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Abstract

Floating Point (FP) arithmetic is widely used in large set of scientific and signal processing
computation. Adder/subtractor is one of the common arithmetic operation in these computation.
The design of FP adder/subtractor is relatively complex than other FP arithmetic operations. This
paper has shown an efficient implementation of adder/subtractor module on a reconfigurable plat-
form, which is both area as well as performance optimal. The proposed design has optimized the
individual complex components of adder module (like dynamic shifter, leading one detector (LOD),
priority encoder), to achieve the better overall implementation. Comparison with the best reported
work has been shown in the paper, which proves the merits of proposed design.

Keywords: Floating Point, Adder/Subtractor, FPGA, Dynamic Shifter, LOD, Rounding, Normal-
ization.

1: Introduction

Numbers represented in floating point can represent a much larger range than possible using the
same number of bits in fixed point format. This makes floating point a natural choice for scientific
and signal processing computations.

Hardware implementation of floating point arithmetic is more complex than for fixed point num-
bers, and this puts a performance limit on several of these applications. Over the past two decades
lots of work has been dedicated to performance improvement of floating point computations, both
at algorithmic level and implementation level. Several works also focused on their implementa-
tion on FPGA platforms. In spite of tremendous effort, they are still often the bottleneck in many
computations. Keeping this in mind this work is dedicated to improved implementation of one of
these arithmetic units, adder/subtractor, on FPGA. Several works are available in the literature, for
the high performance implementation of floating point adder/subtractor unit. [1], [2] has shown
the better implementation of dynamic shifter and leading-one-detector respectively to have a better
overall adder architecture. [3], [4], [5] and [6] have also presented their adder architecture and
claimed them to be better than previous versions of the adder implementation on FPGA platform.

Recent advances in FPGA technology made it a good choice for speeding up many computa-
tionally intensive scientific and engineering applications. Recent FPGAs have large amounts of
programmable logic, memory and often come with a large set of high speed intellectual prop-
erty (IP) cores to implement specific functions. The continuous increase in logic density, working
speed, memory bandwidth, and wide range of IP cores (DSP cores, RAM/FIFO, high performance
I/O, etc.) are increasing their suitability for numerical processing. Some recently developed recon-
figurable supercomputers are using FPGA in their architecture, used for off-loading certain tasks
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on them. Some examples of these are - SRC MAPstation [7] (uses Stratix II EP2S180 FPGA
from Altera Corp.), SGI RASC (Reconfigurable Application Specific Computing) [8] (using Xilinx
Virtex-4 high-performance FPGAs) and Cray XD1 [9] (used Xilinx Virtex-II Pro FPGAs).

Thus, FPGAs are becoming highly competitive to general purpose processors in a large range of
applications. Few of these areas are scientific computing [10, 11, 12], image processing [13, 14],
communications [15, 16], cryptography [17, 18, 19], etc. In view of wide applicability of FPGA,
this work has also focused on a FPGA based hardware acceleration.

Many of the scientific applications described above rely on floating point (FP) computation, often
requiring the use of the double precision (D.P.) format specified by the IEEE standard 754 [20,
21]. The use of D.P. data type improves the accuracy and dynamic range of the computation, but
simultaneously it increases the complexity and performance of the arithmetical computation of the
module. The design of high performance floating point units (FPUs) is thus of interest in this
domain.

2: Background

In general, floating point arithmetic implementations involve processing separately the sign, ex-
ponent and mantissa parts, and then combining them after rounding and normalization. The basic
algorithms for the computation of these operations has been discussed in this Section. IEEE (Insti-
tute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers) standard for floating point (IEEE-754) defines a binary
format used for representing floating point numbers [20, 21]. This standard specifies how single
precision (32 bit) and double precision (64 bit) floating point numbers are to be represented. Some
aspects of how certain arithmetic operations are to be carried out are also defined in this standard.
[22] contains a lot of useful information on floating point arithmetic and implementation.

FP Addition is one of the complex unit in the floating point arithmetic operations. Addition
(and the related operation of subtraction) is the most basic arithmetic operation. The hardware
implementation of this arithmetic for floating point numbers is a complicated operation due to the
normalization requirements. An implementation of double precision floating point adder/subtractor
has been shown here. The flowchart for FPU adder/subtractor is shown in Fig. 1. For the remainder
of the discussion, the term addition is used to refer to both addition and subtraction as the same
hardware is used in both cases.

The steps for computing addition of two floating point numbers proceeds as follows,

1. Compare exponents and mantissa of both numbers. Decide large exponent & mantissa and
small exponent & mantissa.

2. Right shift the mantissa associated with the smaller exponent, by the difference of exponents.

3. Add both mantissa if signs are same else subtract smaller mantissa from large one.

4. Do the rounding of the result after mantissa addition.

5. If the subtraction results in loss of most significant bit (MSB), then the result must be nor-
malized. To do this, the most significant non-zero entry in the result mantissa must be shifted
until it reaches the front. This is accomplished by a “Leading one detector (LOD)” followed
by a shift.

6. Do normalization and adjust large exponent accordingly.

7. Final result includes sign of larger number, normalized exponent and mantissa.

For subtraction, first negate the sign of second operand and do the addition operation.
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Figure 1. Flowchart for FPU Adder/Subtractor

3: Adder/Subtractor Design

This design is mainly focused on the optimization of the performance (speed) and uses the basic
algorithm described earlier. Implementation has been done for both normalized and denormalized
numbers. All exceptional cases have been detected, both in the inputs and output result. The design
includes only “round to nearest” mode for rounding. The implementation has been made for a range
of latency with a speed-area trade-off.

High speed operation was achieved through balanced pipe-lining of the algorithm for various
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latencies and FPGA specific design of sub-units used in the adder computation. For example, for
the purpose of mantissa addition, the carry select adder has been used. This negatively impacts
area at lower latency, but gives better performance. At higher latency the hardware impact will
also reduce. Other important sub-units are dynamic shifter and leading one detector (LOD), which
usually put performance limits on entire circuit. Rounding to nearest value has been implemented
and the final result is normalized.

3.1: Dynamic Shifter Design

This unit plays an important role in adder design. It is used at two places. First, after detecting
the larger input operand, the other mantissa needs to be shifted right by the difference of exponents,
to make both exponents equal for further addition of both mantissas. Second instance of its use
occurs after LOD step, to left shift resultant mantissa by the place of leading one, to make the result
normalized. As the amount of shifting is a variable parameter it is a complex hardware unit.

In present implementation we have used 60-bit extended format for mantissa addition. (The
reason behind the use of this 60-bit extended format is to reduce the amount the rounding errors
due to any possible shifting (left/right) of the mantissa.) Thus it require maximum of 60-bit left or
right shifting of mantissa at both places. The design of this unit proceed as follow. A 6-bit positive
binary number can represent up to 63, and hence is suitable for representing amount of shifting. The
design uses a logarithmic shifting, where each bit of a binary number represents a specific amount
of shift, and by taking the bits one by one complete shifting can be achieved. The architecture for
dynamic shifter is shown in Fig. 2. The circuit is very simple and can be easily pipe-lined at several
depth for better performance, and the pipe-lined version has been used for higher latencies.

A comparison with [1] is shown in Table 1 for a 24-bit dynamic shifter. [1] has implemented this
dynamic shifter for 24-bit input, in a fully combinational fashion on a Virtex-IIpro FPGA, using
three methods, and presented a comparative study. A comparison with Xilinx barrel shifter [23] is
also shown in Table 2. In [23] a 32-bit barrel shifter has been shown using multiplier IP cores and
logics.

Table 1. Dynamic Shifter Comparison with [1]
Shifter Delay (ns) Slices

Align [1] 10.482 71

Barrel [1] 9.857 71

Behavioral [1] 9.357 201

Proposed 3.229 66

Table 2. Dynamic Shifter Comparison with Xilinx Barrel Shifter [23]
Shifter Delay (ns) Slices MULT18x18

Xilinx [23] 3.984 39 4

Proposed 3.125 77 0
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Figure 2. Dynamic Shifter for FPU Adder/Subtractor

3.2: LOD Design

Leading One Detector (LOD) is basically a priority encoder. It is required when the result of
mantissa subtraction has one or more zeros at the most significant bit locations. This step is neces-
sary to bring back the final result in normalized format. The result mantissa is priority encoded (to
detect the position of the leading one) and left shifted so that the leading one becomes the MSB.
This requires a 52-bit priority encoder. The direct design of a 52-bit priority encoder will have
a negative impact on both area and speed. In present design it is implemented in a multi-level
priority encoder fashion, and makes use of FPGA specific LUTs. For a Virtex-II pro FPGA, the
52 bits are broken up in to 13 sets of 4-bit numbers. These 4-bit numbers are encoded by a 4:3
priority encoder using 3 LUTs, and these are then finally encoded by a 13:1 priority encoder. The
final result is given by the addition of an offset to encoded value. The value of offset is one of
(0,4,8,12,16,20,24,28,32,36,40,44,48) and is selected by 13:1 priority encoder outputs.

A comparison with fully combinational implementation of 24-bits LOD of [1] and [2] on a
Virtex-IIpro platform has been shown in Table 3. For this comparison purpose we have also de-
signed our module for 24-bits LOD. Proposed design has better performance but at the expense of
more area.

Table 3. LOD Comparison
Shifter Delay (ns) Slices

[1] 9.05 20

[2] 8.32 18

Proposed 4.321 29
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Figure 3. LOD for FPU Adder/Subtractor

3.3: Sign and Exponent Computation

The sign bit of resultant floating point number will be given by sign of the larger input operand
and similarly exponent will also given by larger operand exponent, which further needs to be nor-
malized.

3.4: Normalization and Rounding

Normalization is the step used to bring denormalized results in IEEE normalized format. When,
after addition of mantissas an extra carry is generated, the exponent needs to be increased by one,
along with right shifting of the addition result by one-bit. Similarly, when after subtraction of
mantissa, the difference loses the MSB, it needs to be checked by the LOD, and the mantissa shifted
by that amount, along with a decrease in exponent. Only rounding to nearest has been implemented
in this design.

3.5: Exceptional Case Handling

The exceptional case handling in the proposed design is not fully compatible to the IEEE stan-
dard. The execution of all the exceptional cases are handled similarly to the Xilinx Core [24]. For
example, if any/both of the operands is infinite we produce a NaN as output (with usual sign-bit).
If output exponent goes ZERO or below ZERO, UNDERFLOW will activate, and if it goes beyond
11’h7fe (2046 in decimal), OVERFLOW will activate. Entire execution is show in algorithm 1.

In addition, when one operand is infinite and other is denormalized, an INVALID operation is
indicated (algorithm 2).

All other computation steps are as per Fig. 1 and the whole design is pipe-lined separately for
each latency. The different latencies have been achieved mainly by pipe-lining the mantissa addi-
tion, dynamic shifting and LOD units.
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Algorithm 1 Exceptional Case Handling
if any operands infinite then

EXP OUT = 11’h7ff;
MANT OUT = 52’h8000000000000;

else if output exponent ≤ ZERO then
EXP OUT = 0;
MANT OUT = 0;
UNDERFLOW = 1;

else if output exponent > 11’h7fe then
EXP OUT = 11’h7ff;
MANT OUT = 0;
OVERFLOW = 1;

else
EXP OUT = estimated exponent;
MANT OUT = estimated mantissa;
UNDERFLOW = 0;
OVERFLOW = 0;

end if

Algorithm 2 Invalid Operation
if one operand is infinite and other is denormalized then

INVALID OPERATION = 1;
else

INVALID OPERATION = 0;
end if

4: Implementation Details

The hardware and performance result for the adder is shown in Table 4 on Virtex-5 FPGA.
Implementation results are shown for the proposed module and Xilinx IP core [24]. The proposed
design has been implemented for various latencies. The data for Xilinx Core adder has also been
shown for various available latencies, to have better idea of proposed design. The proposed design
is taking approximately same hardware (in terms of number of LUT’s and FF’s count) as of Xilinx
module, but have better performance speed with similar latencies. The proposed design is achieving
a speed of 353 MHz than 284 MHz for Xilinx core for a latency of 12, which shows a significant
performance improvement in the proposed design.

Table 4. FPU Adder/Subtractor on Virtex-5 (Speed Grade -3)
Parameters Xilinx-Core Proposed-Module

Latency 4 8 12 4 8 12 16

LUT’s 1262 1297 1266 1214 1260 1397 1384

FF’s 367 672 1040 390 733 1013 993

Freq(MHz) 150 184 284 205 287 353 407
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5: Result Comparison & Discussion

In this section, the comparison with some of the best previously reported work [4, 3, 5, 24] has
been shown in Table 5. All of these reported work supports only normalized operands. Since the
majority of earlier reported works had shown their implementation on Virtex-IIpro FPGA platform,
for better comparison, we have also used the same FPGA platform for comparison. The area oc-
cupancy of proposed design is slightly larger than Xilinx [24] and Sandia [3] designs, but it has
achieved a higher maximum frequency of operation (276 MHz on Virtex-IIpro). Main reason for
this area difference is that these design does not support denormalized operands, and other reason
appears to be, because these designs are hand optimized for the given platform, whereas the pro-
posed design is a generic one & support denormalized number as well and can be ported on any
FPGA platform. Whereas, if we consider the Virtex-5 FPGA platform the area occupied by pro-
posed design is also less than the hand optimized Xilinx [24] design, and is working at relatively
very high speed of operation (407 MHz). Thus, the proposed design showing a better relative area
occupancy and speed of operation.

Table 5. FPU Adder Comparison on Virtex-II Pro FPGA (Speed Grade -7)
Method Latency Slices Freq (MHz)

USC [4] 19 (Opti.) 933 200

USC [4] 21 (Max.) 1133 220

USC [4] 6 (Min.) 633 50

Sandia [3] 10 571 228

NEU [4, 5, 6] 8 770 54

Xilinx 12 (Max.) 753 224

Proposed 12 939 250

Proposed 16 (Max.) 936 276

6: Conclusion

This paper has shown an efficient high performance implementation of adder/subtractor unit on
FPGA, a reconfigurable platform, for double precision floating point numbers. The adder mod-
ule has been designed by optimizing the building blocks of the algorithmic flow. The design has
achieved a high performance by balance pipeline of the architecture for different latencies. The
proposed module gives excellent performance with efficient uses of resources. Design is fully com-
patible with the IEEE standard precision, and has shown better performance in comparisons with
the reported work in the literature.
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