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Abstract—Associative cache memory plays a decisive role in
enhancing the performance and energy consumption of modern
processors. Meanwhile, by occupying more than half of the
processor chip area, cache memory is susceptible to transient
and permanent faults, threatening the system’s dependability. As
the only hardware-managed memory module in the system, the
tag array of the caches is the most critical and active component
contributing a large fraction of energy consumption and error
occurrence. Tag partitioning is a widespread approach for both
tag energy consumption reduction and reliability enhancement.
This approach splits the tag comparison operation into two steps,
and only the tags whose k lower order bits are matched with that
of the input address in the first step are activated for comparing
their remaining higher order bits in the second step. The key
decision parameter for tag partitioning is properly adjusting the
tag-splitting point (k) to achieve the maximum reduction in the
number of reads. This parameter has been intuitively, randomly,
or experimentally selected in the existing studies without any
justification. Even for an appropriate selection of this parameter
via extensive experiments, its sensitivity to various cache config-
uration parameters makes it ad-hoc and not extendable to other
scenarios. In this paper, we analytically illustrate that selecting
an inappropriately large or small value for the tag-splitting
point significantly downgrades the efficiency of tag partitioning
and then formulate this parameter to determine its optimum
value. As a function of cache configuration parameters, the
proposed formulation is proven to be convex and differentiable
for determining the optimum splitting point, besides its ability
to accurately report the degree of the tag partitioning efficiency
for any splitting point and configuration parameters. To approve
the correctness and accuracy of the proposed formulation, we
experimentally investigate the tag partitioning efficiency and
optimum splitting point for a wide range of cache configurations
and demonstrate a very close matching between the two. The
proposed formulation is a guarantee for the designers and re-
searchers to instantaneously determine the optimum tag-splitting
point and calculate the read reduction of tag partitioning.

Index Terms—Cache Memory, Energy Consumption, Error
Rate, Tag Array, Tag Partitioning.

I. INTRODUCTION

On-chip caches have a crucial role in improving system
performance in modern processors that support further re-
quirements such as Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Neural
Networks (NNs) in today’s life [1]-[3]. Besides its benefit
in performance and total energy consumption, on-chip caches
are the most power-hungry and error-prone chip components
[4]. Among different cache structures, associative caches are
preferred, while the parallel accesses to the entries in a set
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for tag comparisons exacerbate the cache energy consumption
and error rate [5]-[8]. The cache energy consumption further
increases due to the necessity of employing Error Correction
Codes (ECCs) for reliability enhancement [9]-[13]. According
to recent industrial and research reports, cache hierarchy
accounts for 12-45% of energy consumption in a system [5].

In a conventional set-associative cache, all the target set
entries in the tag arrays are simultaneously accessed to achieve
better performance, but doing so causes a large amount
of energy consumption [8], [14], [15]. Among all steps of
the caching procedure, tag comparison in highly-associative
caches consumes a significant portion of energy dissipation.
Previous attempts, such as way prediction and sequential tag
access for energy reduction, are still associated with substantial
energy consumption due to the tag reads [16]. Numerous new
cache architectures, such as phased, pseudo-set-associative,
way predicting, reactive-associative, way-halting, and way-
concatenating caches are intended to reduce power and/or
energy consumption [17]—-[21].

On the other hand, the scalability challenge and high leak-
age power consumption of conventional SRAM-based caches
in deep Nano-scale technology nodes resulted in extensive
research on alternatives for SRAM technology in recent years
[22]. Among various emerging memory technologies, Spin-
Transfer Torque Magnetic RAM (STT-MRAM) is the most
promising candidate for replacing the SRAM technology in
on-chip caches [23]-[26]. The STT-MRAM technology bene-
fits from high density, scalability, immunity to soft errors, and
near-zero leakage power. However, it faces some reliability
challenges such as read disturbance, retention failure, and
write failure [15], [23], [27]. Among the various sources of
STT-MRAM unreliability, read disturbance is the dominant
threat in the read-intensive tag array.

Tag partitioning is known as an effective approach for
reducing accesses to tag bits in associative caches for energy
consumption and/or error rate reduction [5], [6], [20], [28]-
[32]. In this approach, tag comparison is split into two steps.
In the first step, & lower order tag bits of the target cache
set are partially compared with the requested address, and
the mismatched tags are eliminated from the second step
comparison in which the remaining bits are compared. Several
recent studies in both SRAM and STT-MRAM caches that
targeted tag access reduction are based on this approach [5],
[6], [14], [20], [28]-[32]. The efficiency of tag partitioning
for read reduction depends on the tag-splitting point, where
very small values for this point cause a majority of tags to be
unfavorably matched in the first step, and very large values
lead to a low effect of eliminating tags for the second step.

Despite its critical effect, there is no investigation on finding
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Fig. 1: Two-step tag comparison in tag partitioning method.

the proper tag-splitting point or a study on the sensitivity of
both tag partitioning to this value and the proper selection of
this value to the cache configuration. All the existing methods
utilizing tag partitioning adjust tag-splitting points intuitively
or experimentally for their specific system configuration. Its
experimental adjustment requires time-consuming, exhaustive
simulations to find a suitable value, and there is no guarantee
of the suitability of this intuitive adjustment.

In this paper, we mathematically derive the optimum tag-
splitting point for a partitioned tag structure by formulating
the number of tag reads via a novel probabilistic model.
The proposed formulation illustrates the dependency of tag
reads on system configuration parameters, including cache
associativity, cache size, and address length. It is also capable
of deriving the total number of tag reads per access as well as
the percentage of reduction for a given splitting point, besides
calculating the optimum splitting point. As a multi-variable
function, the proposed formulation is differentiable with a
positive second-order derivative and is proven to be convex
with a single minimum at the optimum splitting point.

We analytically and experimentally conduct a comprehen-
sive design space exploration and demonstrate that the formu-
lations agree with the experiments in all cache configuration
scenarios. Taking advantage of the proposed formulation, the
designers and researchers are able to not only determine
the optimum tag-splitting point but also estimate the tag
partitioning efficiency for energy consumption and error rate
reduction. Therefore, instead of performing time-consuming
exhaustive design space exploration to find an ad-hoc suitable
tag-splitting point, the proposed formulation provides an early
design stage investigation.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In Section II,
we explore the related studies and present motivation for this
work. In Section III, we propose different formulations to
analyze the effective parameters on the optimal number of read
bits in partial tag comparison. The analytical investigations and
comprehensive empirical evaluations are presented in Section
IV. We conclude the paper in Section V.

II. RELATED WORK AND MOTIVATION

Several methods have been proposed to manage the tag bits
comparison in SRAM and STT-MRAM caches [5], [6], [14],
[20], [28]-[33]. These methods are motivated by the observa-
tion that mismatches in tag comparisons typically take place in
the low order bits due to the spatial locality. Therefore, a tag
partitioning approach for partial tag comparison is proposed to
reduce power consumption and decrease the number of read
bits in the cache. Fig. 1 depicts an abstract schematic of tag
partitioning and its two-step comparison operation.

A. Tag Partitioning Based on Way Prediction

The partial tag comparison was originally proposed for way-
prediction [20], [29] to decrease the cache power consumption.
The 2-way set-associative cache in these works played a direct-
map cache role to gain power saving. The cache way is
selected based on noticing that the two tags for a set must
differ by at least one bit. These studies are the basis of all
partial tag comparisons for power-saving goals.

Another study tries to predict cache misses using a Bloom
filter [32]. In this work, each of the cache ways is fed to
a Bloom filter. They use the Most-Recently Used (MRU)
policy based on the hot lines to predict the cache hits, and if
the numerical values for hot lines are small amounts, a Bloom
filter is employed to predict the cache misses. An enhanced
counting Bloom filter is also used in [6] to predict cache misses
with high accuracy, as well as partial tags to decrease the
overall cache size. This way, unnecessary tag comparisons can
be prevented, and therefore, the cache energy consumption is
considerably reduced.

The scheme proposed in [28] for tag comparison reduction
is based on predicting either cache hits or cache misses.
The authors presented a partial tag-enhanced Bloom filter to
improve the accuracy of the cache miss prediction and hot/cold
checks that control data liveness to reduce the tag comparisons
of the cache hit prediction method. In this study, the number
of lower order bits to be compared with the input tag address
can be changed based on the blocks that are grouped between
hot and cold blocks and the number of their accesses.

B. Tag Partitioning via Buffering Lower Order Bits

A partial tag comparison is proposed for SRAM-based
caches in [34]. The authors added a very small array of tags
beside the original tag array. These added tags are compared
with the target address. If none of the ways’ 3 least significant
bits match the income address, a miss is reported. Only when
there is a match, the sense amplifiers attached to the data array
bit-lines will be enabled to read the corresponding data.

In [35], the authors extended the tag array with an additional
register file, which consists of 2 lower order bits of each tag
array way. The comparison procedure contains three steps.
First, the 2 lower order bits in the register file are compared
with the input tag address. If one or more matches occur by
comparing those 2 bits in the first step, they have to compare
the other bits, as well. If the remained bits are matched with
the input tag address, the corresponding data block is read
from the data array in the third step.

One of the most popular studies in SRAM-based caches
to decrease power dissipation is the phased tag cache [17].
This method tries to partially compare the tags. The 7 least
significant bits are compared in the first phase, and the
remaining bits are compared in the second phase.

A new cache architecture, called way-halting cache, is
developed in [21] to reduce the energy consumption. Way-
halting cache is a four-way set-associative cache that stores
the four lowest-order bits of all ways’ tags into a fully
associative memory, called a halt tag array. The halt tag array
predetermines which tags cannot match due to their low order
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4 bits mismatching. Further accesses to ways with known
mismatching tags are then halted, thus saving energy.

Compressed tag architecture is introduced in [36]. To re-
duce the energy consumption in tag arrays, this tag-matching
mechanism uses a locality buffer and tag compression. Small
tag space matching is used instead of full tag matching in this
work. Initially, the small tag space and then the remaining bits
are compared to be matched.

C. Tag Partitioning by Splitting Tag

In [5], a partial tag comparison method called Segmented
Tag Cache (STC) is proposed to reduce the amount of energy
consumption during the tag access. In this method, the tag
array is segmented into two parts, and partial tag access only
reads the low order part of the tag. The STC modifies the
tag array to reduce its overhead same way as the way-halting
cache.

Reduced One-Bit Tag Instruction Cache (ROBTIC) was
proposed in [37] that enables the cache tag field to only
contain the least significant bit of the full tag in the first step.
As a result, the cache can only be mapped to one segment
of memory, whereas it covers two regions. Next, the most
significant bits of the memory addresses can be used to identify
the mappable regions.

A new filter cache model using partial tag matching named
Data Filter Cache System with Partial Tag Cache (DFPC) is
proposed to reduce L1 cache access energy [38]. This model
employed another small cache, called partial tag cache, to
filter unnecessary accesses to the ways of cache. This work
used 6 bits to compare the partial tag cache.

D. Tag Fartitioning in STI-MRAM Caches

In [39], the authors presented two techniques — sequential
tag-data access for reads and partial line update for writes
— that improve the energy efficiency of STT-MRAM caches.
A cache architecture that performs partial cache line updates
for cache writeback energy reduction was proposed. The
technique does not incur any extra cache misses since it does
not change the data flow between different cache levels.

Another study tried to increase the reliability of STT-
MRAM caches using partial tag comparison [14], [33]. The
authors split the tag comparison into two parts, first, they read
the 4 bits of low order bits and in the next step, the remained
bits are read and compared with the input address. They
experimentally demonstrated that among different splitting
points, 4 represents better reliability and energy saving for
their dedicated cache configuration.

All the tag partitioning methods require a two-step operation
for tag comparison. In the first step, a part of the tag bits
are read and compared with the associated bits, and in the
second step, the remained bits of a subset of tags are read and
compared. All the methods dedicate a number of bits for the
first step based on the reduction of false hits or increasing
the number of hits. By the way, changing the cache size,
the application running on the cache, the address length, or
the cache associativity can affect this number. None of those
studies provides an analytical reasoning for their selection,

while this value can have a significant effect on their efficiency
for reducing energy consumption or error rate. In this paper,
we open a new door to analyze the affecting factors of this
selection. In this case, given the size of the cache, associativity,
and other parameters of the cache, the optimal number of bits
that should be read in the first step of partial tag comparison is
determined to maximize the efficiency of the tag partitioning-
based methods.

ITI. PROPOSED ANALYSIS AND FORMULATION

Partially comparing tags requires reading a few low order
bits in the first step and the remaining part of the matched
tags in the next step. In order to dedicate the proper number
of reads in each step to minimize the number of reads for
achieving the best reliability and energy saving, different
parameters must be considered. In this paper, we formulate
the number of tag reads to mathematically determine the
tag-splitting point for maximum efficiency. It is important
to note that tag partitioning does not influence cache access
patterns, cache misses, interactions between cache levels, or
operations related to coherency. The sole aspect impacted by
tag partitioning is the frequency of reads from the tag cell,
which is altered by modifying the tag comparison circuitry.

A. Formulating Number of Tag Reads

Considering an z-way set-associative cache, the number of
reads from tag bits in conventional cache is according to (1).

Number of read bits in baseline =n X x (D

where, n is tag length, which depends on address length, cache
size, associativity, and cache block size. In the partitioned tag,
the number of reads in the first step is given in (2).

Number of read bits in first step =k X x )

where, k is the number of bits compared in the first step,
i.e., the tag-splitting point. The number of bits per tag to be
compared in the second step is as simple as (3).

Number of read bits in second step=n — k 3)

where, n is the total tag length. However, calculating the total
number of reads in the second step is more complicated, as
it requires determining the number of tag ways matched in
the first step. We model this value as a probability problem.
Considering k bits in partial tag comparison of the first step,
the probability of a match is according to (4).
Probability of a match in first step = 2% “4)
Equation (4) is equivalent to the probability of success
in a single Bernoulli trial. Equivalently, the probability of a
mismatch is according to (5).

1
Probability of a mismatch in first step=1— o8 5)

Consequently, the number of matched tags in the first step for
an x-way set-associative cache can be calculated using (6).

Number of matched tags in first step =

N 1., 1o, 6
le<f>x(2k)zx(1_2k)ml ©
=0
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Fig. 2: Expected number of reads in the first (Eq. (2)) and second steps (Eq. (7)) besides their accumulation based on Eq. (8).

Combining (3) and (6) gives the number of reads in the second
step, as shown in (7).

Number of read bits in second step = (n — k)x

—~ z Lo Lio—i
;zx (z) ><(2—k) ><(1—2—k)
The summation of (2) and (7) results in the total number of
reads for a cache access request as given in (8).

)

Total number of expected read bits =k x x + (n — k)x

L [z 1., 1. .

;z X <Z> X ()" x (1= o)™

3

where, n is the number of tag address bits, k is the number of

read bits in the first step, and i is the number of tag matches
in the first step.

B. Analysing Tag Splitting Effect

As shown, this equation has two parts; the first part is
k x x, which is the number of read bits in the first step. It
demonstrates that k bits, which is the tag-splitting point, are
read in the first step from all the ways of the tag array. For
the second step, the remaining (n — k) bits of the mismatched
tags are discarded. The number of matched ways compared in
the second step is calculated based on the given probability.

Considering the effect of the splitting point on the number
of reads in each step, (2) shows that the number of reads in the
first step linearly increases by larger k, whereas the number
of reads in the second step super-linearly decease according
to (7). In other words, the two terms in the total number of
reads are adversely and differently affected by changing k.

Fig. 2 illustrates the effect of £ on the number of reads in
each step as well as the summation of the two. The results
are for a wide range of cache associativities from 2 to 512
in a 1IMB cache size and address length of 40 bits. The

horizontal axis is the tag-splitting point, and the vertical axis
is the number of reads normalized to the baseline, i.e., non-
partitioned tag. The curves related to the first and second steps
show that their different ascending and descending trends lead
to a minimum for the curve of total reads. The splitting point at
which the minimum of total reads takes place is the optimum
point we are looking for. Considering various associativities,
the optimum splitting point increases from 2 in the 2-way
cache to 4 in the 512-way cache, which indicates that the
optimum value for k is directly but very slightly affected by
the cache associativity. Besides the above observation derived
from the formulation of the number of reads, we provide
a formal calculation of the optimum splitting point in the
following.

C. Formulating Optimum Tag Splitting Point

So far, the total number of read bits in the tag part of the
cache using partial tag comparison has been formulated, as
observed in (8). The aim of this formulation is to calculate the
optimal value of k, which is the one that minimizes the total
number of read bits in both steps of partial tag comparison.
To do so, we investigate the convexity of (8) and therefore,
the second derivative of the function should be calculated. The
second derivative of (8) is shown in (9).

[k x a4+ (n — k) x 370 x (§) x ()" x (1= )]
ok

- Q“Ek x10g2 x (2+ (n — k) x log 2)

)

Since the value of k is between 0 and n, the second derivative
of (8) is positive definite. Therefore, (8) is convex as shown
in Fig. 3 and has a minimum, which is the optimal number of
k.
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TABLE I: Number of reads using Eq. (8) for the optimal point (koptima: and its rounded value k,,,;,,) calculated by Eq. (11).

Cache | Address TOtazl&:soofclatlwty =4 Tomzl&;soofcmtlwty =8 TOta?;s:fcnathlty =16 TOtazl&;s:fcmtlwty =32
Size Length read bits (%) kmin koptimal read bits (%) kmin kop!ima] read bits (%) kmin koptimal read bits (%) kmin koptimal
32 28.90 3 3.20 27.94 3 3.29 27.08 3 3.38 25.99 3 3.47
S12KB 40 | 2187 | 4 | 384 | 2125 | 4 390 | 2067 | 4 | 39 | 2014 | 4 | 402
48 | 1796 | 4 | 429 | 1761 | 4 433 | 1727 | 4 | 438 | 1696 | 4 | 443
56 15.23 5 4.63 14.93 5 4.67 14.65 5 471 14.39 5 475
32 31.25 3 3.38 30.00 3 3.29 28.91 3 3.20 27.94 3 3.29
MB 40 | 2330 | 4 | 396 | 2255 | 4 390 | 218 | 4 | 384 | 2125 | 4 | 3.9
48 | 1875 | 4 | 438 | 1835 | 4 433 | 1797 | 4 | 429 | 1761 | 4 | 433
56 15.87 5 4.71 15.55 5 4.67 15.23 5 4.63 14.94 5 4.67
32 34.38 3 2.79 32.69 3 2.87 31.25 3 2.99 30.00 3 3.10
SMB 40 | 2500 | 4 | 355 | 2411 | 4 363 | 2330 | 4 | 370 | 2255 | 4 | 3.77
48 | 1964 | 4 | 408 | 1918 | 4 413 | 1875 | 4 | 419 | 1835 | 4 | 424
56 16.58 5 4.47 16.22 5 451 15.88 5 4.55 15.55 5 4.59
32 38.75 3 2.51 36.36 3 2.61 34.38 3 2.75 32.69 3 2.87
1OMB 40 | 2708 | 3 | 338 | 2598 | 4 347 | 2500 | 4 | 355 | 2411 | 4 | 3.63
48 | 2067 | 4 | 39 | 2014 | 4 402 | 1964 | 4 | 408 | 1918 | 4 | 413
s6 | 1728 | 4 | 438 | 1696 | 4 443 | 1658 | 5 | 447 | 1622 | 5 | 451
550
€ 500 TABLE II: Details of system configuration.
3
& 450 -
S 400 Processor Quad Core, out-of-order, 4-issue, 3.2 GHz
é 350 L1 I/D-cache [32KB/core, 4-way, 4-cycle latency, LRU
2 00 L2-cache 256KB-1MB/shared, 4-64-way, 10-cycle latency, LRU
—g 750 Main memory |4 GB, one 8-byte channel, 1600MT/s
=
200 . .. .
o 1 2 3 a4 s 6 7 % 9 10 the first step results in the minimum number of total read bits

Number of Bits in First Step (K)

Fig. 3: Proving the convexity of Eq. (8), for 40-bit tag length
and 16-way set-associative.

To calculate the minimum of (8), its first derivative should
be calculated and equal to zero. We can see the first derivative
of (8) in (10).

Ok xx+(n — k) x> gix () x(55)  x (1—5)"7]
ok
x k
=5 X (log2 x (k—n)+2°—1)
(10)

The equality of (10) to zero results in (11), where Pro-
ductLog is the Lambert W function, also called the omega
function or product logarithm. The multivalued function of
product logarithm (ProductLog[z]) equals w, if z = we®.

ko log(ProductLog[2™ x €])
B log 2

(1)

The final goal of the above analysis is to derive the formula
of the optimum splitting point, which is given in (11). Accord-
ing to (11), it seems that k is, apparently, determined only by
n. Since n is the tag length, both cache size and associativity
directly affect it, in addition to the address length.

In this paper, we examine this dependency for different
associativities and different cache sizes. By increasing the
cache size, the tag address length is decreased. As illustrated
in Table I, the total number of read bits is calculated based on
(8). The result of the total number of read bits in comparison
with the optimal number of bits to be read extracted from (11)
shows that in an 8-way set-associative cache, reading 4 bits in

when the address length is 40 or 48. The optimum number of
read bits in the first step for 16- and 32-way set-associative
caches with the same address length remains 4. This value
changes to 5 in very large associativities, very small caches,
and/or very long addresses, and changes to 3 conversely. The
above theoretical calculations depict that the optimum splitting
point for the partial cache comparison is in the range of [3,
5] for conventional cache configurations.

1V. EVALUATION METHODOLOGY AND RESULTS
A. System Setup

This section experimentally evaluates and verifies the for-
mulations and analysis presented in this work and investi-
gates its various aspects. To this aim, a quad-core processor
equipped with dedicated instruction/data L1 caches and a
shared L2 cache is modeled in the gem5 full-system sim-
ulator [40]. Table II depicts the details of the system con-
figuration. The workloads are 17 combinations of randomly-
selected memory-bound and CPU-bound programs in the
SPEC CPU2017 benchmark suite [41], as given in Table III,
simulated for 4 billion instructions after fast-forwarding the
initial 200 million instructions as the warm-up phase.

As mentioned in Section III, the key parameters affecting
the efficiency of the tag partitioning approach are the degree of
cache associativity, address length, and cache size. Cache par-
titioning can be utilized in different cache levels, and the goal
of this study is to show that the optimum splitting point can be
formulated and calculated in advance with no requirement for
workload profiling. All the previous theoretical observations,
i.e., Fig. 3, Fig.2, and Table I, are independent of cache level
and are applicable to both L2 and L3 caches as well as L1
cache, considering their suitable configurations. To investigate
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TABLE III: Combinations of benchmarks for generating work-
loads for a simulated quad-core processor.

Workload Benchmarks Cb}; [li-nfico)roll;l?:(lteul:‘lg (()I(\;I)
Mix0 |perlbench, exchange2, gcc, bwaves C,X,C,M (C)
Mix1 |leela, exchange2, deepsjeng, xz C,X,C, M (C)
Mix 2 | gcc, bwaves, mcf, leela C,M, M, C (X)
Mix 3 |bwaves, mcf, cactusADM, imageick M, M, X, M (M)
Mix 4 |mcf, cactusADM, namd, x264 M, X, C, C (X)
Mix 5 |namd, parest, soplex, calculix C,C,C, X (C)
Mix 6 |x264, namd, hmmer, Ibm C,C,C,M(C)
Mix 7 |cam4, nab, imageick, namd X,C,M, C(X)
Mix 8 |wrf, soplex, blender, parest M, C, X, C (X)
Mix 9 |nab, cam4, x264, leela C,X,C,C(C)
Mix 10 |deepsjeng, hmmer, soplex, pelbench C,C,C,C(C)
Mix 11 [blender, deepsjeng, libquantum, exchange2 X, C, M, X (X)
Mix 12 |parest, libquantum, exchange2, nab C, M, X, C (X)
Mix 13 |Ibm, omnetpp, astar, wrf M, C,C, M (X)
Mix 14 | omnetpp, namd, xalancbmk, cam4 C,C,C,X(O)
Mix 15 |roms, xalancbmk, bwaves, exchange2 M, C, M, X (X)
Mix 16 |xalancbmk, perlbench, cam4, blender C,C X X (X)

the conformity of the formulations with the experiments,
tag splitting is applied to the L2 cache in the following
evaluations. Three cache sizes, i.e., 256KB, 512KB, and 1MB,
have been considered in the experiments to correspond to the
L2 cache size in real systems. In addition to regular cache
associativities (8-way and 16-way), we also evaluated very
small and very large associativities, e.g., 4-, 32-, and 64-way,
in L2 cache to illustrate the matching between the experiments
and formulation even in extreme configurations and corner
cases.

We use CACTI to model the SRAM cache in various
configurations within a 32nm technology node, and the energy
parameters are detailed in Table IV for a 256KB L2 cache
with 8- and 16-way associativity. For the sake of brevity,
we are unable to report the energy details for all evaluated
cache sizes and configurations. Since tag partitioning has no
impact on the number of cache memory cells or cache per-
formance, and the modifications to the cache control circuitry
are negligible, the leakage power/energy in conventional and
tag-partitioned caches is nearly identical. Targeting to reduce
read operations from the tag array, tag partitioning primarily
influences dynamic energy consumption. The three highlighted
rows in Table IV represent the tag energy parameters impacted
by tag partitioning. As shown, while certain cache components
remain unchanged in tag partitioning, these three highlighted
rows account for the majority of total tag energy consumption.

For a comprehensive design space exploration, a wide range
of cache configurations is explored. The evaluations are for
tag-splitting points from 1 to 10. Limiting the tag-splitting
point to a maximum of 10 is because both formulations
and experiments illustrate that the optimum point for all
configurations is always significantly lower than 10. In the
following, we first discuss the various workloads’ behaviors
and then illustrate the conformation of experiments and for-
mulations. Then, the effect of the tag splitting point on energy
consumption and error rate, and the proper selection of this
value, is explored.

B. Experimental Tag Read Evaluation

The number of tag bits reads per cache access request
is the critical evaluation parameter that affects both the tag
energy consumption and error rate. For each workload in

a specific configuration, we normalize the tag bits read in
each splitting point to the number of reads in the baseline,
i.e., the cache configuration without partial tag read. Fig. 4
illustrates the number of reads in various tag-splitting points
for all workloads considering cache associativity ranging from
4 to 64, cache size of 1MB, and 40-bit address length. It is
noteworthy that a similar trend is observed in the other cache
sizes/address lengths, and the deductions are extendable to
other configurations.

In Fig. 4, five cache associativities (from 4 to 64) are sepa-
rately plotted in independent subfigures, and the averages of all
workloads in the five cache associativities are integrated into
the sixth subfigure to better illustrate the effect of associativity
on the optimum splitting point. Considering the trends in these
associativities, three key observations are evident. First, by
increasing the cache associativity, the variation and diversity
in the workloads are reduced, and their behavior in the number
of reads in various splitting points is smoother and closer to
the average curve. This shows that although the reduction in
the number of reads is workload-dependent, this dependency
loosens in larger cache associativities due to a higher degree of
randomness in low order tag bits in a set. Hence, the optimum
splitting point is not meaningfully affected by the workload
behavior, but by the cache configuration. Second, higher read
reductions are observed in larger cache associativities. This is
because a greater number of tags in a set are eliminated in
larger associativities. Third, the optimum splitting point for
all workloads in all associativities is almost the same and
resonates between 3 and 5, which confirms our formulations.

The sixth subfigure in Fig. 4 is the integration of all average
curves in different associativities. Three key observations on
this subfigure are as follows. First, the larger the cache
associativity, the greater reduction in tag reads is observed;
the top curve is for the 4-way cache, and the bottom curve is
for the 64-way cache. Second, the optimum splitting point is
4 for associativities 4, 8, 16, and 32, and it increases to 5 for
associativity 64. These points are highlighted in the curves.
This observation indicates that the optimum splitting point is
directly affected by cache associativity, but a very large change
in the latter slightly changes the former. Third, considering the
optimum splitting points, the left side of the curves is semi-
exponentially descending, and the right side of the curves
is semi-linearly ascending. This observation indicates that
for small/large values of splitting point (smaller/larger than
the optimum), the reads are dominated by the tags in the
second/first comparison step.

The normalized number of reads in the first step linearly
depends on the splitting point and is independent of the cache
associativity. For large values of splitting points, the majority
of tags are eliminated in the first step, which diminishes the
contribution of the second step to the total reads. For very
small values of the splitting point, a large fraction of tags
contributes in the second step, which exponentially decreases
by a slight increase in the value of the splitting point.

C. Comparison of Experiments and Formulations

Fig. 5 provides a match between the experiments and
formulations. Considering the average curve of all workloads
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TABLE IV: Details of energy parameters in the tag array for a 256 KB cache considering various address lengths.

8-way 16-wa
AddrLen 32 36 40 44 48 52 56 60 64|32 :36 40 44 48 52 56 60 64
Decoder 0.05 : 0.05:0.05:0.16: 0.16 1 0.16 :0.16: 0.16 : 0.16 | 0.05 : 0.05 : 0.05 :0. 16  0.16  0.16 :0.16: 0.16 : 0.16
Wordline 0.11  0.13  0.15:0.09 0.10 0.11 :0.11 :0.13:0.14]0.11.0.13:0.15:0.09 :0.11:0.12:0.13 0.14:0.15
SA mux & drivers 0.05 0.07  0.07:0.07 0.08 0.09 :0.09:0.10:0.11]0.08 0.10:0.11: O 0 0 0 0 0
Bitlines precharge (pJ) 0.60 0.73 0.86:0.52 0.59 0.65:0.65:0.78:0.84]0.63 0.76 0.89 0.54 0.60 0.66:0.73 0.79:0.86
Bitlines (pJ) 1.64 2.02 2.41:2.70:3.07 3.44 344 419 456|173 2.12 250 2.79:3.16 3.54:3.91 4.28 4.65
SA (pJ) 0.49 0.61 0.73:0.42 0.48 0.54 0.54 0.65:0.71]0.52 0.64 0.76 0.44 0.49 0.55:0.61 0.67:0.73
Sub-array output driver (pJ) | 0.08 : 0.09: 0.12 : 0.07 : 0.08 { 0.09 : 0.09 : 0.10 : 0.11]0.17 : 0.20 | 0.23 | 0.14 0.16:0.18 0.19 0.21:0.22
Total Dynamic 3.25:3.94:4.64 430 4.84:538:5.38 :6.45:6.99|3.75:4.49 522 470 5.26:5.82 6.37 6.93 :7.48
Leakage(mW) 6.28 1 7.49 : 8.68 110.30:111.51i12.71:12.71:15.11:16.30] 8.47 : 9.69 :110.91:12.51:13.73:14.95:16.17 17.38:18.59
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Fig. 4: The number of tag reads as a function of splitting points for various cache associativity in all workloads.

in each configuration as the representative of the experiments,
their conformity to the formulated values is illustrated. Three
columns of subfigures in Fig. 5 depict the results for cache
sizes of 256KB, 512KB, and 1MB, and five rows are related
to cache associativities of 4 to 64. Nine solid/dotted lines in
each subfigure are for experiments/formulations considering
the address lengths from 32-bit to 64-bit in the stride of 4.

Considering each subfigure in Fig. 5, three main observa-
tions are evident. First, the tag reads that reduction is greater
for larger address lengths. As an example, the normalized
number of reads in the 256KB four-way cache (subfigure in
upper-left corner) is about 30% for an address length of 32-
bit and is further decreased to 18% for a 64-bit address. The
justification for this observation is that the tag partitioning
approach reduces the number of reads by eliminating the tags
from the second step of tag comparison and address length
only affects the number of reads in the second step for a
specific splitting point; address length has no effect on the
number of bits reads in the first step of tag comparison, which
is the common part of reads in the baseline and partitioned
tag. With the same reasoning, the gaps between curves of
different address lengths get wider for larger splitting points
since the effect of eliminating a tag from the second step
of the comparison is higher in longer addresses. Second, the
optimum splitting point is almost the same in experimental

and formulated curves. Third, and more interestingly, better
matching between experimental and formulated curves is
observed around the optimum splitting point. By moving away
from the optimum point, the pair of curves diverges.

Considering each column of subfigures in Fig. 5 depict-
ing the results for different cache associativities in specific
cache sizes, two key phenomena are observed. First, a higher
matching between pairs of curves, i.e., experiments and formu-
lations, is observed for smaller cache associativities. Note that
even in the worst-case matching, the optimum splitting point
is still the same in pairs of curves. Second, the reduction in
the number of reads is larger in higher associativities for all
cache sizes and all address lengths. This is in accordance with
the observation already discussed in Fig. 4.

D. Sensitivity of Optimum Point to Cache Configuration

After justifying the agreement of formulations with the
experiments for different cache configurations, Fig. 6 is con-
structed to deeper investigate how the optimum splitting point
is theoretically affected by the cache configuration parameters
for a very wide range of configuration values. Considering
each subfigure for specific cache associativity, there are two
surfaces, a smooth one and a stairstep one. The stairstep
surface represents optimum splitting points derived from Eq.
(10) (calculates the number of reads for various splitting
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Fig. 5: Number of tag reads as a function of splitting points for experiments and formulations in various address lengths and
cache size and associativity.
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Fig. 6: Optimum splitting point (K,,;,) derived from Eq. (8), i.e., stairstep surfaces, and Eq. (11), i.e., smooth surfaces, for a
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Fig. 7: The effect of tag splitting point on energy consumption in various cache sizes, associativities, and address lengths.

points). This is done by finding k& with minimum output,
which practically must be an integer value. The smooth surface
represents the optimum splitting points calculated using Eq.
(11), i.e., the point at which the derivative in Eq. (10) is
zero. Theoretically, this point could have any real value. The
x-axis in Fig. 6 is the cache size varying from 256KB to
128MB, and the y-axis is the address length ranging from
32-bit to 64-bit. The nine subfigures illustrate the results for
cache associativities from 2 to 512.

Considering Fig. 6, the following observations are worthy
of attention. First, it can be observed for each subfigure that
the stairstep surface derived from Eq. (10) is equivalent to the
round function of the smooth surface. Second, this is valid for
all subfigures in that the optimum splitting point gets smaller
by increasing the cache size and gets larger by increasing the
address length. Considering Eq. (10), which is a function of
splitting point, tag length, and associativity, both cache size
and address length only affect the tag length. Tag length gets
smaller by increasing the cache size and/or decreasing the
address length. Both of these changes lead to an increase in
the optimum splitting point, which can also be expected from
Eq. (11). Third, the sensitivity of the optimum splitting point
to cache size and address length diminishes in larger cache
associativities. As is evident, the surfaces become flatter in
higher-associative caches.

In summary, our evaluations demonstrate a very close match
between the formulations and the experiments, which is a
justification for the formulations. Considering a very wide
range of cache configurations, the observations show that the
optimum splitting point varies from 2 in a 2-way associative
256KB cache with an address length of 64-bit to 6 in a

2-way associative 128MB cache with an address length of
32-bit. Therefore, for today’s realistic cache configurations,
the optimum splitting point resides between 3 and 5. The
interesting fact for this range is that, as observed in Fig.
5, the final reduction in the number of reads is very close
to the optimum point and its neighboring values. Therefore,
considering the safe range of [3, 5], it can be guaranteed that
a very close to maximum read reduction is achieved.

E. Energy Consumption

Fig. 7 depicts the effect of read reduction on the SRAM-
based tag energy consumption for various cache configura-
tions. While a small fraction of tag energy consumption is
independent of the number of bits read, e.g., set indexing,
its majority is affected by tag partitioning, and hence, by the
proper selection of the splitting point. Compared to the base-
line, the trend in energy reduction corresponds to that of the
reduction in the number of reads. Again, a higher reduction is
observed for longer address lengths and higher associativities.
Considering the 4-way associative 256KB cache, the maxi-
mum energy consumption reduction (on the optimum splitting
point) is 66% for 32-bit address length and gradually increases
for longer addresses up to 82% for 64-bit address length.
Energy consumption reduction in the 32-way associative cache
with a size of 256KB is 71% and 84% in address lengths of
32- and 64-bit, respectively. On the other hand, if not properly
selecting the tag splitting point, the tag energy consumption
can increase as high as twice the optimum point in some
configurations.
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Fig. 8: The effect of tag splitting point on mean-time-to-failure (MTTF) of tag array in various cache sizes, associativities,

address lengths.

TABLE V: Details of STT-MRAM cells parameters.

Parameter Value Parameter Value

Write Current (lwrit) 2 MA Critical Current (lco) 250 pA

Write Pulse (turie) 10 ns Bohr Magneton () 9.274x10* )T
Read Pulse (twrite) 1ns Attempt Period (t) 1ns

Read Current (lea)) 100 A Magnetic Momentum (m) 1.6x107%6 )T
Euler Constant (c) 0.5772 Electron Charge (e) 1.6021x10™° C
Thermal Stability 30 Tunneling Spin 50%

Factor (A) Polarization

F. Reliability Analysis

In addition to energy consumption reduction, tag partition-
ing reduces the error rate of STT-MRAM-based tag arrays.
As the metric of tag reliability, we report the Mean-Time-To-
Failure (MTTF) of the tag array using the framework presented
in [27]. There are three sources of errors in STT-MRAM
tag, i.e., read disturbance, retention failure, and write failure,
all of them affected by process variation. Considering the
32nm technology node, device- and circuit-level parameters
of STT-MRAM cache for MTJ thermal stability factor and
read current, and Gaussian distribution of process variation,
Table V reports the related cache parameters and per-cell error
rates. Considering three sources of errors, read disturbance is
the main source of unreliability in the tag array due to its
frequent read accesses. On the other hand, tag partitioning
mainly affects read disturbance rate by reducing the number
of reads, which has a direct effect on error rate reduction. To
calculate the MTTF, we take into account the total probability
of error occurrence per tag cell during read operations. During
the workload execution, all read accesses to the tag cell have
been considered, and the cache reliability for a workload
is defined as the probability of error-free data read for all
tag accesses. Given the reliability and execution time, and

TABLE VI: Summary of the tag
selection method in previous work.

splitting point value and

Ref. | Splitting Point | Cache Level Used Method | Efficiency
[5] 7 Ll and L2 Experimental 81.5
[6] |6 L1 Experimental 89.2
[14] | 4 L2 Experimental 96.9
[17]1 ] 3 L1 Experimental 100
[20] | 4 L1 Randomize 93.7
[21] [ 4,5,7 L1 Randomize 96.8 (best)
[28] | 8 L2 Experimental 75.7
[29] | 1 Ll Randomize 71.8
[30] | 1,2,3,4,5 BTB near L1-I [ Experimental 100 (best)
[31]110,1,2,3 L1-D Static analysis | 100 (best)
[32] | 3 L2 Experimental 100
[34] | 3 L1 Experimental 100
[35] [ 3.4 L1 Experimental 100 (best)
[36] | 5 Ll Experimental 94.4
[37] | 1 L1-I Static analysis 72.4
[38] | 6 L1 Experimental 89.7
[39] | 4 L2 Randomize 97.6

assuming exponential distribution for reliability with error rate
parameter A\, the MTTF for each workload is the inverse of A.

Fig. 8 illustrates the MTTF of the tag array considering var-
ious cache configurations and tag splitting points, normalized
to the baseline. The observations indicate that higher MTTF
enhancement is achieved in the longer address lengths and
higher cache associativities. MTTF is enhanced by 3.4x and
7.8x in a 4-way associative 256KB cache in address lengths
of 32- and 64-bit on the optimum splitting point of 3 and 5,
respectively. On the other hand, the proper selection of the
tag splitting point has again a significant effect on the MTTF
improvement by tag partitioning. Considering a single cache
configuration, the blue curve in subfigure 2-d, for example,
the MTTF enhancement is reduced from 7.9x to 5.6x when
the splitting point is moved from the optimum point of 5 to
an unsuitable point of 9.

In summary, the evaluations confirm the alignment of the
formulations with the experiments, enabling a theoretical de-
termination of the optimal tag splitting point with high accu-
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TABLE VII: Timing details of data and tag arrays for a 256KB cache in various address lengths.

16-way

AddrLen 32 36 40 44 48 52

60 64 |32 36 40 44 48 52 i 56 60 : 64

Data array (ns)

1.076 1.076 1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076 1.076:1.076]1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076:1.076 1.076

Tagarray (9) e 0.213/0.22010,22710.273/0.282/0.286/0.286/0.233/0.297]0.21310.22010.22810.273/0,282/0.286/0.289/0.293/0.237
.. Decoder + wordline (ns) [0.129 0.131 0.134 0.154 0.156 0.157 0.157 0.160 0.161[0.130 0.132 0.135 0.155 0.156 0.157 0.159 0.160 0.162
Z | Bitline (ns) 0.055 0.057 0.058 0.099 0.099 0.100 0.100 0.102 0.1020.056 0.057 0.059 0.099 0.100 0.100 0.101 0.102 0.103
<~ Sense Amplifier (ns) 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003[0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003 0.003
= | Comparator (ns) 0.027 0.029 0.031 0.033 0.035 0.037 0.037 0.041 0.0430.027 0.029 0.031 0.033 0.035 0.037 0.039 0.041 0.041

H-tree output (ns)

0.026:0.029:0.032:0.023:0.024 0.026 0.026:0.029:0.030]0.026:0.029 0.032:0.0230.024:0.026:0.027:0.029:0.030

racy during the early design stage. These formulations elimi-
nate the need for exhaustive searches to find a suitable splitting
point or for its random selection, which can compromise
efficiency. Our observations indicate that the optimal splitting
point is not significantly influenced by workload behavior due
to the randomness in the combination of lower order bits of
tags in a cache set, but rather by the cache configuration. Table
VI presents details of prior work on tag partitioning, including
their selected splitting point, cache level, and the method of
acquisition. Due to the lack of a reliable formulation, some
methods have identified the appropriate point by examining
various cases, while others have considered a random point
that was sometimes fortuitously close to the optimal point.

Tag splitting necessitates minor modifications to the cache
controller and tag wiring with negligible area and energy
overheads to achieve significant energy savings. However,
accessing the tag array in two steps does increase tag access
latency. This increase in latency does not affect cache access
time as long as the total tag operations conclude before the data
array access operation is completed. As reported in [14], the
latency of tag operations, in both conventional and splitting
configurations, is lower than the data array latency across
various cache sizes and associativities. Hence, the increase in
tag splitting point has no impact on read cycles, overall cache
latency, or the energy consumption of other cache components.
Table VII illustrates the timing parameters of a 256KB L2
cache for 8- and 16-way associativities and different address
lengths. Tag partitioning doubles the delays related to the two
highlighted rows since the tag bits are accessed and compared
in two phases. Because the access time of the data array is
significantly greater than that of the tag array, this increase in
tag array delay does not affect cache performance.

V. CONCLUSION

Tag array in set-associative on-chip cache memory con-
tributes to a large fraction of energy consumption and vul-
nerability to errors because of very frequent and parallel read
accesses. Tag partitioning as a well-known approach has been
utilized in several studies to reduce the number of reads from
the tag array by splitting the tag comparison operation into
two steps, in which very few lower order tag bits of all
cache ways in the target set are activated in the first step and
only the partially matched ways are activated in the second
comparison step. Although the value of the tag-splitting point
is the key factor in the efficiency of the tag partitioning-based
scheme, there is no investigation on the proper selection of
this parameter and its effects in the existing studies. This paper
formulated the tag partitioning efficiency to find the optimum

point of tag splitting and conducted comprehensive analysis
and experiments for a wide range of system configurations
to validate the accuracy of the proposed formulation. This
formulation makes the designers and researchers capable of
determining the optimum tag-splitting point at the early design
stage and precisely estimating the tag partitioning efficiency
for energy consumption and error rate reduction.
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