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Abstract—Structured sparsity has been proposed as an efficient
way to prune the complexity of Machine Learning (ML) appli-
cations and to simplify the handling of sparse data in hardware.
Accelerating ML models, whether for training, or inference,
heavily relies on matrix multiplications that can be efficiently
executed on vector processors, or custom matrix engines. This
work aims to integrate the simplicity of structured sparsity
into vector execution to speed up the corresponding matrix
multiplications. Initially, the implementation of structured-sparse
matrix multiplication using the current RISC-V instruction set
vector extension is comprehensively explored. Critical parameters
that affect performance, such as the impact of data distribution
across the scalar and vector register files, data locality, and the
effectiveness of loop unrolling are analyzed both qualitatively and
quantitatively. Furthermore, it is demonstrated that the addition
of a single new instruction would reap even higher performance.
The newly proposed instruction is called vindexmac, i.e., vector
index-multiply-accumulate. It allows for indirect reads from the
vector register file and it reduces the number of instructions
executed per matrix multiplication iteration, without introducing
additional dependencies that would limit loop unrolling. The
proposed new instruction was integrated in a decoupled RISC-
V vector processor with negligible hardware cost. Experimental
results demonstrate the runtime efficiency and the scalability
offered by the introduced optimizations and the new instruction
for the execution of state-of-the-art Convolutional Neural Net-
works. More particularly, the addition of a custom instruction
improves runtime by 25% and 33%, when compared with highly-
optimized vectorized kernels that use only the currently defined
RISC-V instructions.

Index Terms—Structured sparsity, Matrix multiplication, Vec-
tor processor, Custom Instruction, Machine learning accelerator.

I. INTRODUCTION

Machine Learning (ML) applications have been remarkably
successful in various application domains. To reduce memory
storage and computation cost, the weights of ML models are
often pruned, thereby leading to sparse models [1]. This means
that zero weights are not stored, and the corresponding cal-
culations are skipped. While sparsity offers high performance
and low storage overhead, it may, in some cases, result in less
accurate ML models [1], [2]. In such cases, accuracy loss can
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Fig. 1. Example of (a) unstructured sparsity; and (b) structured block sparsity
of 2:4 (i.e., up to 2 non-zero elements in every 4 consecutive elements) and
their respective representation. Blue squares represent non-zero elements.

be mitigated by retraining the model to adapt to the removal
of specific weights, as demonstrated for CNNs [3], [4] and
Transformers [5], [6].

The achieved sparsity can either be unstructured [7], or
structured [3], [4]. In unstructured sparsity, there is no con-
straint on the locations of the zeros, as shown in Fig. 1(a).
In this case, together with the non-zero elements, multiple
indexes are also required to identify the original position of
each non-zero element.

On the contrary, in structured sparsity, there is an upper limit
on the number of non-zero elements that may be present within
a block of consecutive elements. For instance, in Fig. 1(b),
for every 4 elements in each row, there are up to two non-
zero elements. In most practical applications [4], [8], blocks
are small and N :M sparsity patterns of 1:2, 1:4 or 2:4 are
supported, where each block of M elements may contain up
to N non-zero elements. As also shown in Fig. 1(b), for such
block-based structures, the indexing (col_idx) required to
identify the position of each non-zero element inside each
block consists of just of few bits (owing to the small size
M of each block). Recent work has shown that matrices with
unstructured sparsity can be transformed offline to structured-
sparse matrices either by row (column) reordering and zero
padding [9] or matrix splitting [10]. Tensor units on GPUs
can accelerate ML applications with structured sparse data [3],
[4]. Our goal is to extend this hardware capability to CPUs
with vector engines, making it applicable to a broader range
of current and future applications.

Un-structured sparsity is already supported in vector pro-
cessors. Various sparse vector matrix multiplication algorithms
have been developed [11], [12], and recently extended [13],
[14], with the goal being to improve performance by efficiently
handling unpredictable sparsity patterns. Moving one step
further, VIA [15] adds a scratchpad memory and new custom
vector instructions to deal with the complexity of unstructured
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sparse data.
Aiming to avoid the substantial hardware overhead in-

curred in exploiting unstructured sparsity, this work similar
to [16] makes the case that structured sparsity, which appears
frequently in state-of-the-art CNN applications [4], can be
exploited very effectively – and with negligible hardware
cost – in vector processors to achieve high-performance
sparse×dense matrix (A×B) multiplications.

First, through extensive analysis, we demonstrate how to
reorganize and optimize the state-of-the-art row-based matrix
multiplication algorithm [13], [17], [18] for structured-sparse
data in long-vector Instruction Set Architectures (ISAs), such
as RISC-V. To better adjust to the available vector multiply-
and-accumulate instructions of the RISC-V ISA vector exten-
sion, a mixed placement of non-zero data and their correspond-
ing column indexes across the vector and the scalar register
files is proposed, which reduces register name dependencies
and simplifies loop unrolling.

Secondly, a new custom vector-index-multiply-accumulate
instruction is proposed, called vindexmac, which can lead to
substantial further performance improvement. This instruction
enables the implementation of low-cost indirect reads from the
vector register file that eliminates unnecessary memory traffic
often encountered in sparse matrix multiplication algorithms.
The proposed vector instruction was integrated in a high-end
decoupled RISC-V vector processor at negligible hardware
cost. Decoupled vector processors [19], [20], [21], [22] have
independent decode and execute pipelines, separate from the
scalar core, which fetches and forwards the corresponding
vector instructions. Additionally, a decoupled vector processor
accesses memory (or the cache hierarchy) independently of the
scalar core, unlike integrated vector engines [23] that share the
memory access path with the scalar core.

The presented evaluation employs the gem5 simulator [24],
[25] implementing an accurate model of a decoupled vec-
tor processor attached to a superscalar out-of-order core.
The executed benchmark applications comprise state-of-the-art
Convolutional Neural Networks (CNNs) pruned for structured
sparsity. The obtained results demonstrate: (a) the significant
speedup that can be achieved when optimizing data placement
across the register files of a RISC-V-compliant vectorized
kernel of structured-sparse matrix multiplication; (b) the ad-
ditional speedup that can be achieved when the vector ISA is
extended with the new vindexmac custom multiply-index-
accumulate vector instruction.

Additional experiments show that performance scales favor-
ably with increasing hardware vector length, or by splitting
CNN layer execution across multiple vector processors in
a multicore setup. However, in the latter case, the benefits
saturate beyond 8 cores, due to memory bandwidth limitations.

The contributions of this work can be summarized as
follows:

• Mixed data placement of structured-sparse data across
vector and scalar register files reduces register name
dependencies and allows for loop unrolling optimization
for sparse matrix multiplication in vector processors.
The presented design space exploration identifies which

Fig. 2. Row-wise matrix multiplication to compute output row C[0, :].

configuration yields the lowest execution time under the
current definition of the RISC-V ISA.

• A new vector index, multiply, and accumulate instruction
enables multiply and accumulate to be performed on
vectors read from the vector register file, both directly and
indirectly. This instruction can be seamlessly integrated
into a vector processor at negligible cost. Its use promotes
data locality in the vector register file and reduces the
number of instructions per iteration.

• The proposed optimizations and custom instruction sig-
nificantly improve the runtime efficiency and scalabil-
ity of state-of-the-art Convolutional Neural Networks.
Specifically, the custom instruction leads to a 25%–33%
runtime improvement over highly-optimized vectorized
kernels using only existing RISC-V instructions.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II
presents the formulation of a state-of-the-art vectorized algo-
rithm for sparse matrix multiplications with structured-sparse
data and its optimized variants. Section III introduces the
proposed vector index-multiply-accumulate instruction and its
usage in the structured-sparse matrix multiplication kernel. Ex-
perimental results are presented in Section IV, and conclusions
are drawn in Section VI.

II. DESIGN SPACE EXPLORATION OF VECTOR
SPARSE×DENSE MATRIX MULTIPLICATION

Vectorized matrix multiplications with sparse data can be
implemented with many approaches [11], [13], [14]. The row-
wise approach [17], [26], [27], also known as Gustavson’s
algorithm [28], has been shown to be highly effective in
computing the matrix product A× B, and it is a better fit to
the targeted structured sparsity context. Other approaches [11],
[13], [14] target extremely high sparseness and are not as
effective with modest structured sparsity.

Matrix A is assumed to be structured sparse and matrix B
is considered to be dense. Algorithmically, all the non-zero
elements in a single row of matrix A should be multiplied
in parallel with the corresponding rows of matrix B, where
the row index of matrix B is determined by the column
index of the non-zero value in matrix A. The product of the
multiplication is produced row-by-row, as follows:

C[i, :] =
∑
k

A[i, k]B[k, :] (1)

Fig. 2 illustrates a simple example of how row 0 of the result
matrix C is produced. Row-wise matrix multiplication can be
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easily vectorized, since each element of A is multiplied with
all the elements of a row of matrix B. This yields a vector of
partial results for a row in the result matrix C.

A. Exploring data placement in vector row-wise matrix mul-
tiplication

The vectorized version of the row-wise matrix multipli-
cation can take three equivalent forms, albeit with different
performance characteristics. The first approach, depicted in
Algorithm 1, assumes that the elements of matrices A and
B are placed exclusively in the Vector Register File (VRF).
Algorithm 1 ignores, for clarity, any sparseness in matrix A
and assumes an arbitrarily large vector length. In line 3, all
the elements of row i of matrix A are loaded as a vector
into the VRF. Similarly, all the elements of the corresponding
row of matrix B are also loaded as a vector in line 6. The
vector multiplication between the first element of the loaded
row of A and the entire row of matrix B is performed in line
8, which also accumulates the partial results. Following the
RISC-V vector ISA format, the multiply-add operation of line
8 is performed on a vector register and a scalar value coming
from the scalar register of line 7. The row of A is shifted
to the right by one element in line 9 to enable the repetition
of the above process for the remaining elements of the same
row. The final values of all the elements of the corresponding
row of the result matrix C are stored back in memory in line
11. The process is repeated until all the rows of matrix C are
produced.

However, the placement of the elements of matrix A in the
VRF in Algorithm 1 features many unnecessary data transfers
between the VRF and the scalar RF (line 7). To tackle this
inefficiency, we explore two alternative approaches: (a) keep
the elements of matrix B in the VRF and place the elements of
matrix A entirely in the scalar RF; and (b) utilize more vector
registers in the VRF for the non-zero elements of matrix A.

Starting with the first approach, Algorithm 2 presents the
row-wise vector matrix multiplication that follows the above-
mentioned hybrid data placement. Specifically, rather than
loading the rows of matrix A into the VRF, each element of
a row of A is, instead, loaded (line 6) and used (line 7) one-
by-one directly through the scalar RF. Thus, the multiply-add
operation in line 7 directly utilizes the data placed in the scalar
register ‘S0,’ thereby eliminating the need for vector-to-scalar
register moves and vector slides. Note that the data type of
the elements dictates the type of the register file into which
the non-zero values will be stored: if the non-zero values in
Algorithm 1 and Algorithm 2 are of type ‘float,’ they can be
stored into the floating-point register file, thereby alleviating
the overall pressure on the scalar register file.

Alternatively, the second approach is to keep matrix A in the
VRF and utilize more vector registers, as shown in Algorithm
3. Line 3 shows that a row of matrix A is loaded into the
VRF. We need to access each one of those elements one after
the other and multiply them with the corresponding row of
B. This is achieved using the vrgather.vx instruction.
Said instruction copies the jth element of ‘v0’ into every
element of the vector register ‘v2.’ The latter vector register

is then used as an operand in the multiply and accumulate
operation. The use of the vrgather.vx instruction enables
the operation of the multiply-and-accumulate operation (line
8) to be performed with 3 vector operands, as opposed to the
approach in Algorithm 2, where a scalar and 2 vector operands
are used.

B. Vector Row-wise matrix multiplication for structured-
sparse data

Algorithms 1–3 can be reformulated to support a structured-
sparse matrix A. In this case, only the non-zero elements of
each row of A are stored, together with their corresponding
index, i.e., their original position within a block of size M in
the row of matrix A. The reformulation of Algorithms 1-3 is
shown in Algorithms 1-S, 2-S and 3-S respectively, where all
mandatory changes/additions are highlighted with color.

To highlight the added changes we will use as an example
Alg. 3–S. In this case, the non-zero values of matrix A are
loaded into the VRF, as shown in line 3 of Algorithm 3-S. On
the contrary, the column indexes are stored in a scalar register
in the scalar RF (as per line 7 in the algorithm), because they
require some pre-processing before they can be used. The pre-
processing steps arise from the structured sparsity format itself,
which limits the range of the column indexes. Specifically, the
column index refers to the position of the non-zero element
inside a block of size M . Consequently, all column indexes
have a range [0,M − 1], even though each row of matrix A
typically consists of multiple blocks of size M .

Hence, whereas the column index ‘j’ in Algorithm 3 spans
the entire row of matrix A (i.e., all its columns), the same
index has a different meaning in Algorithm 3-S. Column index
‘j’ now spans only the number of non-zero elements in a
particular row of matrix A, as shown in line 5 of Algorithm
3-S. In this form, the index cannot be used directly to load
the corresponding row of matrix B. Instead, the actual column
index that points to a specific column across the entire row of
matrix A must first be retrieved. To compute the actual column
index, we must identify the particular block in which the
corresponding non-zero element resides. This is performed in
line 6 of the algorithm, where the block index is calculated by
the integer division of the position ‘j’ of the non-zero element
with the maximum permissible number of non-zero elements
N in each block of size M . Once the block ID is identified, it
is multiplied with the size M of each block and added to the
original column index that was loaded from memory, as shown
in line 8. This operation fully retrieves the actual column index
that spans the entire row of matrix A. When N and M are
multiples of 2, multiplication and division are performed with
left and right shifts respectively.

An example of how the actual column index can be re-
trieved is depicted in Fig. 3, assuming 3:4 (N :M ) structured
block sparsity. The example focuses on element ‘e.’ First, the
block in which element ‘e’ resides (block id) is identified by
performing an integer division between the position of ‘e’ in
the array of non-zero values (i.e., position 4), and the number
N=3 of permitted non-zero elements in each block of size M .
Next, the actual column index is computed by multiplying the
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Fig. 3. An example of recovering the actual column index of an element
through the column index that is stored in the memory and the block id.

block id with the size M=4 of each block. Finally, this value
is added to the column index of element ‘e’ that is stored in
memory (i.e., the value 1) to retrieve the actual column within
the row of A where element ‘e’ resided prior to compression.

To avoid such indexing calculations, full-width column in-
dexes can be stored at the row level. However, as demonstrated
in [4] and in Section IV-B this approach would significantly
increase storage overhead for the targeted sparsity levels of
1:4 or 2:4.

Similarly, the low-to-medium levels of sparsity in the con-
text of a sparse-dense multiplication, which is the focus of this
work, make it less preferable to gather the non-zero values of
A using indexed load instructions [14]. This approach would
introduce additional runtime overhead, since indexed vector
load/store instructions may generate a substantial number of
cache misses from only a few vector instructions.

Continuing with Algorithm 3-S, the actual column index
retrieved in line 8 is used to load the corresponding row of
matrix B into the VRF in line 9. The vrgather instruction
is used in line 10 to copy the currently-processed non-zero

element into all the vector register elements of vector ‘v2.’
Note that only the rows of matrix B that correspond to the
column indexes of the non-zero elements of A participate in
the multiply-and-accumulate operation (line 11). Each iteration
of the inner loop moves to the next non-zero element in the
current row of A, until the end of the row is reached.

Algorithms 1-S and 2-S employ a similar approach to
retrieve the non-zero values of A and their corresponding
column indices. Section IV-B highlights the relative perfor-
mance of Algorithms 1-S, 2-S, and 3-S, focusing on optimized
unrolled implementations. The following section demonstrates
how loop unrolling is optimized for Algorithm 3-S, which
benefits most from this optimization.

C. Loop unrolling row-wise vector sparse×dense matrix mul-
tiplication

Following the practice explored in other vector-based par-
allel matrix multiplication kernels [29], [30], and to increase
the scope for instruction-level parallelism, both loops (outer
and inner) of Algorithm 3-S can be unrolled. Indicatively,
Algorithm 4 unrolls both loops by a factor of 2. The unrolling
of the outer loop allows the processor to simultaneously work
on two consecutive rows of matrix A, i.e., to simultaneously
produce two consecutive rows of output matrix C. Similarly,
the unrolling of the inner loop allows the processor to simulta-
neously work with two consecutive non-zero elements in each
of the two consecutive rows of matrix A.

Lines 8 to 18 in Algorithm 4 refer to operations performed
using the non-zero element ’j’ of consecutive rows ‘i’ and
‘i+1’ of matrix A. As can be seen, due to the loop unfolding,
each instruction (except the one calculating the block id) in
the inner loop of Algorithm 3-S is hereby duplicated. The two
multiply-accumulate instructions in lines 17 and 18 generate
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two vectors of partial results for rows ‘i’ and ‘i+1’ of the
output matrix C. Similarly, lines 19 through 29 repeat the same
pattern for the next non-zero elements in the same two rows
of matrix A; i.e., the non-zero element ‘j+1’ of consecutive
rows ‘i’ and ‘i+1.’

Since each loop was unrolled by a factor of 2, one would
expect the final impact on the required scalar and vector
registers to be four-fold. However, this cost is avoided through
the interleaving of the two loops, which allows for the reuse
of the same scalar and vector registers and reduces read-
after-write dependencies. As can be seen in Algorithm 4,
instructions from different loop iterations are executed in
interleaved manner. The instructions that belong to the same
loop are depicted with the same color. In all cases, no two
instructions of the same loop are executed one after the other.
Interleaving allows for exactly the same scalar and vector
registers used in lines 8 to 18 to be reused in lines 19 to 29.
This approach minimizes the amount of registers in use, while
also maintaining the physical parallelism that is inherent to
non-dependent instructions. Also, interleaving allows distinct
loop iterations to share the column-index calculations. This
effectively reduces the number of instructions after unrolling.

Overall, Algorithm 3-S requires 1 scalar and 4 vector
registers, whereas the loop-unfolded Algorithm 4 requires 2
scalar and 8 vector registers. In general, (a) increased pressure
on the register file, and (b) code bloating (that could adversely
affect the cache performance) are the two well-known side
effects of loop unrolling. Hence, loop unrolling should be
applied judiciously up to the point where the side effects of
the unrolling start to cause diminishing returns to the reaped
performance improvement.

III. SPEEDING UP SPARSE-DENSE MATRIX
MULTIPLICATION WITH A CUSTOM INSTRUCTION

The implementation of sparse-dense multiplication elimi-
nates unnecessary multiplications, due to the structured-sparse
format of A. However, one crucial bottleneck of the compu-
tation is the abundance of vector loads from memory for the
rows of matrix B (Line 9 in Algorithm 3-S). To tackle this
issue, we leverage the structured sparsity of matrix A to reduce
memory traffic and allow the computations to use local data
that already resides in the vector register file.

The proposed optimization combines: (a) loading rows of
matrix B in tiles in the vector register file; and (b) a custom
index-multiply-accumulate instruction that replaces the vector
loads of matrix B with indirect reads of the vector register
file.

The key attribute that enables the loading of matrix B in
the register file in groups of multiple rows (instead of the row-
by-row approach) is the well-defined, regular structure in the
format of matrix A. Since the sparsity of A is – by construction
– structured, the blocks within said matrix have a constant
and known size. In turn, this implies that the column indexes
of the non-zero element values in A are ‘bounded’ by the
block size M , i.e., all col_idx values reside within the range
[0,M − 1]. Recall that the block size M is the number of
consecutive elements within a row of A that can contain up to

Algorithm 4 Unrolled row-wise vector sparse-dense matrix
multiplication by utilizing the vrgather.vx instruction

1: set vector length
2: for i=0 until i=num of rows of A-1 , i+=2 do
3: vload v0, values[i, :]
4: vload v1, values[i+1, :]
5: v6 = {0, 0, ..., 0}
6: v7 = {0, 0, ..., 0}
7: for j=0 until j=(num of col of A/M)*N-1 , j+=2 do
8: block id =⌊j/N⌋
9: load s0, col idx[i, j]

10: load s1, col idx[i+1, j]
11: s0 += block id * M
12: s1 += block id * M
13: vload v4, B[s0, :]
14: vload v5, B[s1, :]
15: vrgather.vx v2, v0, j
16: vrgather.vx v3, v1, j
17: v6 += v2 * v4
18: v7 += v3 * v5
19: block id =⌊(j + 1)/N⌋
20: load s0, col idx[i, j+1]
21: load s1, col idx[i+1, j+1]
22: s0 += block id * M
23: s1 += block id * M
24: vload v4, B[s0, :]
25: vload v5, B[s1, :]
26: vrgather.vx v2, v0, j+1
27: vrgather.vx v3, v1, j+1
28: v6 += v2 * v4
29: v7 += v3 * v5
30: end for
31: vstore v6, C[i, :]
32: vstore v7, C[i+ 1, :]
33: end for

a specific number (N ) of non-zero elements. Exploiting this
trait of structured sparsity, we may pre-load as many rows of
matrix B as our vector register file can accommodate (with
some restrictions, as will be explained in Section III-B) and
be sure that the column indexes in matrix A will only point to
those local rows. On the contrary, with unstructured sparsity,
the column indexes are, essentially, ‘unbounded’ and could
point to any row of B (thereby rendering the pre-loading of
specific rows of B in the register file futile).

The tile size of matrix B that is pre-loaded in the vector
register file is L × V ector Length; i.e., L rows, with each
row having V ector Length columns. The number of rows L
must be a multiple of M .

A. The proposed vector index-multiply-accumulate vindex-
mac instruction

Since multiple rows of matrix B are now loaded in the VRF,
there is a need to index into the register file to access a specific
row. This is achieved by the proposed new instruction that
effectively performs a scalar-vector multiply-and-accumulate
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Fig. 4. The operation of the proposed vindexmac instruction. The contents
of the scalar register are used to address a specific vector register. The vector
read is multiplied with the least significant element of another vector register
that is read in parallel. The result of the multiplication is accumulated with
the previous contents of the vector destination register.

operation, in combination with the indexing in the VRF. The
scalar value refers to a non-zero element of a row of matrix A
and the vector refers to a row of matrix B that is pre-loaded
in the VRF and indirectly read by the provided column index.

Overall, the new instruction aims to alleviate the sparse-
dense matrix multiplication process from the continuous vector
loads of the rows of matrix B. Instead, the custom instruction
reads the corresponding pre-loaded rows of matrix B directly
from the vector register file and operates on them. With this
objective in mind, the new vindexmac instruction is defined
as follows:

vindexmac.vx vd, vs2, rs
vd[i] += vs2[0] * vrf[rs|4:0|][i]

The term vrf refers to the vector register file. The in-
struction has three operands: one vector destination register
(vd) and two source registers. One source register is a vector
(vs2) and the other is a scalar (rs), as per the RISC-V ISA
requirement for .vx instructions. To execute vindexmac,
the scalar register rs is read and its contents (only the 5 least
significant bits are actually needed) are used as an address
to the vector register file. The content (i.e., value) of the
vector register that is read via the address contained in rs is
multiplied with the least significant element of vector register
vs2. The operation of vindexmac is visualized in Fig. 4.

B. Sparse-Dense Matrix Multiplication using vindexmac

Algorithm 5 demonstrates the use of the new vindexmac
instruction for a tile of B, with the non-zero values of a
single row of matrix A stored in a vector register. The essential
differences between Algorithm 5 and the previous algorithms
are highlighted. As shown in lines 2 and 4, a tile of matrix
B is pre-loaded into the VRF. In line 6, the non-zero values
of a row of matrix A are loaded into the VRF, while the
corresponding column indexes remain in the scalar RF. The
use of the new vindexmac instruction is shown in line 12.
The end result is the elimination of the continuous vector loads
of rows of matrix B, which take place in line 9 of Algorithm
3-S. Since vindexmac uses only element 0 of vector register
vs2, a vector slide by one element position in vs2 is enough
to proceed to the next non-zero element of the current row of
matrix A (Line 13 of Algorithm 5).

The number of rows L of the tile of matrix B that are loaded
into the VRF and indexed by the vindexmac instruction is

Algorithm 5 Vector sparse-dense matrix multiplication with
the use of the new vindexmac instruction for a tile of B

1: set vector length
2: for k=0 until k=L-1 do
3: vload vk, B[k, :] ▷ preload L rows of B
4: end for
5: for i=0 until i=num of rows of A-1 do
6: vload vs2, values[i, :] ▷ load non zeros of ith row
7: vload vd, C[i, :] ▷ load the ith row of C
8: for j=0 until j=L*(N/M)-1 do
9: block id =⌊j/N⌋ ▷ calculate the block id

10: load s1, col idx[i, j] ▷ load col. idx of A to s1
11: s1 += block id *M ▷ calculate actual col idx
12: vindexmac.vx vd, vs2, s1
13: vs2 = vs2 ≫ 1 ▷ vector 1 slide to the right
14: end for
15: vstore vd, C[i, :] ▷ store to mem row i of C
16: end for

limited by the number of available vector registers. In practice,
we consider that a tile of matrix B may consume half of the
available vector registers, i.e., L = 16. Due to the symmetry
of matrix multiplication, the L rows of matrix B correspond to
a set of L columns of matrix A. Since matrix A follows N :M
structured sparsity, it means that, in those L columns, one can
find only L ·

(
N
M

)
non-zero elements. Effectively, this property

results in many more iterations in the outer loop (lines 5–16)
of Algorithm 5, since the inner loop (lines 8–14) is executed
for a small number of non-zero elements.

To improve utilization and to take advantage of the fact that
the vector load for a row of matrix A (line 6 of Algorithm 5)
can bring – at once – V ectorLength elements in vector
register vs1, we need to consider more tiles of matrix B.
This approach leads to a reformulation of Algorithm 5, which
is shown in Algorithm 6. An intermediate loop is inserted
(using index m), which is responsible to fetch and operate
on the tiles of matrix B that correspond to a complete row
of non-zero elements of matrix A. The non-zero elements of
a row of matrix A loaded in line 3 of Algorithm 6 are all
processed by reloading the corresponding rows of matrix B
in phases. Specifically, the appropriate tiles of matrix B are
loaded in lines 6–8, in each phase.

The number of required reloading phases m is determined
by (a) the vector registers L available for the loading of a
tile of matrix B, (b) the sparsity pattern N :M , and (c) the
maximum vector length of the processor V L. As stated earlier,
in every L columns of matrix A, we can find L

(
N
M

)
non-

zero elements. Therefore, we need to take m groups of L
columns of matrix A to reach the V ectorLength (V L) non-
zero elements that can be present in one vector register, i.e.,
mL

(
N
M

)
= V L. Solving for m, we get that

m =

(
M

N

)(
V L

L

)
(2)

This limit is used for the bounds of m in line 5 of Algorithm 6.
For the case of 1:4 structured sparsity, and assuming that we
allocate half of the vector register file for the tiles of matrix



ACCEPTED IN IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMPUTERS 7

Algorithm 6 Vector sparse-dense matrix multiplication with
the use of the new vindexmac instruction by utilizing a
complete row of V ectorLength non-zero elements of matrix
A, which correspond to more than one tile of matrix B

1: set vector length
2: for i=0 until i=num of rows of A-1 do
3: vload vs1, values[i, :] ▷ load values of row i
4: vload vd, C[i, :] ▷ load the ith row of C
5: for m=0 until m=(M/N)*VL/L do
6: for k=L*m until k=(m+1)*L-1 do
7: vload vk, B[k, :] ▷ load a tile of B
8: end for
9: for j=L*(N/M)*m until j=L*(N/M)*(m+1)-1 do

10: block id =⌊j/N⌋ % L ▷ calculate the block id
11: load s1, col idx[i, j] ▷ load col. idx of A to s1
12: s1 += block id * M ▷ calculate actual col idx
13: vindexmac.vx vd, vs1, s1
14: vs1 = vs1 ≫ 1 ▷ vector slide to the right
15: end for
16: end for
17: vstore vd, C[i, :] ▷ store to mem row i of C
18: end for

B (i.e., L=16), then m = (4/1)(V L/16) = V L/4. It is
crucial to point out that when the maximum value of m is
1, Algorithm 5 is preferred over Algorithm 6. When m = 1,
there is no need to interchange the tile of matrix B that is
loaded in the vector register file. Instead, Algorithm 5 would,
by construction, avoid the continuous loads that refer to the
same rows of matrix B.

To further improve performance, the sparse×design ma-
trix multiplication kernel that uses the newly proposed
vindexmac instruction (as shown in Algorithm 6) could be
unrolled across three dimensions: (a) the elements of the same
row of matrix A (inner loop); (b) the tiles of matrix B (inter-
mediate loop); and (c) across the various output rows (outer
loop). The proposed approach, which preloads a tile of matrix
B that utilizes a significant portion of the VRF, limits the
depth of loop unrolling. To optimally apply unrolled sparse-
dense matrix multiplication with the vindexmac instruction,
a balanced approach is required, combining unrolling and
appropriate tiling of B to efficiently utilize the 32 vector
registers of a RISC-V architecture.

C. Tiled execution for larger matrices A and B

Algorithm 6 can work on a matrix A with any number of
rows. However, it assumes that the non-zero elements of A
loaded into a vector register at each step correspond to at
most m×L columns. This is the reason for loading m tiles of
B with L rows each at each round. Additionally, Algorithm 6
assumes that all columns of B can fit into one vector register.

In the general case, where the columns of A (and con-
sequently the rows of B) exceed m × L, and the columns
of B are larger than V L, we need to apply Algorithm 6
repeatedly using the dataflow shown in Fig. 5. For one vertical
segment of V L columns of B, we process all rows of A

Fig. 5. The order of execution of Alg. 6 across vertical segments of A and
B.

in groups of m × L columns. In particular, we first process
all rows of A that belong to the same vertical segment of
m × L columns before moving to the next segment. Within
each vertical segment of A, we follow the execution order of
Algorithm 6, keeping one group of m×L rows of B stationary.
Once all vertical segments of A are processed, we repeat the
process for subsequent vertical segments of B by fetching the
next V L columns and restarting.

This tiled dataflow can be employed also when executing
sparse-dense matrix multiplication to a multicore environment.
The computation for every vertical segment of B consisting of
V L columns can be assigned to a different core. This partition-
ing, allows each core to operate on independent segments of
the output matrix without facing any conflicts. However, with
this dataflow, the elements of structured-sparse matrix A are
accessed by all cores in parallel. The benefits of implementing
sparse-dense matrix multiplication using vindexmac in a
multicore setup under this dataflow is quantified in Sec-
tion IV-E.

D. Hardware support for vindexmac execution

The vector register file in the RISC-V ISA is instrumental in
supporting efficient vector processing. It consists of 32 vector
registers, each capable of storing a large volume of data. Each
register’s length is an implementation-defined constant param-
eter decided by the processor designer. To support all available
vector instructions, including three-operand instructions (e.g.,
vmacc, vmadd, etc.), the vector register file is required to
have three read ports and one write port.

To execute the vindexmac instruction, we need to access
both the scalar and the vector register files. This is an inherent
attribute of all RISC-V scalar-vector instructions that have the
letter ‘x’ in the suffix, e.g., .vx, .vxm, .wx, etc.

In this work, we target vector processors that follow a so
called decoupled architecture, which consists of a scalar core
that is responsible for instruction fetching and orchestration
of execution, and a vector engine that executes the vector
operations received from the scalar core [19], [20], [21], [22],
[31], [32]. Since, at any given time, there may be many vector
instructions that require the values of scalar registers, the
scalar core is responsible to transfer these values to the vector
processor, together with the vector instructions themselves.

Therefore, the value of the scalar register rs required by
vindexmac to address the vector register file is already
provided by the scalar core. The given address drives one of
the read ports of the vector register file, which outputs the



ACCEPTED IN IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMPUTERS 8

requested vector operand. Another read port is used to read
the elements of vs2 and the third one reads vd, as required by
all multiply-and-accumulate scalar-vector instructions already
present in the RISC-V ISA. Therefore, the only hardware re-
quirement of the new vindexmac instruction is the addition
of a multiplexer in front of the address bus of one of the read
ports of the vector register file, which selects between vs1 for
normal vector arithmetic operations, or the 5 least significant
bits of rs (as required by vindexmac). In other words, by
re-using the hardware infrastructure of existing scalar-vector
multiply-add instructions, the new instruction does not require
an additional read port in the vector register file. Instead,
it merely requires a 5-bit 2-to-1 multiplexer in front of an
existing read port.

Specifically, a 32-register VRF, with each register being 512
bits wide (VL=16 for 32-bit words), with 3 read and 1 write
port, synthesized with Cadence Genus at the 28 nm technology
node for a 1 GHz clock period, requires a hardware area of
56,527 µm2. The additional area needed to accommodate the
address multiplexing logic is just 4 µm2 extra.

Similarly, in fully integrated scalar-vector architectures [33],
[34], the vindexmac instruction would be implemented in
exactly the same manner as any of the other .vx instructions
in a fully integrated scalar-vector setup. The only difference
is that the scalar value provided would be used to drive one
of the read ports of the vector register file, rather than directly
participating in the computation.

Being a .vx instruction, vindexmac follows the standard
encoding dictated by the RISC-V ISA for scalar-vector instruc-
tions [35]. However, it terms of the instruction functionality,
there is a slight deviation from typical scalar-vector operations.
The vector register identifier vs2 is used only for its least
significant element vs2[0], i.e., it plays the role of the scalar
value. The actual vector is fetched via an indirect read using
the 5 least significant bits of rs as an address into the vector
register file.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATION

The experimental evaluation presented in this section has
two goals. The first one is to identify the performance limits of
the introduced row-based formulation of sparse-dense matrix
multiplication using only the current definition of the RISC-
V ISA; i.e., using only existing instructions. The evaluation
includes the execution of three pruned state-of-the-art CNNs
– Resnet50 [36], DenseNet121 [37] and InceptionV3 [38] –
under various loop unrolling scenarios on a superscalar out-of-
order processor augmented with a decoupled vector unit. All
calculations in all three CNNs are performed in the fp32 data
format. The pruned CNNs employ structured block sparsities
of 1:4 and 2:4. Note that, as demonstrated in [3] and [4],
the selected structured-sparsity patterns do not change the
classification accuracy of the specific CNNs, as compared to
their fully dense counterparts.

After identifying the configuration that offers the greatest
speedup when using the current RISC-V ISA, the obtained
performance is compared with the performance achieved by
the structured-sparse matrix multiplication kernels that employ

TABLE I
SIMULATED PROCESSOR CONFIGURATION

Scalar core

• RISC-V ISA (RV64GC), 8-way-issue out-of-order,
16-entry LSQ, 90 physical integer and 90 physical
floating-point registers, 60-entry ROB

• L1I cache: 1-cycle hit latency, 4-way, 64KB
• L1D cache: 2-cycle hit latency, 4-way, 64KB
• L1I and L1D have 64B cache line

Vector engine

• 512-bit vector engine with 16-lane configuration (32-
bit elements × 16 execution lanes)

• The vector engine is connected directly to the L2
cache through 16 store queues and 16 load queues

L2 cache

• 8-way, 8-bank
• 8-cycle hit latency, 512KB shared by both the big core

and the vector engine
• 64B cache line

Main Memory DDR4-2400, 19.2 GB/s memory bandwidth

the proposed new vindexmac instruction. For the latter case,
various alternatives are also explored and the one that achieves
the lowest execution time is used in the comparisons.

A. Experimental setup

For all experiments, we utilize a fully implemented de-
coupled vector unit connected to an out-of-order superscalar
processor, i.e., model 1bDV in [32]. The choice of a high-end
superscalar core (connected to the vector engine) aims to safe-
guard that the non-vector side of the processor does not skew
the performance results of the vector engine. In other words,
the superscalar processor helps to “isolate” the performance
of the vector unit by ensuring that there are no “bottlenecks”
on the non-vector side. As such, the reported results highlight
purely the efficacy of the new vector framework, without any
indirect effects/noise from the scalar side.

This design was modeled in the gem5 simulator [24], [25]
and the salient design parameters of the simulated processor
setup are summarized in Table I. The new vindexmac
instruction was incorporated in the RISC-V GNU toolchain
and its operation was implemented in the decoupled vector
engine in gem5.

The convolutions of each layer of the examined CNNs are
mapped to sparse-dense matrix multiplications A × B [4].
Matrix A includes the structured-sparse weights and matrix
B the input features of the corresponding CNN layers. Input
features are considered dense, since there is no clear statistical
attribute that can be exploited for them. Even if part of the
input features contain zero values generated by the correspond-
ing ReLU activation functions in each layer, their number is
highly sensitive to the actual input values and filter weights.

B. Identifying peak performance using only instructions from
the current RISC-V ISA

Our initial goal is to examine which of the approaches
highlighted in Algorithms 1S–3S (that use only the current
definition of the RISC-V ISA) offer the best scaling in
execution time for various Sparse-dense matrix multiplications
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Fig. 6. The performance of the optimized sparse-dense matrix multiplication using the current definition of the RISC-V ISA (Algorithm 3-S) used for the
execution of three CNN layers of Densenet121 [37], assuming a 1:4 sparsity pattern: (a) Layer 5; (b) Layer 23; and (c) Layer 87. The reported cases examine
the combined effect of the unrolling of the inner and outer loops of Algorithm 3-S. The speedup is reported relative to the performance of the rolled variant.

and and compare also the best of them to other state-of-the-art
approaches.

As discussed in Section II-C, the inner and the outer loops
of all algorithms can be unrolled to increase performance.
Outer-loop unrolling corresponds to processing multiple rows
of sparse matrix A in parallel, while inner-loop unrolling
enables the simultaneous processing of multiple non-zero
elements of the same row of matrix A, in a flattened form.
To highlight how unrolling can improve runtime, we perform
several experiments using three representative layers from the
DenseNet121 CNN [37], assuming 1:4 sparsity.

The effect of optimized unrolling presented in Section II-C
is examined first for Algorithm 3-S. The speedup achieved
in each case, relative to the rolled version of Algorithm 3-
S, is shown in Fig. 6. Each bar corresponds to a different
inner-loop unroll factor, while outer-loop unrolling factors are
represented by the different sets of bars along the x-axis.
For instance, the unrolled example shown in Algorithm 4 of
Section II-C corresponds to the case of using an unrolling
factor of 2 for both the inner and outer loops. As demonstrated
in Fig. 6, increasing unrolling improves performance in all
cases, reaching a speedup of more than 3× relative to the
baseline implementation.

Speedup is maximized when the inner loop can process 16
non-zero elements in parallel and the outer loop is unrolled by
a factor of 8. the factors are constrained by the “size” of the the
vector unit. The inner loop unroll factor of 16 corresponds to
the hardware V ectorLength shown in Table I. These specific
unrolling factors are directly linked to the hardware; i.e., the
factors are constrained by the “size” of the the vector unit. The
inner loop unroll factor of 16 corresponds to the hardware
V ectorLength shown in Table I. Similarly, the unrolling
factor of 8 of the outer loop is limited by the total number of
vector registers.

This significant gain is the combined result of (a) the
structure of the row-based matrix multiplication algorithm,
(b) the hybrid data placement across the vector and the
scalar register files, and (c) the efficiency of interleaved loop
unrolling shown in Section II-C that reduces unnecessary
name dependencies and allows sharing of index calculations.
The benefit of interleaving the execution of the operations of

Fig. 7. Speedup of interleaved unrolling on Alg-3S, normalized to the
speedup of Clang’s [39] basic unrolling methodology with inner and outer
loop unrolling factors of 16 and 8, respectively.

the unrolled inner loop has been quantified separately and
compared to the traditional unrolling that can be performed
automatically by Clang [39] The results for the same CNN
layers and the same inner and outer loop unrolling factors are
shown in Fig. 7. In all cases, the interleaving presented in this
work achieves 50% higher performance.

Algorithms 1-S, 2-S, and 3-S can all equally benefit from
unrolling with interleaving. Fig. 8 illustrates the execution
time of each algorithm for the same CNN layers when the
inner loop processes 16 non-zero elements in parallel and the
outer loop is unrolled by a factor of 8. Algorithm 1-S exhibits
the lowest performance, due to the overhead associated with
transferring data between vector and scalar registers for each
operation. In contrast, Algorithms 2-S and 3-S, which employ
a mixed index and data placement across scalar and vector
registers, achieve better performance. Algorithm 2-S uses
scalar registers to store both the non-zero values and column
indices of matrix A, increasing the demand on scalar registers
to maintain this data locally. Conversely, Algorithm 3-S stores
the non-zero elements of A in vector registers. This approach
eliminates the need for independent scalar load instructions
for each non-zero element of A, as required by Algorithm 2-
S. This change is the reason for the slight superiority of Alg
3-S relative to Alg. 2-S.

To identify a state-of-the-art Sparse-dense baseline to com-
pare with the implementation of vindexmac, we first com-
pare the best configuration identified so far for Alg-3S, with
various other alternatives:

• Alg-3S-FC (Full Column): It enhances Alg-3S by lever-
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Fig. 8. Comparison of the unrolled versions of Algorithms 1-S, 2-S, and 3-S,
which achieve the best performance in each case for the same outer and inner
loop unrolling configuration.

Fig. 9. Performance analysis of the SPA, Alg-3S, Alg-3S-FC, and Alg-3S-
FC-FI implementations, each normalized relative to the SPA implementation.

aging full column indexes to avoid the additional over-
head in generating the columns themselves, as required by
the structured sparse blocks. This approach is effectively
equivalent to a CSR implementation, with the added
simplification that the number of elements per row is
predetermined, as in structured sparsity. These broader
column indexes are anticipated to improve runtime, albeit
with an increase in storage requirements.

• Alg-3S-FC-FI (Full column with Fast Indexing): The
optimized Alg-3S-FC can be further enhanced by in-
corporating the custom instructions proposed in [16],
which integrate/fuse the address generation phase into
both scalar and vector load instructions. This acceleration
of indexing calculations in hardware is orthogonal to all
approaches presented in this work and can be equally
applied to vindexmac extensions as well.

• SPA: SPA is the most widespread algorithm that handles
sparse matrix multiplication when both arrays A and B
are substantially sparse [11], [13], [14]. SPA is included
for completeness even if its main target is sparse-sparse
matrix multiplications with high degrees of sparsity.

As shown in Fig. 9, both Alg-3S-FC and Alg-3S-FC-FI yield
performance improvements, though not substantial over Alg-
3S. This is primarily because the indexing arithmetic required
by Alg-3S – necessitated by the compact column indexes of
the structured sparse format – can be shared. Combined with
reduced name dependencies under loop unrolling, this has only
a minor effect on performance when executed on an Out-of-
Order (OoO) superscalar core. More importantly, however, the
utilization of full columns (as in Alg-3S-FC and Alg-3S-FC-
FI) results in a significant storage overhead of 14.7%, 26.5%,
and 23.5% for the sparse matrix in Layers 5, 23, and 87,
respectively, which is an undesired side effect. The limited

performance of the SPA implementation is attributed to its
use of vector-indexed memory operations to manage non-
zero elements. These operations adversely affect the overall
performance; they lead to a high number of cache misses,
even with a relatively small number of vector instructions.

Given (a) the target of structured sparsity, (b) the smaller
column indexes, and (c) the requirement to maintain full RISC-
V ISA compliance, we select Alg-3S as the reference baseline,
henceforth called ‘SpMM’ in the experiments. More specifi-
cally, we will shortly describe the best setup as SpMM(16,8),
referring to an inner-loop unrolling of 16 and an outer-loop
unrolling of 8.

It is important to note that if we were to select Alg-3S-FC-
FI as the baseline, which employs full columns and the custom
instructions proposed by [16], the performance speedups with
the proposed methodology would only be marginally smaller
(as indicated by the marginal performance improvement of
Alg-3S-FC-FI over Alg-3S in Fig. 9). The speedups achieved
by the proposed approach when compared to Alg-3S-FC-FI
will be quantified experimentally in the following sub-section.

C. Identifying the best configuration when using the new
vindexmac instruction

Sparse-dense matrix multiplication using the new
vindexmac instruction has been evaluated for various
configurations that execute the same three layers of
DenseNet121 [37] with 1:4 structured sparsity. The proposed
kernel evaluated is the one shown in Algorithm 6, which
extends the row-based matrix multiplication with a mixed
placement of data in the vector and scalar register files and
the new instruction that operates on local data and reduces
memory traffic. Algorithm 6 consists of three distinct loops
(inner, intermediate, and outer) that can be arbitrary unrolled.
To identify the best configuration, we choose to always
fully unroll the inner loop, and then investigate the effect
of separately unrolling the other two loops. In all examined
cases, the tile of matrix B is composed of L=16 rows that
occupy half of the vector register file. The value of L and the
sparsity pattern N :M determine the number of iterations of
the intermediate loop and the effective unrolling of the inner
loop.

The achieved speedup for each examined configuration is
shown in Fig. 10. To have a consistent view of the achieved
speedup, the results of Fig. 6 and Fig. 10 have been normalized
to the same basis, i.e., the runtime of the rolled version
of Algorithm 3-S, which uses instructions from the current
definition of the RISC-V ISA. From the speedups reported in
Fig. 10, we can observe that the unrolling of the outer and
intermediate loops substantially improves the performance. In
all cases, the speedup is maximized when the outer loop
unrolling factor is 8 and the intermediate loop has been
unrolled by a factor of 4. The outer-loop unrolling corresponds
to the number of rows of sparse matrix A that are computed
in parallel. Since a tile of matrix B occupies half of the
vector register file, only the other half of the vector register
file is available to facilitate higher degrees of loop unrolling.
Thus, an unroll factor of 8 is the maximum possible, based
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Fig. 10. The performance of the optimized sparse-dense matrix multiplication, enhanced with the proposed vindexmac instruction (Algorithm 6). Results
are provided for the execution of three CNN layers of Densenet121 [37], assuming a 1:4 sparsity pattern: (a) Layer 5; (b) Layer 23; and (c) Layer 87. The
reported cases examine the combined effect of the unrolling of the intermediate and outer loops of Algorithm 6. The speedup is reported relative to the
performance of the rolled variant.

Fig. 11. The speedup achieved by the proposed approach (‘Proposed(8,4)’)
in the total execution times of the three examined CNNs. Results are shown
for (a) 1:4, and (b) 2:4 structured sparsity, normalized to ‘SpMM(16,8)’ of
the respective sparsity.

on the number of available vector registers. An intermediate
loop-unrolling factor of 4 corresponds to a full unroll for the
examined configuration, i.e., V ectorLength=16 elements (see
Table I), L=16 and N :M=1:4.

In the rest of the experimental results, we use the best con-
figuration for the proposed approach, as identified in Fig. 10:
intermediate-loop unrolling of 4 and outer-loop unrolling of
8. We define this setup as Proposed(8,4).

D. Comparisons

The best identified configurations derived for SpMM (in
Section IV-B) and for the proposed approach (in Section IV-C)
are hereby compared when executing the three complete CNN
models. Fig. 11 illustrates the achieved speedup of the pro-
posed approach (‘Proposed(8,4)’) over ‘SpMM(16,8)’ in the
three evaluated CNNs, assuming 1:4 and 2:4 sparsity patterns.
Clearly, the performance of ‘Proposed(8,4)’ is substantially
better in all cases. Across all three CNNs, the average speedup
achieved for 1:4 sparsity is 1.25×, which increases to 1.33×
for 2:4 sparsity. As expected, the average speedups of the
proposed approach when compared against Alg-3S-FC-FI –
with the same unroll factors for both the inner and outer
loops – are only marginally smaller: 1.20× for 1:4 sparsity
and 1.28× for 2:4 sparsity.

It should be stressed that this extra 25%–33% improvement
offered by the proposed new vindexmac instruction is extra
speedup, over and above the already highly optimized row-
based kernel introduced in this paper. The overall improvement

Fig. 12. The normalized number of total memory accesses observed when
using the proposed approach (’Proposed(8,4)’) in the three examined CNNs,
for (a) 1:4, and (b) 2:4 structured sparsity. The normalization is with respect
to ‘SpMM(16,8)’ of the respective sparsity.

corresponds to above 4× speedup, as compared to baseline ap-
proaches performing sparse-dense matrix multiplication. This
result highlights the combined improvement offered by mixed-
data placement in both the scalar and vector register files and
the reduced memory traffic achieved by the new instruction.

In general, the above-mentioned improvements in perfor-
mance when using the ‘Proposed(8,4)’ approach are reaped
from (a) the reduction of vector operations per iteration, and
(b) the elimination of unnecessary vector loads from memory
and their transformation into indirect reads from the vector
register file (as facilitated by the vindexmac instruction).
By pre-loading tiles of matrix B into the vector register file,
the proposed approach exploits data locality very effectively,
thereby lowering the memory traffic. The results presented
in Fig. 12 quantifies this reduction in total memory accesses
when using the proposed vindexmac instruction. The pre-
sented results are normalized to the number of memory ac-
cesses observed with ‘SpMM(16,8)’ of the respective sparsity.
As can be seen, the total memory accesses decrease markedly.
For sparsity 1:4, the memory accesses are reduced by 42%, on
average, while the average reduction for 2:4 sparsity is 63%.

E. Performance scaling: Increasing hardware vector length or
employing multiple cores

To further explore the scalability of the proposed approach
built around the new vindexmac instruction, we experiment
with different hardware configurations. Specifically, we inves-
tigate the effect on performance when scaling the available
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Fig. 13. The effect of hardware vector length on the proposed approach
in the three examined CNNs, for (a) 1:4 and (b) 2:4 structured sparsity.
The normalization of the results is with respect to the V ectorLength=8
configuration of the respective sparsity.

Fig. 14. The speedup of the proposed approach (‘Proposed(8,4)’) for CNNs
with 1:4 sparsity when executed in a multicore environment, as the number of
cores increases. Execution time is normalized to the one achieved by a single
core.

parallelism of the vector unit. Recall that the basic configu-
ration (as presented in Table I) utilizes 512b vector registers
to operate across 16 parallel lanes, assuming 32-bit words.
Hence, in the basic configuration, each vector register has 16
vector elements, i.e., V ectorLength=16. In addition to the
basic hardware configuration, we hereby examine two more
configurations: 256b vector registers with 8-lane parallelism
(V ectorLength=8), and 1024b vector registers with 32-lane
parallelism (V ectorLength=32).

The execution time measured for the three CNNs – assum-
ing the same two sparsity patterns – is shown in Fig. 13.
The execution time in each case is normalized to the ex-
ecution time of the V ectorLength=8 configuration of the
respective sparsity. As expected, when the vector length in-
creases, the reaped speedup increases proportionally. Since
the longer vector length is accompanied by more execution
lanes, it means that more columns of the output matrix C
are being processed in parallel at any given time. This, in
turn, leads to significantly lower execution times. As can be
seen in Fig. 13, in most cases, the achieved speedup over
V ectorLength=8 is near-perfect, i.e., speedups approaching
2× with V ectorLength=16 and speedups approaching 4×
with V ectorLength=32. This desired behavior is aided by
the L2 cache, which is big enough in the current processor
configuration to accommodate the bigger volume of data
as the vector length increases. Naturally, the performance
improvement would saturate if the working data size were to
approach the L2 cache capacity.

Besides the scaling of the hardware vector length, additional
parallelism can be extracted by utilizing a multicore setup. In
such environment, every CNN layer would be executed across
multiple cores. The data assigned to each core corresponds

Fig. 15. The speedup of the proposed approach (‘Proposed(8,4)’) relative to a
baseline multicore setup with unmodified ISA (‘SpMM(16,8)’) with increasing
numbers of cores, for CNNs with 1:4 sparsity.

to a vertical segment of VL columns of matrix B and the
whole structured-sparse matrix A. This partitioning is shown
in Section III-C.

Each core consists of the scalar unit and the decoupled
vector unit, as presented in Section IV-A. All cores share
access to the DDR main memory [40] via a cache-coherent
interconnect (specifically, the ARM AMBA Coherent Hub
Interface (CHI) [41]) that transfers data at the cache-line level.

The speedup achieved when executing the examined CNNs
in a multicore setup, as compared to a single-core implemen-
tation, is shown in Fig. 14. We tested various multicore CPU
sizes, doubling the number of cores in each experiment. The
obtained results reveal that performance improves significantly
with the number of cores. The reaped speedup gains continue
up to 8 cores. Beyond 8 cores, the performance saturates. This
is attributed to the limitations of the memory sub-system. As
more cores request memory access simultaneously, the mem-
ory bandwidth is insufficient to handle the escalating demand;
i.e., the bandwidth inevitably saturates. This saturation causes
contention among cores for memory resources, which limits
the algorithm’s scalability and prevents further speedup.

This memory bandwidth saturation is also evident in Fig. 15,
which compares the speedup of the proposed approach (Pro-
posed(8,4)) relative to a baseline multicore setup with unmod-
ified ISA (SpMM(16,8)) with increasing numbers of cores. As
can be observed, the reaped speedup starts to decrease beyond
8 cores and tends toward 1 (i.e., performance parity) as the
cores increase to 16 and beyond. In other words, the proposed
approach is most effective in systems where the bottleneck is
computation and not communication, as is typically the case in
multicore setups with many cores. The key takeaway is that the
proposed new vindexmac instruction allows for the use of
more power-efficient designs with fewer cores by facilitating
better memory bandwidth utilization per core.

V. RELATED WORK

The hardware acceleration of efficient matrix multiplication
– also involving sparse matrices – has been the focus of
extensive research activity within the computer architecture
community. Optimizations to sparse matrix multiplication pre-
dominantly aim to reduce the number of unnecessary op-
erations involving zero-value elements. As a first step, data
storing formats like Compressed Sparse Row (CSR) [12]
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and Compressed Sparse Column (CSC) [14] help reduce the
memory footprint and data movement costs.

Vector processors [19], [20], [21], [22], [31], [32] have
been utilized extensively to accelerate dense matrix multipli-
cation due to their Single Instruction Multiple Data (SIMD)
capabilities. Within the context of sparse data, various vec-
torized matrix multiplication implementations have also been
proposed [11], [12], [13], [14]. The use of custom vector
instructions has also been proposed as a means to accelerate
sparse computations [16]. These new RISC-V vector data
transfer instructions integrate/fuse the memory address gen-
eration operation with the standard load operation to reduce
energy consumption [16].

Recent research has primarily focused on specialized vector-
like hardware architectures to tackle the challenges involved
when processing sparse data access patterns, such as those
encountered in scientific computing, AI, and data analytics.
The Tensor Marshaling Unit (TMU) [42] architecture utilizes
a programmable dataflow engine to efficiently handle sparse
tensor operations, thereby decoupling data marshaling from
computation. A vector-based hardware implementation that
aims to improve sparse computations is the Vector Indexed
Architecture (VIA) [15]. VIA leverages a specialized scratch-
pad memory to improve sparse matrix operation efficiency
by optimizing memory traffic and by handling the index-
matching process that is central to sparse computations. This
approach yields performance gains in sparse matrix-vector
multiplication, matrix addition, and matrix multiplication.

Collectively, these architectures represent significant strides
in decoupling data access from computation within vector
processors. The ultimate goal is to mitigate memory access
inefficiencies and enhance parallelism when processing sparse
data, which, in turn, can be classified as either unstructured [7],
or structured [3], [4]. Alongside the row-wise approach [17],
[18], [26], [27] to matrix multiplication, which aligns well
with the capabilities of vector processors, structured sparsity
within vector processors presents an intriguing area for further
exploration.

Outside the vector processing domain, there has been ex-
tensive research pertaining to the general challenges involved
with the processing of sparse data. The SpChar framework [43]
utilizes decision trees to characterize workload patterns across
various sparse kernels, like Sparse Matrix-Vector Multipli-
cation (SpMV), Sparse General Matrix-Matrix Multiplication
(SpGEMM), and Sparse Matrix Addition (SpADD) on ARM
architectures. This approach provides insights into the influ-
ence on performance of key architectural characteristics, such
as cache size, memory latency, and branch prediction. Gupta
et al. [44] highlight the unique requirements of DNN-based
recommendation systems. Unlike traditional DNN workloads,
recommendation systems are characterized by irregular mem-
ory access patterns – due to sparse data – and high memory
capacity needs, which are the consequence of utilizing large
embedding tables. Finally, FPGA-based accelerators [45] have
shown promise in sparse computing, due to their balance of
power efficiency and performance, despite potential bandwidth
limitations.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Vector processors can efficiently handle the abundant data-
level parallelism available in modern ML applications. The
scalability of ML models calls for appropriate model pruning
that reduces their memory footprint and makes them amenable
to applications at the edge. Pruning can benefit various neural
network layers, such as fully connected, convolutional, re-
current, and normalization. Furthermore, pruning can benefit
attention mechanisms. In this context, we aimed to seamlessly
integrate the simplicity of structured sparsity with mainstream
vector architectures enhanced with a proposed new instruction.

Initially, we reorganized and optimized the state-of-the-
art row-based matrix multiplication algorithm for structured-
sparse data for the current definition of the RISC-V ISA. We
adopted a hybrid placement for the non-zero data elements
and their corresponding column indexes across the vector
and the scalar register files. This approach reduced register
name dependencies and simplified loop unrolling, thereby
significantly improving the runtime.

Subsequently, this optimized approach was further enhanced
with the proposed new vindexmac instruction, which oper-
ates on local data that is pre-loaded into the vector register file.
The use of this new instruction reduces the total number of
instructions executed and eliminates unnecessary vector loads.
Most importantly, the new instruction can be implemented
with negligible hardware cost. The evaluation results demon-
strate substantial speedups in the execution latency of state-
of-the-art CNN applications.
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[10] F. Gremse, A. Höfter, L. O. Schwen, F. Kiessling, and U. Naumann,
“GPU-accelerated sparse matrix-matrix multiplication by iterative row
merging,” SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing, vol. 37, no. 1, pp.
C54–C71, 2015.

[11] J. R. Gilbert, C. Moler, and R. Schreiber, “Sparse matrices in MATLAB:
Design and implementation,” SIAM journal on matrix analysis and
applications, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 333–356, 1992.



ACCEPTED IN IEEE TRANSACTIONS ON COMPUTERS 14

[12] N. Bell, S. Dalton, and L. N. Olson, “Exposing fine-grained parallelism
in algebraic multigrid methods,” SIAM Journal on Scientific Computing,
vol. 34, no. 4, pp. C123–C152, 2012.

[13] J. Li, F. Wang, T. Araki, and J. Qiu, “Generalized sparse matrix-
matrix multiplication for vector engines and graph applications,” in IEEE
Workshop on Memory Centric High Perf. Comp., 2019, pp. 33–42.
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