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{mperotti,matheus,lbenini}@iis.ee.ethz.ch, micraebe@student.ethz.ch, {mattia.sinigaglia5,davide.rossi}@unibo.it

Abstract—Multi-core vector processor architectures excel in
handling computationally intensive vectorizable tasks but strug-
gle to achieve optimal resource utilization when facing sequential
and control tasks that cannot be vectorized. This work presents
Spatzformer, the first reconfigurable RISC-V V (RVV) archi-
tecture developed from a baseline open-source dual-core cluster
based on Snitch scalar cores augmented with compact Spatz vec-
tor units. Spatzformer operates in two distinct modes: split mode,
working as a dual-core vector architecture to handle vectorizable
tasks concurrently, and merge mode, where two vector units are
driven by a single scalar core, allowing the remaining scalar
core to handle non-vectorizable control tasks. We implement
Spatzformer in a 12-nm technology node and characterize the
cost of the added architectural reconfigurability. We show that
merge mode accelerates mixed scalar-vector kernels by up to
1.8× compared to split mode. Moreover, it accelerates the vector
kernels that require fine-grained synchronization (such as FFT)
by up to 20% with respect to the baseline. The reconfigurability
features do not degrade the architecture’s maximum frequency
(1.2 GHz, TT, 0.8 V, 25 °C) and have a negligible area impact
(+1.4%), with a worst-case energy efficiency drop of only 7%
with respect to the non-reconfigurable baseline.

Index Terms—RISC-V, Vector, Reconfigurable, Processor.

I. INTRODUCTION

Vector processing represents a compelling solution to the
ever-growing demand for computational power and energy
efficiency. A single vector instruction operates on multiple
data elements, reducing the energy overhead of instruction
fetch and dispatch. Furthermore, the large Vector Register
File (VRF) of vector architectures enhances the data reuse
of computationally intensive applications [1].

The flexibility of multi-core vector computing systems has
been praised as a way to tackle the increasing complexity
and heterogeneity of typical workloads. This is testified by
the numerous recent solutions from industry [2]–[4] and
academia [1], boosted by the recent freezing of the open-
source RISC-V “V” (RVV) Vector Instruction Set Architecture
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(ISA). These architectures excel in task parallelization, espe-
cially with regular workloads, making them well-suited for a
wide range of applications, from high-performance computing
to embedded systems.

Despite their adaptability and growing adoption, multi-
core vector architectures struggle to achieve high resource
utilization when confronted with workloads characterized by
extreme diversity, such as the simultaneous processing of
parallel workloads and heavily sequential control tasks, e.g.,
with critical applications like autonomous driving and radar
processing. In such cases, the architecture must either serialize
the execution of vector and scalar kernels or allocate one of the
vector cores to handle the scalar task. This leads to suboptimal
use of the vector computational resources.

In a nutshell, in this work: 1) we present Spatzformer, the
first reconfigurable multi-core vector architecture based on
RVV. Spatzformer is based on the open-source dual-core Spatz
vector processor architecture [1] and can be reconfigured at
runtime in two operational modes to adapt to heterogeneous
parallel workloads, which include control or serial tasks that
need to be run alongside vector kernels; 2) we implement
Spatzformer in a 12-nm technology and characterize the cost
of the added reconfigurability in terms of Power, Performance,
Area (PPA), including a performance and energy-efficiency
analysis on six kernels from different domains; 3) we analyze
the performance gain of Spatzformer over the baseline cluster
when executing mixed scalar-vector workloads.

Our reconfigurable architecture aims at improving the flex-
ibility of traditional chip-oriented multi-core vector systems,
providing a versatile and efficient solution tailored for hetero-
geneous computational and control applications where energy
efficiency and area constraints are paramount.

With our work, we study the cost of adding lightweight
reconfigurability to a highly optimized chip-oriented vector
architecture and analyze its performance benefits and trade-
offs. This differs from other similar works, such as [5] and
[6], that do not focus on the PPA cost of the reconfigurability
feature itself.

II. SPATZFORMER ARCHITECTURE

Spatzformer can be configured at runtime by the pro-
grammer in two operational modes. In Split-Mode (SM), the
architecture is composed of two scalar cores, each of which
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Fig. 1. Baseline Architecture and Spatzformer’s reconfigurability logic.

is coupled with its own vector accelerator. In Merge-Mode
(MM), one scalar core drives both vector accelerators, while
the remaining scalar core can process sequential control tasks
without slowing down the vector execution. The operational
mode can also change at runtime. Figure 1 shows the architec-
ture of the baseline Spatz cluster and Spatzformer’s microar-
chitectural modifications that enable runtime reconfigurability.

III. RESULTS

To assess the implementation cost of RVV reconfigurability,
we synthesize and place-and-route the baseline architecture
and Spatzformer in an advanced 12-nm technology node.

To evaluate how reconfigurability affects the architecture’s
performance and energy efficiency, we simulate six vector
kernels with various degrees of data reuse and arithmetic
intensity in SM and MM against the split-mode-only baseline.
The main results are summarized in Figure 2 (left axis).

Area: Spatzformer requires only an area overhead of 55
kGE (+1.4%), as opposed to adding a dedicated scalar core
to achieve comparable parallelization of scalar-vector tasks,
which would require an area inflation of at least +6% (more
than 4× larger).

Performance and Energy Efficiency: The added reconfig-
urability feature does not hurt the maximum frequency of the
Spatz cluster (950 MHz, SS, 0.72V, 125◦C).

The average performance across all vector benchmarks
shows that Spatzformer is as fast as the baseline when ex-
ecuting vector kernels in SM and can outperform it in MM,
with only a slight average energy efficiency loss of 5% (SM)
and 1% (MM) from the baseline architecture.

Notably, MM fft outperforms SM fft by more than 20%
and shows a 2.5% higher energy efficiency by reducing the
synchronization overhead of the multi-core architecture.

Spatzformer’s power consumption in MM is negatively
impacted by the added hardware to support reconfigurability
and positively affected by the savings that come from MM.
Indeed, MM reduces the energy related to the instruction fetch
from memory thanks to the higher vector length on which
instructions are amortized.

Mixed scalar-vector workload: Finally, we show how
MM improves scalar-vector mixed workload performance by

Fig. 2. Performance and Energy Efficiency comparison of Spatz cluster
(baseline) and Spatzformer in split and merge mode (left axis), and merge
mode speed up of mixed scalar-vector workload over split mode (right axis).

running in SM and MM our vector kernels in parallel with
CoreMark [7], an industry-grade benchmark that simulates
common workload executed by scalar cores.

The MM Spatzformer boosts the baseline performance
by up to almost 2× in the best case, with an average of
1.8×, showing that MM-Spatzformer can hide the latency of
simple control tasks that use the memory without significant
performance drops on the vector kernels.

IV. CONCLUSION

We presented Spatzformer, a reconfigurable RVV dual-core
architecture, and assessed the cost of the added reconfigura-
bility features in terms of PPA and energy efficiency on a 12-
nm technology node implementation executing kernels from
Machine Learning (ML), Digital Signal Processing (DSP), and
Linear Algebra.

Spatzformer implements reconfigurability with a negligible
1.4% area overhead and a slight average 5% drop in energy
efficiency when executing vector kernels in split mode and no
maximum frequency degradation. Merge mode helps speed up
mixed scalar-vector workloads (1.8× on average) and tasks
like FFT (+20%) by freeing up a scalar core and reducing the
multi-core synchronization overhead. Split mode, instead, can
be used to work on different tasks in parallel or flexibly exploit
a second dimension of parallelization on a single application.
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