational tasks. In this context, performance includes the amount of circuitry and associated
equipment required (space), the speed of execution (time),
and the amount of power d'issipation or total energy requiredtoperform
a given task. Were it notfor this insistence on performance, universal machines such as Turing
machines would have been constructed, and the development of architectural capability would not have flourished
as it has. It might seemat first that questions of perfory
mance cannot be addressed without strong reference to the
supporting technology. With respect to absolute measures
of space, time, and power, this is unquestionably true, but
it turns out that abstract representations can be introduced
to both exhibit and manipulate parallelism, and hence provide basic insight into space/time tradeoffs that are central
to any architectural decision. Accordingly, we will first
introduce abstract computation schemata to support the
examination of architectural design alternatives. This will
lead naturally to an examination of various techniques for
deriving alternative architectures, as well as the particular
architectural structures that have evolved in digital signal
processing systems.
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We start by introducing the data dependence graph [8].
These structures are directed graphs each branch of which
is unidirectional connecting nodes that consist of operators
(designated as circles) and data cells (designated as rectangles).Fig. 3 shows a data-dependence graph for a parallel
multiplier. The input cells are A and B, and the output cell

7
+

AB

4y+z

= 2'b,A + 2'b2A + 2 b , A + b,A

Fig. 3. Data dependence graph for a parallel multiplier. The
length of the multiplier operand is 4 bits.

is designated ab. The data-dependence graph exhibits explicitly the dependence of node values on other values
present in the graph. The clear implication is that the firing
of a given operator cannot take place until the values
required at i t s inputs have been asserted from other points
of the graph. Furthermore, a data-dependence graph for a
particular algorithm can be constructed by creating a data
cell or an operator in the graph whenever a new result or
computation is called for in the algorithm. By this simple
expedient, no operator or cell in the data-dependence
graph is ever reused on a single computation basis.Thus
every new value computed is given a new data cell, and
every instantiation of an opsrator is given a new operator
node, even i f this operation (e.g., addition) is used repeatedly in the given algorithm. It is easy to see that such a
construction technique naturally exhibits all of the parallelism present in an algorithm. It is also not hard to realize
that compilation techniques have been developed in the
area of data flow computer research that translate from an
input functional description to such a graphical data-dependence graph that exhibits the maximally parallel form of the
task to becomputed. The data-dependence graph thus
manifests in convenient visual form the fundamental constraints that are essential to the underlying semantics of a
variety of different algorithms, all of which computethe
same values. In and of itself, the graph says nothing about
the absolute order in time with which the operators are
fired. That is to say, an execution sequence can be imposed
on theoperators of the graph with some freedom as long as
this sequence is consistent with the precedences indicated
bythedirected
arcs of the graph.Thismeans
that any
partial ordering of the finiteset of elements comprising the
nodes of the graph can be extended by means of an
execution seque ce to a total ordering.
It is also imp0I tant to realize that the data-dependence
graph avoids the introduction of conflict within the descrip-
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tion of the computation. Conflicts can arise at a data cell
node whenever the corresponding implementation either
attempts to write two different values into the cell at the
same time, or does not adequately constrain the order with
which two different values from two different sources are
written into the cell. Another form of conflict arises when
the overall system control does not adequately constrain
the order with which valuesare written into the cell and
subsequently read out. As we will see shortly, substantial
architectural design effort has been expended in pipeline
and multiple functional unit systems to carefully avoid such
conflicts, while still reaping the fruits of parallelism. This is
an important tension in the design process, since whenever
the designer departs from a single sequence machine (the
vonNeumann architecture), there is a corresponding increase in the cost of control needed to avoid conflicts at
the registers so that the required precedence relationships
ofthe corresponding data-dependence graph are maintained. For the present, what is most important about the
data-dependence graph is that it provides a means for
revealing all of the inherent parallelism in a task, together
with the essential sequential constraints (i.e., precedences)
that must be maintained by any implementation. It is further important to know that data flow functional languages
[9]have been introduced, and that compilers exist for these
languages that can produce the corresponding data-dependence graph. Clearly, there are many implementations of a
particular task that can be mapped onto a single underlying
semantic base prescribed by the data-dependence graph for
these calculations. This is just another way of saying that, in
general, many different degrees of parallelism can be exploited for a given calculation. We may think of imposing
additional constraints on the data-dependence graph in
order to yield a particular architecture. This may be done
statically, leading to a fixed (at manufacturing time) architecture, or the implemented architecture may actually be
dynamicallyreconfigured on an instruction-by-instruction
basis to provide an architecture that changes physically in
time, all the while maintaining strict semantic adherence to
the corresponding data-dependence graph. While this notion may seem excessively abstract, it has been employed
with great success in such machines as the CDC-6600 [IO]
(and its descendants), the IBM-360/91 [Ill, and a number of
signal processing architectures including the SPS-41 [I 21
(and its descendants). The notion that a physical architecture may in fact change in time mayseem startling and
even foolhardy, but when it is associated with a wellformulated control strategy rooted in the data-dependence
graph abstraction, a systematic means for avoiding design
errors is afforded.
It is, of course, possible to cast the familiar signal flow
graphs of interest in digital signal processing into the formalism provided by the data-dependence graph. Once
again, the signal flow graph merely records the inherent
precedences required for semantic coherence in the algorithm. The architect can then pick the degree of parallelism desired in the final system, with full awareness of all
the constraints that must be maintained.
From the above discussion, it is clearthat, in general,
there will be many possible concrete architectures corresponding to a given algorithmic task. From this observation,
it i s natural for the system designer to want to explore the
various architectural alternatives that are consistent with
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the underlying data-dependence graph. One may think of
the designer as moving throughthe
architectural space
providedbythe
possible space/time tradeoffs, possibly
deriving the technological consequences of particular alternatives that seem attractive. Much recent work has focused
onthe basic tools needed to enable such architectural
exploration, while keepingthe initially given function or
semantic content invariant. A simple example of these techniques has been provided by Darringer [I31 and his associatesat IBM. In their scheme, employed in the design of
gate arrays, the initial functional specification (in terms of
logic equations) is naively compiled into a resultant net list
of gates in the target technology. It may be, of course, that
such a design is unsatisfactory, for reasonssuch as inadequate fan-out, excessive circuit area, or inadequate speed.
In order to remedy these defects, a set of local transformations is provided to the user that manipulates the design in
awaythat
affects these performance variables. Such a
transformation is shown in Fig. 4.

Fig. 4. Logic transformation used forperformanceoptimization.

The importance of these transformations is that while
they are introduced to affect performance variables, they
are always guaranteed to maintaintheoriginalfunctional
intent, and thus constitute a form of architectural exploration. These techniques have been generalized into the
context of hardware design language schemas, closely related t o data-dependence graphs, by Miranker [14]. The
transformations introduced inhis work are all keyed around
the notion of conflict avoidance, as described above, and
his work provides the theoretical basis for the admissibility
of sequential versus parallel implementations including the
“unwinding” of iterative loops. While the theory for these
transformations is well developed, at present they are not
implemented in any interactive program, but such a facility
can be expected within the next few years.
In a recent thesis by Henrot [15], a new procedure is
introduced whereby a signal flow graph can be transformed
into afactored graph representation via a decomposition
procedureoperating on the given signal flow graph.The
purpose of this representation is to provide a basis for
algorithmic specification that is better suited for considerations of hardware implementation. The new factored graph
representation and the signal flow graph are in one-to-one
correspondence, but in the factored graph representation,
the number of multiplications
to be performed along the
longest delay free path of the signal flow graph is readily
apparent. The finite graph representation also includes the
corresponding state-variable representation, and permits the
transformation of the topology of a signal flow graph while
controlling its implementation features. In particular, the
designer is able to examine directly the degree of parallelism introduced, as well as the effects of finite word length.
The latter follows because, since the factored graph representation is a matrix, both combinatorial and parametric
optimization of digital filtering structures are possible, as
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well as a complete analysis of its arithmetic properties.
Little experience has been gained with this technique, yet it
appears to be promising and useful over a broad variety of
applications. In another study of the use of transformations,
Cappello and Steiglitz [I61have introduced the use of affine
transformations to describe intuitively simple space/time
rearrangements. In an elegant way,these transformations
permit an “interchange” between a space dimension and a
time dimension. Using these techniques, Cappello and
Steiglitz have related six of H. T.Kung’ssevendesigns
for
convolution by means of these geometrical transformations,
therefore exhibiting theunderlying
unity of these approaches. Lastly, they have shown that all the designs obtained through implementing the same algorithm but with
different geometrical transformations have the same switching energy, as defined by Mead and Conway [17].That is,
this energy is just distributed differently in space and time
so that these affine transformations conserve the switching
energy. Once again we see fundamental representational
techniques being used to form an insightful basis for architectural exploration. In another interesting result, Rao and
Kailath [I81have shown that it is possible to convert systolic
array implementations for matrix-vector multiplication and
recurrence evaluations into direct form realizations familiar
from the digital filtering literature that have robust numerical properties. In this case, newer architectural forms are
translated into more traditional formats where numerical
properties have been heavily studied. Once again we see
the utility of providing
basic techniques for architectural
exploration in order to yield designs that are notonly
appropriate in terms ofthetraditional
architectural measures but also in terms of practical finite word-length restrictions. Lastly, Leiserson, Rose, and Saxe (191have applied
basic techniques from computer science theory to the temporal optimization of synchronous systems. A new technique of retiming has been introduced so that a more
efficient circuit can be realized under a variety of different
cost criteria. As the main result, an algorithm is exhibited
for determining an equivalent circuit with minimum clock
period. Contained within this. result is the basic technique
for manipulating register locations while preserving semantic invariance and the timing properties of the functional
elements.
From the results cited above, it is clear that a variety of
new and useful results are being developed that can serve
as the basis for a disciplined exploration of thearchitectural
space presented to the system designer. Todate,these
results have appeared as separatestudies,and there is no
unifying basis through which all of theseresultscanbe
coordinated. There seems to be no principled reason, however, why such a unification cannot be achieved, and such a
system together with an interactive implementation may be
expected within the next five years. Not only would such a
contribution be of immense value to the design of highperformance architectures for digital signalprocessing, it
would also serve as the first concrete basis for the codification of many results in computer architecture, which have
only been intuitively appreciated by experienced designers
in the past. Despitethe
lack of such a global theory,
however, it must be emphasized that the presently cited
results are of substantial utility today to the system designer, and that they provide a principled, if restrictive, aid of
substantial value to the design process.
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Having established a general abstract framework for the
exhibition of parallelism in computer architecture, and also
illustrated several means for manipulating a particular architecture into other forms with different utilizations of space
and time, we now examine particular architectural structures that have been used for high-performance computer
architectures. Many of the techniques that we will discuss
and illustrate are of general value for computer architecture
in the large. This means that although many of these features assume great importance for digital signal processing
architectures, that they are also of general utility and can be
expected to appear in many high-performance general-purpose designs.
As a point of departure, we consider the single-sequence
von Neumann machine. In this classical architectural form,
instructions are executed one after the other with little or
no apparent utilization of parallelism. Each instruction must
be fetched and decoded, and then the needed operands are
brought into the processor unless they are already part of
the current processor state. The selected operation is then
performed, and the result is either left as part of the new
processor state orreturned to the main system memory.
Instructions are executed sequentially from memory unless
a skip orjump,
often conditionally related to results
achieved in the processor, redirects theinstruction
sequence to a different part of the instruction memory. It is
also usually the case that von Neumann machines contain
both the program instructions and all relevant data within
one and the same memory. In fact, during an era when the
available technology was severely restricted von Neumann
considered i t anadvantage that instructions in memory
could
be
altered by processor activity. This
general
von Neumann model is familiar to almost all programmers,
and it is not surprising that manydesigners ofcomputer
architectures with greater parallelism have chosento arrange
the architectural structures in such a way that the machine behavior appears as that
of
a single-sequence
von Neumann machine to the programmer, even though a
great deal of parallelism may beutilized to provide improved
performance. It is also convenient to categorize architectures in terms of the number of addresses specified in an
instruction. This number can range from 0 (stack machines)
up to 3 and even 4 i f the address of the next instruction is
included explicitly within each instructig. There appear to
be no high-performance stack architectures used for digital
signal processing, and single-address machines are a rarity
in this application area. It should not be surprising that
three-address architectures are prominent since in a single
instruction, two reads from memory and one write to memory can be specified. This capability wouldnot be very
important for high-performance systems were it not for the
fact
that
all three of these interactions between
the
processor state and the main memory can take place simultaneously in a well-designed architecture. The way in which
this is usually achieved is through pipelining, a well-developed technique which we will now illustrate.
In pipelining, a task is broken up into several sequential
segments that can be executed one after the other. Frequently, an analogy between pipelining and assembly-line
production is made which emphasizes that at each stage of
thepipeline, a particular specialized computation is performed on the data streaming through. For example, a task
such as multiplication might be broken up into say five

858

sequential steps. Thesesubtasksare
generally chosen for
their nearly equal execution time as well as the narrow
dispersion in their execution time as a functionof the
differing data presented to them. If each of the five subtasks can be performed in n nanoseconds, then clearly a
total of 5 n nanoseconds will be required to performone
multiply. This time is referred to as the latency ofthe
overall multiplier, but the rate at which new multiplications
can be initiated, namely n nanoseconds, is often of greater
interest when a continuing stream of multiplications must
be performed. It cannot be overemphasized that pipeline
systems yield high performance only when such a continuing stream can be maintained, and that any deviation from
this practice or interruption of this computational flow will
cause the system to revert to a performance level worse
than what would be obtained if no pipelining were implemented. This phenomenon happens for two reasons. Firstly,
pipelines require the insertion of pipeline registers at the
end of each subtask, so that the total time for execution of
the overall task is greater than if one overall combinatorial
network were used, as in anarray multiplier. The second
way in which pipeliningcan lead to inferior performance, is
when the data flow must be interrupted and the pipeline
"emptiedout"
beforeadditionalcomputations
can continue. For this reason, architectures and algorithms that
permit a heavily pipelined stream ofcomputations to be
interrupted by input/output
activities, or which must respond to data-dependent conditionals, can often lead to
poor Performance. Lacking thesedisturbances,
however,
pipelined architecture can deliver a very high level of performance, so this technique is in widespread use in digital
signal processing architectures.
In order to illustrate the techniques utilized for pipelining, we have elected to describe a high-performance design
developed at the MIT Lincoln Laboratory [20]. This design
has evolved from experience with several previous architectures intended for signal processing, and follows the practiceof
striving to make the architecture appear to the
programmer as a single-sequence von Neumann machine.
Behind this virtual facade, a great many architectural techniques have been utilizedto provide ahigh degree of
parallelismandthroughput.
The architecture for this machine is shown in Fig. 5.
There are three buses to interconnect the data registers,
ALU, and other functional units as well as three additional
buses to connect the data registersto the data memory. The
instruction memory is separate, so that instructions can be
accessed strictly in parallel with other processorand data
memory activities. This architecture clearly contemplates a
staging philosophy in which operands are brought first from
themain data memory into the dataregistersand
then
utilized by the ALU to perform specific functions. Results
are then either utilized further within the processor or
returned to thedata memory. The architecture is also clearly
ofthe three-address variety, beingmotivated by thefrequent need t o deliver two operands to the ALU and return
one result to the register file, although there is also provision for loading immediate data from the instruction word
ontothe B bus. It is important topoint out that two
operands can be read from the register file simultaneously.
This capability is often achieved by the simple expedient of
duplicating the register file, although in custom VLSl design, it is not difficult to design a register file with memory
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Detailed architecture of Lincoln Laboratory high-speed processor.

cells that have two parallel access lines. For most situations,
it is contemplated that address arithmetic including indexing willtake place in parallel with other processor activities,
and indeed this is the case for the present design. Address
increments other than one can easily be provided, and one
index register is equipped with bit reversed increment capability for FFT radix-two implementations. Address arithmetic
could, of course, be performed through the ALU, but this
would incur a timing penalty, and for most practical problems, the address arithmetic canbe
hidden completely
withinthe overall processor cycle. We will return to a
consideration of input/output and special registers later in
the discussion, and will now focus our attention on the
nature of pipelining in this machine. For instructions utilizing the ALU, Fig. 6 indicates the data flow sequence that is
accomplished during each instruction. As shown, two reads
from memory into registers can be performed, an operation
can be performed on two operands within the ALU, the
result of this operation
canbe returned to one of several
registers, andfinally
the contents of a registermay
be
written back into the main data memory. With the machine
properly pipelining, a continuing stream of these complex
operations can be performed once every 40 ns using ECL

100K technology. Not only is this a large number of subtasks to be performed within such a short time, there are
clear sequential dependencies that would makesuch
a
speed highly difficult to achieve without the utilization of
pipehning. In Fig. 7, an instruction sequence is illustrated
that shows allof the parallelism that can be introduced
within each machine cycle.
Successive 40-ns cycles elaborate horizontally, while the
evolving instruction stream proceeds vertically downward
intheillustration.
Notice that there areseveralcycles
needed for each instruction. First, the instruction is fetched,
then decoded, then data are read from the main memory to
the registers, then the ALU operates on re ister operands,
returning its result to a register, and finally t k contents of a
register may be written back into the main data memory.
Thus five 40-ns cycles are utilized to perform the complete
instruction, although the issue rate for new instructions is
one every 40 ns. Thus the utilization of pipelining has led to
a five-to-one apparent speedup. One of the largest difficulties in implementing this style of architecture involves conflicts between r&& and writes to the main data memory.
In order for thgmachine to function as if it were a singlesequence mach”!ne, it is imperative that data read back into
the data memory from a registercan be properly read by
the next instruction. An examination of Fig. 7 will show that
a write to the data memory in instruction I actually takes
place after reads from the data memory in instruction I 1,
In order to provide for correct functioning, it is necessary to
introduce a “write queue” that can contain two data words.
When a word is to be written from a register into the data
memory, it i s first placed into the write queue along with its
intended address in the data memory. The system timing is
implemented in such a way that if such data are required in
the next instruction, they are simply obtainedfromthe
write queuedirectly rather than from the data memory
proper by means of address compare logic. It also turns out
that this scheme avoids any conflict between simultaneous
data reads and writes in the data memory, and that the
proper overall sequencing is maintained. Were this not the
case, it would be necessary to introduce an additional cycle
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for memory writes, or provide for variable-length instructions which are highly undesirable from the system control
point of view. Physically, the machine is configured so that
data reads from the memory are performed within a cycle
before data writes may be performed. This arrangement is
satisfactory except when the read and write addressesare
identical, in which case the write queue must be utilized by
the read logic.Additionally,a comparison must be made
whenever a write is to be made into the memory to see if
there is a datum in the write queue destined for the same
address. If so, it must be overwritten in order to maintain
functional coherence. It is interesting to notice how the use
ofadditionalbuffering
and logic maintains a uniform
processing sequence and how writes and readsappear to
overlap correctly from a functional point of view. Special
hardware for conflict avoidance is a well-established technique, and the reader will be well repaid for any effort he
spends studying such classic architectures as the CDC-6600
[IO] (and its descendants) as well as the IBM 360/9l [Ill.
Both of these machines are heavily pipelined, although they
also utilize multiple functional units which we have not yet
discussed. Tagging schemes (in the Lincoln Laboratory architecture addressesserve as the tags)are introduced to
keep track ofthe operands and results as they circulate
within the processor. One may think of all of these architectures as maintaining dynamic data-dependence graphs
whereby the required precedences indicated by the algorithmicfunctionality are constantly maintained on an
instruction-by-instruction basis. This point of view is developed in detail by Allen and Gallager [8],where they show
that the conflict-avoidance techniques used by the CDC
6600 and the IBM 360/9l are conceptually identical although they vary vastly in implementation details and in the
way in which they have been described by their designers
in the literature.
The previous example has shownthe great utilityof
pipeliningin high-performance architectures. Careful design can lead to an architecture where the programmer
does not have to consciously consider the need to maintain
the pipeline stream on a cycle-by-cycle basis.Serial arithmetic forms another kind of pipeliningwhich has been
very popular in many implementations ofdigital
signal
processing tasks.The desirability of bit-serial approaches
varies greatly with the target technology and with the
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intended application. We will discuss these techniques later
when we examine custom integrated circuit architectures
for signal processing tasks.
Another kind of architectural structure, often used in
conjunction with pipelining, is a set of multiple functional
units. Attheminimum,
a simple arithmeticlogic unit is
needed in every processor. For digital signalprocessing,
however, it i s commontoutilize
specialized functional
units in order to increase performance. Thus for example,
floating-point add and floating-point multiply units are
frequently introduced as distinct specialized elements, and
these are commonly pipelined. We will discuss examples of
this usage in the sequel.Thereare two major reasons for
introducing multiple functional units. O n the one hand, it
has long been recognized that specialized architectures can
provide superior performance when contrasted with general-purpose units. For example, in earlier computers, multiplication was often performed under microcode control by
means of repeated shifts and adds. Yet in signal processing
computers, it is common to have array multipliers which,
while costly in space and power, provide high-speed performance by virtue of a specialized architecture. Thus architectural specialization is the first reason for the introduction
of multiple functionalunits. The second reason for their use
is the advantage afforded by parallelism. If several functional units are available, then the sequential stream of
instructions can be dispatched to the various units to take
advantage of their specialized capability. An early example
of this practice was the CDC 6600 [IO]which has ten
functionalunits that can operate in parallel. Of course,
when tasksare dispatched to these units in parallel, it is
essential to preserve theintrinsic precedences of the algorithm being executed. For this reason, additional control
complexity must be introduced to make sure that no conflicts arise. For example, if the results of one functional unit
are needed as an input to another functional unit, then this
latter functional unit must be delayed until the appropriate
operand is available. This means of conflict resolution is not
unlike the kind of capability we previously described in
connection with pipelined reads and writes from memory.
Once again, the controllogic must providea consistent
dynamic data-dependence graph at all steps during the
algorithm execution. The reader will also find that the IBM
360/9 [Ill is yet another example of conflict-free manage-
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ment of multiple functional units, in addition to the heavy
pipelining used. In that scheme, explicit tagsare used to
keep track of the local data within the processor that
circulate amongthe functional units. While we cannot
elaborate o n this approach in this paper, we point out that
recent research in tagged token data flow architectures [21]
is based on exactly the same principles, although the complexity of the control and functional apparatus is considerably greater. As the degree of technological integration
increases, there may be less apparent utilization of multiple
functional units. This is due to the fact that much logical
and memory capability that previously required hundreds of
separate chips on possibly multiple boards can now be
implemented on one custom integratedcircuit. We will
characterize this chip technology later in this paper.
Another kind ofarchitectural structure that is of considerable interest is a specialized case of multiple functional
units. This is the case of multiple processing elements,
where each processing element is identical to all the others.
This situation arises naturally in systolic forms combined
withpipelining, and architectures for this purpose have
been built for convolution [22] and dynamic timewarping
[23]. Another example is the utilization of many identical
processors in highly parallel algorithms like the FFT. The
control for these processors varies. In somecases, a single
instruction form is broadcast to all of the processing elementsacting in parallel, whereas in other more general
cases there i s more local autonomy, although at well-established intervals synchrony among the processing units must
be established [24]. There is no question that architectures
for digital signal processing will continue to evolve in this
direction, taking advantage of the ability to fabricate a large
number of processors and to provide for high-speed local
interconnectbetween them. Current technology is easily
able to support the use ofliterally
thousands of such
processors when the available parallelism makes this sensible. We must emphasize that the major problems in these
architectures are concerned with control and communication. It is not unusual to see proposed designs where the
communication costs in time are ten times as great as the
local processing costs in time within eachprocessor.Furthermore, as was observed in the case ofpipelining,the
control complexity forhighly parallel systems grows very
quicklywith thenumber
of processors,and
there is a
natural tension between the amount of parallelism that can
be utilized and the flexibility with which one can change
from one computation to another. There is certainly room
for much additional research in this area. In the near future,
however, we can expect to witness the successful use of
vast amounts of parallelism only for highly specialized tasks.
Even for these tasks, such as large FFTs, effectiveperformance can be expected onlyif the start/stop transients
associated with the control of various processes has a small
cost with respect to the high bandwidth throughput expected for this specialized task.
We now turn our attention to the role of memory within
high-performance computers. These memories are often
specialized as to function. We have already seen that separate program memories and data memories can easily be
provided, and it is not unusual to provide additional memory for static coefficients. Memories are also specialized in
terms of speed. Thus we expect to see large data memories
that are slow coupled with fast register files orcache
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memories. In fact, it is a main task of the computer architect
to keep in balance the overall data flow by matching data
transfers to the speed with which they can be utilized by
the processing elements. There are many techniques utilized
t o providehigh datatransferrates
from relatively slow
memory elements. An obvious technique is to increase the
bandwidth of the number of bits that can be transferred in
parallel from such memories. Thus a high-performance
memory system might transfer 128 or 256 bits in parallel to
appropriate registers in the processing elements, although
this presents substantial difficulties in time skew across the
large number of lines. Another technique is the use of
interleaving. If data are to be accessed from or to sequential
memory locations, then the memory may be broken up into
a number of interleaved units such that accesses to these
units are overlapped in sequence. Thus for example, the
CDC 6600 provides 32-way interleaving to a very slow but
large memory.Interleaving often works wellwith
large
vectors or matrices, but when the processor must perform
random accesses from memory, the overall speed drops to
that associated with a single-memory access. Nevertheless,
as the number of linear algebra related operations grows
within digital signalprocessing, interleaving may enjoy a
larger utilization than at present. When multiple reads from
possibly different locations of a memory are needed, duplicationofthe
memory may lead to substantial performance improvements. Suchan
approach, of course, requires that writes be made to both memories, but for small
register filesthis
is a well-established technique and is
particularly appropriate in architectures that utilize threeaddress instructions, where two of the addresses denote
two operands to be supplied to the ALU. Another technique for matching speeds is the use of cache memory
which is based on the locality principle, for both instructions and data. In our example of pipelining, one may think
of the write queues as small caches, and in larger machines
it is not unusual to provide large data caches as dictated by
the technological capability. For instruction streams, when
there i s a tight loop, it may be possible to keep the entire
set of instructions associated with the loop in a high-speed
cache memory, leading to very high performance. Multipleutilized, particularly
access ports to a memory arealso
when itis desirable to maintain simultaneous input/ output
with computing. This is almost always the case, since the
overall system must stage new data into the processor
memories for a succeeding calculation while the present
calculation is still being executed. Also, result data must be
removed fromthe processor memories to other staging
areas for storage or display. As the technology has evolved,
there has been a tendency to increase the amount of fast
memory associated with the processors. The amount of this
fast memory should not be increased without limit, since at
some point the ability to communicate with slower memories will determinethe overall performance level. Most
new designs are selecting memory elements that provide
both high speed and improved capacity, but in a way that is
consistent with the entire memory hierarchy of the system.
There is no substitute for careful timing simulation of an
overall system utilizing the algorithms of interest to find
where the memory transfer bottlenecks reside. Once these
difficulties are appreciated, it is usually possible to use one
or more ofthe techniques that we have mentioned to
alleviate the problem.

861

In our earlier mention of multiple processing elements,
our focus was directed to those processors acting directly
on data as part of the algorithmic execution. All high-performance systems, however, require additional processors
forcontrol.We
havealreadyseen
that the processing
needed to maintain conflict-free operation and to balance
data flow through the several memories of a system can be
substantial. The greater the degree of parallelism, and the
possibility for introducing dynamic data-dependence capability, the more control
complexity canbe expected. Furthermore, control processorsarenecessary to perform address generation and for decision making resulting from
data-dependentconditionals
and hardware or software
malfunction. What is clear is that modern high-performance
architectures, particularly those providing severaltens of
megaflops speed, require several different levels of control
that must be coordinatedthrough a separateprocessor.
While earlier machines often provided this control directly
in terms of random logic, it is much more common to see
this control embedded in a well-recognized processor that
runs part or all of the computer operating system. Contemporary microprocessors are often used for this purpose, as
they provide adequate speed and performance without the
necessity to design special-purpose logic for each computer
system that is designed. Clearly these control processors
can execute in parallel with other elements, and unlike the
data flow processors, they utilize very little pipelining in
order to retain a degree of flexibility to respond to a variety
of interrupt situations.
The last kindof architectural structure that must be
mentioned concerns input/output. Here, of course, we
must be concerned with not only the amount of data to be
transferred, but also the speed ofthe transfers. In some
architectures, for overall throughput reasons it is common
t o transfer an entireblockof
data to the specialized
processor and then return the results as a block later to the
host processor. O n the other hand, relatively low-speed
plug-in boards that are used to enhance particular calculations, such asFFT, often use a direct memory access connection so there is no block transfer of data from the host
computer to anyprocessor memory. This approach obviously cuts down theneed for such memory in the processor,
and makes sense when the data can be accessed from or to
the host machine at speeds that are well matched to the
attached processor. Large
systems
for digital signal
processing computingoften
have
several
input/output
processors associated with them, and although in the past
these were often a single physical processor timemultiplexed to provide several virtual processors, at present the
technology permits the provision of several separate physical processors forinput/output.
Thereareseveral
other
interesting aspects of architectural style having to do with
input/output. One has to do with the particular instructions utilized in the processor for input/output. In older
practice, it was common to have specialized instructions for
input/output, yet in recent practice there has been a tendency to provide specialized registers for the controlof
input/output that reside within the normal addressspace
of the processor. In this way, 1/0 operations can be controlled and monitored through utilization ofthe standard
instruction set of the machine. Another important aspect of
architectural style has to do with the use of flagsversus
interrupts. When an interrupt is received, at least a partial
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state save is necessitated, and in a complicatedhighly
pipelined machine, the amount of control needed for responding to an interrupt may be very high indeed. For this
reason, in large complicated machines no interrupts have
been provided, so that the program must be carefully formulated to inspect flags under program control at appropriate intervals. It seems clear that programmers would
prefer to deal with interrupts, since there is a well-established software methodology for their utilization and also
because any machine that provides interrupts almost inevitably provides program flags when they are desirable. It is
usually the computer architect and the digital designer that
preferthe use of program flags to interrupts, due to the
control complexity introduced in highly parallel pipelined
machines. Nevertheless, as control becomes more regularizedthroughutilizationof
programmed control processors, interrupts are becoming more predominant in newer
designs.
From the discussion above it is apparent that an aggressive architecture for digital signal processing may provide a
large variety of architectural structures to enhance performance. These will range through pipelining and special
hardware forconflict avoidance, through multiple functional unitsand specialized processing elements coupled
with a well developed memory hierarchy that can support
continued high-speed computation over a broad class of
algorithms. Processors and memories are often duplicated
in order to provide speed, and specialized processorsare
introducedfor
address calculations, generalized control,
and input/output. High-performance computer systems for
digital signal processing-utilize all of these techniques coupled with aggressive technology. They provide, as we shall
see, a literal tour de force of architectural techniques, and
since we have noted the increasing complexity of the tasks
undertaken in digital signal processing, we can expect the
industry in this fieldto continue to exploit all possible
architectural and technological techniques for high-speed
performance.
IV. TECHNOLOGY
O f all the factors that influence computer architecture,
technology i s without question the most important. It is not
difficult to show howimportant architectural ideas, such as
general register files, became significant only when the
appropriateenabling technology was available, and that
other ideas, such as multiple specialized processors took o n
reduced implementations through techniques such as time
multiplexing until the technology made completely distinct
multiple processors economically viable. Not only is technology an incredibly important factor in the determination
of architectures, it is an exceedingly robust and volatile
area. it is probably impossible to overemphasize how fast
technology is changing, so that in a veryreal sense,any
commercially available machine is technologically obsolete.
For example, in the memory area the number of bits per
integrated circuit is increasing at a rate of 70 percent
per year, and the logic density available (number of gates
per unit area) is increasing by 25 percent per year. The area
of individual integrated circuit die is increasing by 20 percent per year, and the power delay product associated with
contemporary processes is dropping bya factor of two each
year.The main negative factor associated with this rapid
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growth in technology is that the cost of design has been
rising by at least 40 percent a year, and we will address this
factor later in this section.
The factors that need to be addressed with respect to
technologyinclude size,speed,
power, heat dissipation,
packaging, and input/output capability. At the circuit level,
IC technology can be grouped by device type and circuit
design style. Device types includebipolar
and unipolar
transistors, as well as Josephson Junction devices. Bipolar
transistors are utilized in the ubiquitous TTL technology, as
well as emitter-coupled logic, the latter being the highest
speed circuit style in general use within computer systems.
Unipolar devices are more commonly referred to as MOS
transistors, and these are available both as p-channel devices (PMOS) and n-channel devices (NMOS), or combined
together in a low-power circuit style called CMOS. TTL
circuits provide gate delays of 2-5 ns, together with modest
power dissipation. For all but the highest speed applications, these circuits are in common use, and it is possible to
obtain substantial logical or register memory capability on
such achip. When all-out speed is required, there is no
substitute for emitter-coupled logic, and several important
signal processing machines utilize either the 10K or faster
100K series ECL circuits. While these circuits are very fast,
the density of integration on each chip is not as high as for
TTL, and the attendant power dissipation can rise to several
watts per chip, leading to special cooling needs. Among the
MOS circuit styles, NMOS provides the densest and fastest
circuits, but often involves static power dissipation that can
limittheamountof
circuitry on an individualchip. All
contemporary large dynamic RAM memories are NMOS,
and most high-end microprocessors are currently made in
NMOS technology. Due to manyadvances in processing,
however, CMOS is growing rapidly due to its low power
dissipation, coupledwith increasing density and speed.
Increasingly, signal processing chips such as multipliers and
general-purpose signalprocessorsare
being implemented
in CMOStechnology. With CMOS, it is now possible to
achieve gate delays of less than 2 ns and large (64K) static
RAMS are currently available in CMOS.
Inadditiontothe
device type and circuit style, it is
important t o consider the design styleassociated
with
different technologies. Most engineers are familiar with
off-the-shelf small-scale and medium-scale integration
components, but semi-custom and full-custom techniques
for design are becoming increasingly popular. For example,
gate arrays provide very fast design turnaround together
with low risk and substantial performance improvements in
many cases. Gate arraysare
available in TTL,
ECL,
and
CMOS technologies, and up to IOOOO gates can be placed
on a CMOS array while up to 3500 gates can be placed on
an ECL array. Both of these figures can be expected to grow
rapidly in the near future. Standard cell capability provides
even greater density than gatearrays, and hence &eater
functionality per chip, through a higher degree of customization within each functional cell on the chip. The cost and
risk of this approach is higher than for gate arrays, and the
turnaround time is longer, but it provides performance that
begins to approximate that found in a good custom design.
Finally, there is full-custom design. The phrase ”full custom”
needs careful interpretation, since many will imagine that
each and every transistor on a full-custom design must be
individually specified by the design engineer. Since there
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are customchips inproduction containing over 500000
transistors, this is clearly an impossible task, and indeed, a
number of powerful techniques are used to cut down the
design effort while providing the advantages of fully customized circuitry. In thedigital signal processing area, perhaps the most interesting development has been the recent
appearance of specialized function generators for those
complex cells that are frequently used in signal processing.
For some time it has been common to utilize program logic
array generators, and these useful programs can be thought
of as specialized silicon compilers transforming an input
functional logic specification into a target layout architectureof a very prescribed sort. Borrowing from this idea,
specialized compilers, each with its own highly optimized
target layout architecture, have recently been developed.
For example, specialized multiplier compilers now exist [25]
that convert two integers, namely the length of the desired
multiplier and multiplicand, to a complete layout using an
array of carry/save adders together with modified Booth’s
recoding. Such a layout is highly regular and is very close in
efficiency t o that obtainable by an optimized manual design. Shortly such techniques will be extended to floatingpoint units, so that the designercan merely specify the
floating-point function (e.g., multiplication or addition) together with the size of the exponent and the size of the
mantissa desired, and obtain the final layout of ahighly
optimized cell for this purpose. These techniques fit into an
overall perspective on design whereby the user initially
specifies a high-level functional specification of the overall
chip, which is then compiled into a fully parallel data-dependence graph. An exploration phase follows, such as we
have described earlier in this paper, to pick out the degree
of parallelism appropriate for the designer’s intentions. The
result of this phase will be a block diagram containing
components which must then be realized by the kinds of
silicon compilation processes that we have been discussing
here. In this way, the overall chip is not obtained through a
single compilation process, but instead the design engineer
guides the overall process to a level where expert function
generators can produce the large amount of layout detail
neededfor the finishedchip. Of course, placement and
routing capability [26]must also be coupled to this strategy
in order to produce a final design. From this view, it should
be clear thatmodern “full-custom” integrated circuit design does not involve the substantial penalties in time and
effortrequiredby
earlier custom design techniques. In
effect, the experience of expert designers is being encapsulatedinto procedural forms ofknowledge representation
that can generate specific forms of these circuits upon
demand. This means that specialized signal processing chips
with a high degree of performance can now be generated
much more easily than heretofore. It is also important to
emphasize the use of high-level compilation and procedural techniques in the assembly of pre-existing components on a chip. For example, Denyer [27] has recently
introduced a compiler for signal processing tasks utilizing
serial arithmetic and NMOS technology. Designers with
little integratedcircuit
design experience have found it
possible to design filters and FFT modules utilizing this
compiler in a few weeks time. The compiler assembles the
needed modules, places them, and routes them all together, whileproviding simulation capability to provide
assurance that the resulting circuit provides the intended
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functionality. The resulting layouts are not highly optimal,
but they are indeed very useful, and in the next few years
we can expect to see continued development and optimization of these techniques.
N o discussion of technology for digital signal processing
would be complete without
a mention of contemporary
performance for the most important canonical circuit forms.
Certainlythat task which has received the most design
attention is multiplication [28], and it canbe viewed as
providing a tour de force of architectural space/time tradeoffs. Multiplication can be regarded algorithmically as consisting of repeated shifts and adds of the multiplicand as
specified by the bits of the multiplier, and this technique is
frequently implemented. O n the other hand, there are a
wide variety of other techniques, including avoidance of
multiplication, which are frequently used. In filter implementations where the coefficients are fixed, it is sometimes
worthwhile to merely provide for therequiredadditions
within a multiplication, particularly when the number of
ones in the coefficient multiplier is relatively small. Techniques have been introduced for reducing the number
of
such specified additions within a multiplier subject to the
functional specification of the filter containing the multiplication, and many signal processing chips, including those
utilized for finite impulse response filters, provide for no
explicitmultiplication.
When more general capability is
required, however, a complete two’s complement multiplier is generally provided, using either serial arithmetic or
parallel arithmetic. For some time there has been a raging
debate as t o the goodness of serial versus parallel approaches. Advocates of the serial approach cite the small
area required, interconnect simplicity, high throughput, and
low power dissipation. O n the other hand, critics mention
thedifficultyof
performing data-dependent conditional
operations in serial arithmetic which is inherently very
deeply pipelined, and ascribe high importance to the interconnect problem only when such lines must go off-chip.
Certainly there are many chips available with wide busses
on-chip, and these do not consume anexcessivearea
in
most applications. Parallel multipliers are preferred by those
desiring high speed with minimum latency in throughput.
While serial techniques have undoubtedlyproved to be
very useful in many applications, improvements in technology and circuit design are leading to very fast and dense
parallelmultipliers, whichwill occupy only a verysmall
fraction of a chip. While contemporary designs provide for
16 X 16 NMOS multipliers operating in well under 200 ns,
new results can be expected shortly that provide this same
functional capability in approximately 50 ns. Not only will
the speed be obtained, but the capability will be provided
in low-power CMOS technology. This is a highly competitive business with several manufacturers continuing to provide highlyaggressive offerings. It is perhaps well to mention
here the possible use ofgallium arsenide as integrated
circuit material rather than silicon. Here again, a huge
debate arises over the virtues ofgallium arsenide as opposed to silicon. It is our belief that silicon will continue to
dominate in a major way although impressive laboratory
results with gallium arsenidehave
been measured. For
example, a gallium arsenide 16 X 16 multiplier operating in
11 ns has recently been reported [29],and designs are
underway to achieve 32 X 32-bit multiplication in gallium
arsenide within 1 5 ns.Theseare
indeed veryimpressive
times, although it must be emphasized that they are not
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commercially available, and probably cannot be expected
within the next five years.
We turn now to
packaging.This is an exceedingly important area, and it is probably not an overstatement to say
that as much technological innovation has gone into
packaging in recent years as into device and circuit design.
As the amount of circuitry increases on a chip, the need for
input/output circuitry rises accordingly, so that the need
fornew packages with large numbers of pins has been
increasingly felt.Without question, the most impressive
technology in this area has been developed by IBM through
a combination of its introduction of “solder ball” technology with multilevel ceramic substrates [30]. In conventional
integrated circuits, connections are made from the chip to
the package through bonding pads around the periphery of
thechip.
In the IBM approach, however, pads
canbe
provided anywhere on the chip, and connections are made
to the package by means of verysmall solder balls, thus
making
for
a much more flexible and dependable
input/output capability from the chip to. the package. This
interconnection strategy is thencoupled withupto
33
levels of interconnect between ceramiclayers, where the
conductors are provided bythick-film paste. Whenone
remembers that the speed of light in air is approximately 1
ns/ft, and that contemporary ECL gatedelaysare
ofthe
order of 350ps,
it is easy to see why such packaging
technology is so important. It also turns out that this technology is fairly easy to adapt for cooling purposes, since the
entirebottomof
the chip is available for contact with
heat-exchanger materials. Signal processing machines are
now beginning to appear with ECL gatearrays dissipating
approximately 4 W [31] that require carefully designed forced
air cooling, so that these packaging considerations will
become increasingly important in the years ahead. It is also
important to mention here that the engineering design of
large high-performancedigital
signal processing systems
requires large capabilities in simulation and verification.
Notonly
is logic simulation required, but very careful
timingverification
must beprovided
which takes into
account the characterization of the packaging. Design
software is also available for dealing with cooling requirements, even to the extent ofpinpointinghot
spots on
projectedchip designs.The thrust of many of our comments here has been to show that the design of large
high-performance digital signal processing systemscan no
longerbe regarded as a manual exercise guided by the
accumulated skill ofthe engineer. Thereason is that the
level of complexity is simply too large for this previously
utilized design style. Complexity of functionality and design
has forced designers to think carefully about the representational levels that are important to control in design, and
to provide simulation and verification tools appropriate to
these concerns. This is now an active area of research, and
one where new advancesare appearing at frequent intervals.
Another general trend that is important to note is the
increasing utilization of hybrid techniques in both technology and circuit types. In previous years, we have been
accustomed to seeing restricted classes of circuits implemented in one technology madeavailable,such
as arithmeticlogic unit capability and T T L technology. As the
amount ofcapabilityprovided
by a given chip increases,
these distinctions are blurring both as to technology and
circuitfunction.
Forexample,aggressive
new processes
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provide NMOS, CMOS, and limited bipolar capability all in
the same process on the same chip. Thus on a large static
RAM specialized NMOS circuits can be used for high density and high speed in the interior of the array, and yet all
peripheral decoding and access circuitry can utilizelowpower CMOS together with bipolar capability for driving
the pads. Furthermore, logic and memory are being merged
together in many designs.This
is certainly seen inthe
contemporary signal processingchips, but even in gate
arrays, the trend is to include logic and memory together,
rather than forcing the user to build memory modules in an
inefficient manner from the previously furnished gates.
These trends are, of course,yet another example ofthe
optimizationof
thetechnology
in thedirection ofthe
intended functionality. This movement calls for an increase
in process complexity along with circuit variation and flexibility, as well as design techniques that can efficiently
utilize these resources. It is all part of a picture of increasingly sophisticated technology being carefully tuned to the
needs of end users.
We turn now to the consideration of specialized signal
processing chips. A number of these are currently available
commercially,and
many more can be expected in the
future. Rather than attempt to give a survey of all of these
parts, we instead pick one design, the Texas Instruments
TMS32010 [32] which is widely utilizedin many applications. This part is fabricated in NMOS technology (although
it is currently being redesigned into CMOS) and operates
with a 200-ns instruction cycle time. Sixteen-bit instruction
and data words are utilized, together with a 32-bit ALU/accumulator. A 16 X 16 multiplication takes place within the
200-ns cycle time, and a 0-15-bit barrel shifter is provided.
Two hundred and eighty-eight bytes of on-chip data RAM
are provided, although this can be expanded externally to a
total of 8K bytes at full speed. In one version, 3K bytes of
on-chip program ROM arealso provided. Eight input and
eight output channels are available, together with a 16-bit
bidirectional data bus with 40-Mbit/s transfer rate. The die
size is approximately 49000 mils2, the power dissipation 1
W, and thestandard package is a 40-pin dual in-line package.
The reader is referred to the literature [32] for a comprehensive discussion of this design, but Fig. 8 shows the architectural block diagram, and Fig. 9 shows a micro-photograph
of the chip.The block diagram is fairly straightforward, each
component being labeled functionally. Theuse of a multiplier,together
with shifter and accumulator to produce
sums of products, together with a possibility of an output
shift is a highly useful and general capability. Separate
program and data memories are provided, and a variety of
addressing modes including direct addressing, indirect addressing, and immediate addressing are provided on the
chip. For filtering and FFT applications, the inclusion of a
multiply immediate instruction is very useful since it both
saves on data storage for the coefficients, but alsosaves
their access time. It is clear what the direction of continuing
evolution of such chips will be. Without question, given
the capability to place over half a million transistors at 1-pm
Iinewidths on a single die, users will want and receive large
amounts ofon-chip program and data memory. This is
probably the most pressing current requirement. As the
technology heads in the direction of providing, for example, I - p m CMOS capability, speed improvements will also
be available, with previously cited 16 X 16 multiplier speeds
of well below 50 n s coupled with processor cycle times in
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the neighborhood of 25 ns.The kind of highly overlapped
pipelined architecture previously described in this paper
will becomereadily available in the next five years on a
single chip, leading toextremely aggressive performance. In
fact, such single-chip systems will be so complex, that a
major part of the development cost is the construction of
development software, includingnotonly
conventional
simulators and compilers, but real-time simulation, verification, and testing capability within the context of larger
systems. The provision of such capability is a tall order, and
we can expect to see that the number of specialized digital
signal processing chips ofhighcomplexity
will go down
due to the sheer magnitude of the design and support
effort required. The capability of these chips will be SO
large, both in terms of hardware and software, that it will
be practical for many applications to fit onto these chips
without the need for specialized or custom hardware. Indeed, the chips that we haveforeseenhere will compete
aggressively with current board level products from a number of manufacturers.
We leave our discussion of technology with a view of
some new directions i n highly integrated system architectures that are currentlybecoming available. We have already noted that chips are becoming larger and larger, to
the extent that w e can expect chips 1 n
i on a side by the
year 1990. There is thus a natural tendency tothinkof
placing entire systems, including processing and memory
and input/output capability all within one chip. As the size
of the chip grows, however, the yield for a given level of
technology goes down, so that at any given time very large
chips are not economically viable. One attempt to avert
these difficulties is to
utilize
wafer-scale integration,
wherein an entire system is builton a wafer using redundancyand discretionary interconnect techniques. The
overall system is divided upinto a number of modules,
which are placed, using a redundancy factor of perhaps
two, over a regular grid on a wafer. After the wafer has
been fabricated, all of the modules are individually tested
while the wafer is still intact. Those modules that are found
to function satisfactorily are then connected to the overall
interconnect network which utilizes thick metal lines, using
laser [33] or electron-beam techniques [34] which are currentlywell understood. In this way, a high-performance
system fabricated utilizing a highly disciplined interconnect
technology can be achieved within a verysmallspace.
Recent examples of designs in this framework includea
fully parallel 16-point FFT [3], using serial arithmetic. In this
design, all 32 butterflies are physically implemented, together with a redundancy factor of two, so that no fewer
than 32 X 2 X 4 = 256 serial multipliers are provided on
the wafer. This design is also accompanied by high bandwidth input and output capability commensurate with this
level of arithmetic capability. In another example, a systolic
design for dynamictimewarping has been specified for
wafer scale design [35]. Once again, a highly regular architecture is found to be suitable forthe wafer scale technology, and can provide a high level of performance.

V.

PROGRAMMING

For many years, the emphasis in digital signal processing
has been o n speed, and most usershave worked hard to
make every bit count. For this reason,many of the older
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and currently available machines arevery difficult to program, even in assemblylanguage. Machine designers, in
their desire to make available to the user all of the possible
performance available,have provided capabilities and revealed possibilities for parallelism way beyond the level of
specification usually encountered by most programmers.
Writing code for many of these machines is like writing a
horizontal (long word length) microcode for a highly complicated processor, and hence we haveseen a situation
where users had to apply the kind of skills normally reserved for machine designers to every-day applications programming. It is not surprising that this practice has led to a
great deal of frustration, tedium, and anger, particularly
when the manufacturer did not foresee all possible ways in
which the hardware might be utilized by a “clever” programmer. The utilization of large degrees of parallelism, of
course, implies a correspondingly large amount of control
in a
andcoordination, so that tasks can becomputed
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conflict-free way. Until very recently, programmers have
received very little help, their only reward being the resultant high speed if in fact they were successfully able to
applythe available machines to their tasks. One of the
results of this phenomenon has been the development of
array libraries on many specialized machines. For example,
many of the highly pipelined commercially available machines are so difficult to program that users typically deal
withthem as a “subroutine box,” simply calling library
routines that have been developed bythe manufacturer.
This approach is satisfactory for standard tasks such as
convolution, correlation, FFT, and other popular tasks, but
there is an unquestionedtrend in the directionof large
complex tasks that involves many relatively unstructured
portions of code in addition to such familiar library tasks.
One approach to this problem has been to develop a series
of machines that utilize many forms of parallelism (including pipelining, duplicated memories, overlapped I/O, etc.)
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but which appear to the programmer as a single-sequence
von Neumann machine. It is not difficult to construct the
control structure for such machines in such a way that this
appearance is maintained, even thougha
few machine
cycles may occasionally be wasted in connection with
data-dependent conditionals. At Lincoln Laboratory, for example, a family of suchmachineshave
been developed
whichprovide fast50-nscycle
timecombined with ECL
technology and the appearance of a straightforward singlesequence machine to the programmer [36].These machines
have been very effective and popular laboratory instruments, being readily programmed by a wide variety of
users. The efficiency of assembly language code is retained,
together with a variety of useful software development
tools. As signal processing tasks become more complex,
there is an increased need to consider programmer productivity which is enhanced when the programmer does not
have to mentally juggle several confusing parallel events
during each phase of the coding process.
Another technique used to aid the programmer has been
theintroductionof
so-called “block-diagram” languages.
These languages, such as BLODl [37] and PATS1 (381utilize
next-state simulation techniques, andhave actually been
available since the earliest days of digital signal processing
when the main focus of the field was on simulation. When
the task to be performed can be highly stylized and partitionedinto well-understood and coded blocks, then the
block-diagram approach can be quite useful, and contemporary machines are available to support this approach.
Therehave
also been a variety of array-processing languages, which seek to exploit the separability of data flow
computations (such as the FFT butterfly) and address arithmetic in acoordinated way. Thus it is possible towrite
programs that characterize the data flow of these kernel
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computations when fed a continuing stream of input data
generated by the separately coded address arithmetic generator. Several machines provide considerable support for
such an approach, although there is a need to provide for
the careful coordination of these two processes. Specialized
languages havealso been introducedfor utilization with
equally specialized architectures, such as systolic arrays. In
this way, the user can specify the desired taskat a high
functional level, and then utilize a specialized compiler to
providethe necessary control for an entirecoordinated
system of systolic processors [24]. Even the programming of
conventional processors using classicallanguagessuch
as
Fortran can be highly optimized through careful attention
to control. For example, it has been observed [39]that
Fortran compilers often create loops when a verysmall
numberof iterations is required, and that the attendant
overhead in loop management reduces running speed substantially.Toavoid these problems, it is possible to “unwind” these loops, thus increasing the space required for
program store, but decreasing their run time considerably.
Such techniques
applied
to currently available signal
processing chips have led to very impressive run times for
such classical tasks as FFT.
It seems that in the long run, what is really needed is a
deepfundamental understanding of functional specification coupled to the semantics of programming languages.
Two indications of this trend are mentioned here. Kopec
[40] has made a careful study ofthelimitationsofblock
diagram and array processing languages, and introduced a
new fundamentally based signal processing language called
SRL. This language provides a framework for representing
discrete time signals as abstract objects whose properties
reflect the mathematical properties of the represented signals. As such, it is concerned primarily with the numerical
properties of signals, such as signal dimensions and sample
values, and a representation of algorithms for computing
them. In this language, signals are immutable thus leading
naturally to an applicative style of programming that never
modifies (in the sense of replacement) an existing signal.
The language is also well suited forthe introduction of
signal types which can then be instantiated by specifying
free parameters in their definition. For example, a sine wave
might be introduced as a type where the frequency and
phase of the signal are left as free variables to be chosen at
the time and instance that this signal type is to be utilized.
A lot of experience has been gained with this language, and
its clear style has been found attractive by a number of
users. In the future, a number of extensions to this language
will beprovided, thus providing a strong basis for the
continued development of complex general-purpose signal
processing programs.
We complete our discussion of programming by briefly
discussing a fundamental development in program formalisms and computer architecture for highly parallel systems. For some time now, data flow architectures have
been under extensive study asan example of data demanddriven calculation. Part of this researchhas involved the
specification of high-level functional languages which can
then be compiledinto
a fully parallel two-dimensional
representation equivalent to a data-dependence graph. Certainly one of the applications of these techniques has been
digital signal processing. Once compilation has taken place
fromthe high-levelfunctionalspecification
to the maxi-
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mally parallel representation of the task, it remains for an
interpreter to map the dependency specification onto the
extant computational resources that are available. In most
data flow architectural schemes, the level of control and
communication may be sufficiently general as to be inefficient in several standard digital signal processing tasks such
as filtering and spectrum estimation. Nevertheless, we point
out that the initial compilation phase into the maximally
parallel data-dependence graph is an important contribution of software technology, and that pursuant operations
of architectural exploration, performed at this high-level
schematic representation, can serve to provide the designer
with the choice of the degree of parallelism needed in the
performance of a given task.Clearly much software development needs to be completed in order to continue to
translate the task from its initial functionalspecification
through the maximally parallel form to the resultant target
architecture. Workin precisely thisdirection is currently
underway and can be expected to lead to a basic approach
to programming that can accommodate a wide variety of
target architectures. Thus the basic programming task is
seen to represent a combination of
both
underlying
semantic clarity, as illustrated by SRL, together with a carefully based mathematical theory for architectural performance tradeoffs such as those described earlier. There is
certainly reason to believe that within the next five years
such a unified approach will be available, coupled to very
high performance engines utilizing aggressive technology
and highly parallel architectural structures.
VI.
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In this scheme, each word and reference template is composed of an ordered sequence of spectral frames, and the
distance between two words A and B is seen to involve the
selection of a nonlinear alignment between the two words
such that the distance as computedbetween the corresponding spectral frames of these two words alongthe
alignment path is minimized. The equations show how this
calculation is built up from successive distance measures.
The block diagram for the chip used for these calculations
is shown in Fig. I O , and in Fig. 11 a photo-micrograph of the
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DIGITALSIGNAL PROCESSINGARCHITECTUREEXAMPLES

In recent years, there has been a great profusionof
special-purpose architectures developed for various digital
signal processing applications, ranging all the way from
single chips through plug-in boards, attached processors,
stand-alone machines, special-purpose systolic arrays, and
multiprocessor configurations of both specialized and general-purpose machines. We cannot possibly hope to indicate the huge variety of offerings that are available, but will
instead pick a few examples that highlight various architectural techniques. Therearemany
interesting examples to
choose from, and our selection is not meant to confer any
lesser status o n those designs that have not been described
explicitly here. Furthermore, we have not described the very
large general-purpose supercomputers that provide vector
processing capability useful for varioussignal processing
applications. These machines were generally not designed
with digital signal processing as the main application, and
are well described elsewhere in the literature [5].
We startat the chip level. In our discussion of technology,we havealready described the Texas Instruments
TMS32010 chip as a general-purpose digital signal processing
architecture. It is interesting that while this chip provides
substantial speed-up for many filtering and FFT applications
as compared to a standardmicroprocessor, it can still be
slowwhen
applied to highly specialized but important
applications such as dynamic timewarping in speech recognition.Duetothe
success of dynamic timewarping for
improving the accuracy of template-based speech recognition, many investigators have sought to devise custom implementations that can provide this capability in real time.
One such project was undertaken at the University of
California at Berkeley [41] where the goal was to provide a
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real-time speech recognizer for a one thousand word
vocabulary using
the
dynamic timewarping ( D m ) algorithm.Many algorithms for dynamic timewarping have
been developed but the distance function originally developed by Sakoe and Chiba [42] is used for these calculations,
as shown here:

DYNAMIC

I

PROGRAMMING

16

Fig. 10. Blockdiagram

of dynamic timewarpingchip
University of California at Berkeley.

by

Fig. 11. Micro-photograph of dynamic timewarping chip by
University of California at Berkeley.
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resulting NMOS chip is shown. The chip architecture includes a distance processor that can compute a four-dimensional Euclidean distance every clock cycle, a pipeline accumulator that sums 4 four-dimensional Euclidean distances
into one 16-dimensional distance, a dynamic programming
processor that can compute one minimization and sum
every 4 clock cycles,anaddressing
unit for the external
template and scratchpad memories, and a controller for
each of the above processors. As an example, the distance
processor has afour-levelpipeline.
First, four 4-bit differences in absolute valuesare computed in parallel. Second, these differences are squared resulting in four 8-bit
values, and then these 8-bit valuesare summed pair-wise
into two 9-bitvalues. Finally, a 10-bit sum is computed, and
saturated to 8 bits. Similar degrees of parallelism are used in
the dynamicprogramming processor. What is interesting
about this chip is that it has been implemented in modest
technology (4-pm NMOS at a 5-MHz clock rate using an
active area of 20000 mil2) and yet it performs a very high
level of computation for a 1000-word vocabulary at a realtime rate. Inspection of the chip photo-micrograph reveals
thatthere are many regular substructures utilized in the
design, and that satisfactory performance has been achieved
without a large amount of custom packing ofindividual
structures.
Next we turn to an example of a specialized arithmetic
peripheral designed to be plugged into an existing bus of a
minicomputer, without a separate enclosure. Such boards
are intended to provide high-speed operation with simple
programming via Fortran callable subroutines and easy
installation both in the hardware sense and under popular
minicomputer operating systems. High arithmetic throughput and low cost are prime considerations for such boards,
and they are typically viewed by their users as floating-point
or array-processing accelerators. Asan example of this approach, we cite the SKYMNKsystem. Two module boards
are provided, TTL technology is utilized, and a cycle time of
143ns is achieved. Real and complex arithmetic primitives
are provided in single precision floating point, as well as a
varietyof
vector-based instructions. The
system
shares
memory with a minicomputer host according to the architecture shown in Fig. 12.
As we have seen in earlier discussion, an external address
sequencer is needed to take'matrix data from memory in a
sequence that isolates desired vectors, rows, or columns in
the local SKYMNK operating memory. An internal address
sequencer is utilizedwithin the system and can overlap
with external memory accesses. Commands may be entered
into the data and command memory so that a sequence of
tasks may be set up from the host, and this memory is also
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utilized for providing working space for 64 floating-point
numbers. One of the factors that distinguishes thesesystems from larger units is the small amount of system memory provided, requiring substantial partitioning on the part
of the user software. Finally, the arithmetic unit contains a
floating-point multiply and add pipeline. The time required
for a 1024-point complex floating-point FFT is 50 ms.Systems such as the SKYMNKhave
been very popular for
providing the low-cost addition of signal processing capability
on
inexpensive mini- and microcomputer-based
systems. They utilize existing high-performance multiplieraccumulator chips, together with multistage pipelined arithmetic units and a small amount of local memory. A continuing variety of these machines is now appearing, and users
can expect increasing performance at steadily dropping cost
as technology improves. Since the design of these systems
is an architectural specialty, manufacturers of general-purpose machines will often choose to utilize these accelerators rather than expend the design time needed to achieve
such performance.
Nextwe turn to a class of machines designated as attached processors. While such machines are designed to be
attached to a host processor, they reside in a separate
cabinet, often have substantial amounts of internal memory, operate at speeds ranging from a few megaflops up to
100 megaflops, and of course are generally much more
costly than the individual plug-in board systems previously
described. For illustration, we select the Star Technologies
ST-I00 processor. There are several interesting attributes of
this system, but perhaps the most striking feature is the
utilization of very aggressive integrated circuit and packaging technologyto achieve a high level 100-megaflop performance. First of all, high arithmetic performance is achieved
by the utilization of ECL gatearrays,each
dissipating approximately 4 W. These are mounted on multiple pin chip
carriers on adaptor boards, and each has a cooling fin which
is housed in a cylindrical enclosure that confines forced air
flow in an efficient way. Memory is alsopackaged in an
exceedingly denseway through stacking of submodules
fourhighon
a single printed circuit board capable of
providing eight million bits of memory. In this way, a total
system memory of 32 Mbits (using 256K RAMS) is provided,
This level of packaging technology has not previously been
seen except in very expensive supercomputer designs, and
is indicative of the levels of performance that canbe
achieved through the use of elaborate design software that
provides for extensive simulation, verification, and testing.
We cannot overemphasize the fact that suchmachines
simply cannot be reliably designed and built without the
use of these design aids in anyreasonable time. More
positively, the ST-I00 shows that with the use of such
software, state-of-the-art, highly aggressive semi-custom
technology can be efficiently utilized to provide very high
performance.
The overall architecture of the ST-100 is indicated in Fig.
13. The system is designed so that it can be interfaced from
several different host computers, via channel adaptors, to as
many as eight parallel 1/0 processors in the ST-100.From
the user point of view, Fortran application programs running inhost machines call large-scale computation processes
running on the ST-I00 which in turn call macros for arithmetic and data movement within the arrayprocessor. A
maximum multiplexed channel rate of 25 Mbytes/s to and
from the main memory canbesustained. Next, a control
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processor using two Motorola Moo0 microprocessors running at a 12.5-MHz clock is utilized to coordinate all of the
activities within the ST-100. The control processor manages
the staging of memory from the host to the ST-I00 main
memory and on to a high-speed data cache which can be
partitioned into six different regions for a number of different processes. These data cache ports are capable of operating at speeds up to 100 Mbytes/s using 8-way interleaving
of 320-nsaccess time memory devices. Furthermore, the
storage move processor interposed between the main
memory and the datacache (which is controlled by the
control processor) can perform complex address generation
for both memories as well as on-the-fly data format conversions. Finally, an arithmetic control processor manages two
pipelinedmultipliers and twopipelined adders, together
with a divide/square root unit. The 128-bit-widecontrol
word manages all of these facilities as well as four integer
ALU operations, one test and branch operation, and three
memory references during each40-ns clock cycle. In this
machine, we see virtually all of the high-performance architectural structures used. These include pipelined arithmetic
units, multiple hierarchically organized memories, specialized control processors, multiple input/output processors,
specialized address generation and type conversion, and
very aggressive technology. While the performance of this
system is indeed impressive, the reader should not infer
that it canalways outperform lesser hardware configurations that are highly optimized for particular tasks.For
example, the SPS IO00 system, which provides a very costeffectivesolutionto thecomputationof
very-large high-
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speed FFTs, utilizes a specialized modular architecture providing radix-four FFT calculations using serial arithmetic.
The overall system architecture can be easily built up, both
with respect to word size and FFT size to provide computation rates in excess of one billion operations per second so
that a 1024-point complex FFT utilizing 32-bit words can be
completed in 297 ks. These performance figures indicate a
tradeoff that must be contemplated by the user. O n the one
hand, programmability and general-purpose performance
provide flexibility, yet highly specialized architectures can
always deliver higher performance for less cost but with an
attendant loss in flexibility.
Earlier in this paper, during our discussion of pipelined
processing, we referred to a specific architecture developed
at MIT Lincoln Laboratory [20] as an example of a continuing evolution of high-performance digital signal processing
machines. These machines are not commercially available,
but the use of ECL technology, multiple specialized memories, duplicated memories, and high-performance pipelining has led to a stand-alone architecture providing speeds
in excess of 20 million instructions per second (mips) that
have proved to be exceedingly useful and versatile for the
developmentof high-performance speechprocessing algorithms. Aside from thehigh level of hardware performance, the cardinal virtue of thesemachines is that they
appear to the programmer to be standard single-sequence
architectures, and the control difficulties of dealing with all
the parallelism are hidden from the user's architectural view
ofthe machine. The result is that a large number of algorithm implementors can use these compact yet high-per-
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formance units for algorithm research throughthe use of
standard assemblers and loaders. This approach to high-performance digital signal processing has not yet been implemented through commercial offerings, perhaps due to the
fact that the performance of these machines involves timing
tolerances that cannot be readily realized in a production-lineenvironment.
Nevertheless, with the advent of
new design and testing software already mentioned, the
great utility of these machines may become available to a
much broader class of user.
We now move to discuss an example of highly specialized systolic computation. In recent years, a greatdeal of
attention has been focused ontheutilization
of systolic
schemes for matrix multiplication,oneand two-dimensional convolution, and a broad variety of standard linear
algebra tasks.Systolic architectures involvethe use ofa
large number of regular processing elements connected
into an array that involves only nearest neighbor communication and a streaming of data (and occasionally control)
throughoutthe array. Starting from the originalwork by
Kung and Leiserson [43], it has become clear that very high
performance rates can be achieved, although relatively few
of these specialized processors have actually been built. For
our example, we describe a linear array built at ESL [44] from
TTL technology on wire-wrapped boards intended to perform matrix multiplication, one-dimensional convolution,
and two-dimensionalconvolution. This implementation was
a proof-of-concept design, and utilized only off-the-shelf
components that are readily available. The overall architecture of the system is shown in Fig. 14, and the linear array is
indicated in Fig. 1 5 with the detailed structure of each
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systolic cell indicated in Fig. 16. Fig. 17 shows a picture of
theresulting implementation consisting of eight hinged
board assemblies utilizing commercially available multipliers and providing for easy maintenance and debugging.
The systolic processor is designed to be used as an attached
processor and is accessed from the host through a collection of Fortran subprograms. Data and commands are transferred through the host interface, andresultsandstatus
information can be returned to the host from the systolic
processor. A command dispatcher stores systolic processor
instructions in a command buffer and dispatchesthese
instructions to other subsystems for execution. The local
memory serves as a buffer to support high-speed operation
ofthe array. The systolic array itself consists of anarray
controller and a linear array that can be configured with any
numberof cells. The controller i s utilized to synchronize
the operation ofthe local memory and the output processor
which shifts and rounds the results according to the specifications supplied by the user and also detects the maximum
result value. Programmable address generators provide the
addresssequences for the local memory and the output
buffer. The architecture of the cell is shown in Fig. 16. Each
cell consists of a multiply-accumulate chip, a cell memory
with 1024 16-bit words, a tag memory with 1024 4-bit
words, and three latch registers, one for each systolic stream
that passes through the cell. Sinceeach cell can perform
one 16-bit fixed-point multiplication and one full precision
(42-bit)accumulation every 200ns,each
cell has a maximum computational rate of 10 million operations per second (mops). Thus a systolic array of 20 cells would have a
maximum computational rate of 200 mops. The interested
reader should refer to the cited references for more detailed
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discussion of architectural controlincluding the way in
which matrix multiplication and one-dimensional convolution is actually performed in this architecture. For our present purpose, we point out that this system can be utilized
for calculations ranging from a radix-eight DFT with 32-bit
complex results for 512 X 512 input data atan effective
computation rate of 61 mops upto a one-dimensional
convolution with48-bit results for 4096 input data size at an
effective computation rate of 163 mops. Theseare indeed
very impressive performance figures, particularly when it is
considered that conservative technology and packaging has
been utilized throughout this system. There is no question
that this architectural approach will be extended to
special-purpose hardware forthe real-time solution of a
wide variety of linear algebra tasks. It is known that a family
of systolic array architectures using a simple lattice of
processing elements and many identical cells can effectively carry out the matrix factorizations required to solve
linear systems, least squares,and eigenvalue problems. There
is no question that exceedingly high performance can be
obtained through utilization of
these systolic techniques for
linear algebra tasks, and that the design of such systems is
aggressively underway at present.

VII.

SUMMARY

In this paper we have endeavored to give a comprehensive view
of
computer architecture for
digital
signal
processing. We started by motivating the need for digital
signal processing, and thenshowingthechronological
evolution towards increasing levels of complexity, which
would lead to unacceptable performance on conventional
single-sequence machines. We noted that any form of computer architecture is determined by a number of factors
including technology,the nature of the algorithms to be
performed, data structures utilized, programming language
considerations, and the intrinsic nature ofthe computational functional units themselves. Fortunately, the nature
of digital signal processing algorithms, while increasing in
variety, still contains a number of basic canonical forms that
are used repeatedly in many applications. These algorithmic
forms have been characterized, together with the observation that it is impossible to specify an algorithm without
including an inherent performance bias. In order to understand these biases, we have introduced a basic model for
data flow and control, and shown through the data-dependence graph the inherent sequential constraints that must
be retained in any implementation. Presentation of this
level ofalgorithmic representation leads naturally to the
notion of architectural exploration whereby a given architecture corresponding to a particular algorithm can be systematicallymanipulatedthrough
performance alternatives
in order to yielda tradeoff between space, time, and power
that is acceptable for the intendedapplication. With this
background, it has then been possible to study the various
techniques, called- architectural structures, that are introducedinto comprehensive systems in order to improve
performance. These structures include pipelining, multiple
function units, multiple identical processing elements, a
wide variety of memory structures, the introduction of
control processors, and the provision for high data rate and
flexible input/output. Once a system designer has selected
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aparticular
architecture, together with the architectural
structures that comprise it, it remains to utilize some ambient technology in order to realize a physical system. We
have discussed the overwhelmingly strong impact of technologyon system performance, and indicated the many
technological choices that can be made.We emphasize
particularly the rapidity with which technology i s changing,
and point out thattheability
to achieve high speed together with substantial complexity on a single chip has led
t o very significant progress in digital signal processing implementations. Thisprogress is particularly noteworthy in
the case of digital signal processing chips which range from
custom designs through programmed signal processing chips
to specially compiled forms intended for very restricted
classes of computations. We have illustratedallof
these
techniques, and contrasted the role of off-the-shelf
chips
versus semi-custom and full-custom designs. Given the
hardware basis of a system, programming considerations are
of prime importance in order to insure high productivity. In
the past, programming was a relatively neglected part of
high-performance digital signal processing systems, but recently much attention has been focused on this area due to
the need to conveniently manipulate very substantial computing resources in aflexible and insightful way. While
there has been someprogress in the programming area,
certainly much remains to be done, particularly when multiprocessor systems must be effectively coordinated in an
error-free way. Finally, we have coordinatedallofour
observations from the previous sections inthe formof
illustrative examples. These range from custom chips
through single-board products, attached processors, highperformance stand-alone single-sequence machines, and
systolic architectures for specialized linear algebra applications. Great progress has been made in all of these areas,
and continued improvements at all levels of performance
can be expected leading to high performance in compact
low-cost implementations.
In many ways, the great benefits of today's technology
have motivated a more fundamental look at computer architecture for digital signal processing systems. In the past,
the technology was not able to support a wide variety of
different performance levels, so that the abilityto characterize in a fundamental and insightful way architectural
alternatives was not so pressing. At present and into the
future, however, the ability to characterize algorithms in
terms of a well-chosen set of semantic primitives coupled
with the ability to systematically explore architectural alternatives and their consequences in the target implementation technology, will make computer architecture for digital
signal processing as well as computer architecture in the
large much more of a science than an art. This desirable
trend will become in fact a necessity as the level of complexity of digital signal processing algorithms continues to
rise. We are witnessing a situation when necessity is indeed
the mother of invention, and where the onrushing options
created by a robust technology are forcing the formation of
well-codified scientific principles in this design area. This is
a welcome and exciting turn of events, and in the years to
come systemdesignerscan
contemplate the use of extremely powerful interactive workstations providing a degree of architectural creativity ranging over the given
semantic algorithmic basis that has never been possible
before. This new found scientific basis, together with bur-
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geoning technology, will continue to fuel rapid and impressiveadvances in all facets of the digital signal processing
field, and it is likely that we are witnessing just the beginning of such an impressive long-term trend.
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