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Study on Multi-Core Data Structure in Shared-Memory

ZHOU Wei', ZHOU Ke-Ren!, LUAN Zhong-Zhi?>, YAO Shao-Wen?, QIAN De-Pei?

l(National Pilot School of Software, Yunnan University, Kunming 650091, China)
%(School of Computer Science and Engineering, BeiHang University, Beijing 100191, China)

Abstract: The development of computer hardware technology has led to an era of multi-core CPU. However, data structures, as the core
of the software, are traditionally designed in line with single-core CPU and ordered sequence principle. Operating on the shared-memory
multicore, a large number of concurrent running threads alternately modify the data structure, which brings big challenges. This paper
surveys researches on multi-core data structure in shared-memory. First, the paper compares the differences between the concurrent and
parallel data structures, and investigates the multicore structure classification characteristics based on progress condition. Then it reviews
academic research on various types of concurrent data structures in recent years. Based on the findings, this paper summarizes the key
technologies of concurrent data structure, and explains the design and development process as well as correctness verification of
concurrent data structures. Finally, it discusses research prospects.

Key words: multi-core CPU; concurrent data structures; progress condition
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FS O Kb B g8 B o B e 20 At R K RE SR T B A R b B ) e DA 15 22 A0 SR IR BT ) 2 < 4 A%, 5 )
8 % 16 B AN AR R S PC HLER VPR IQK BT 100 % 1AL I & I8 43X W 2 #2328 3y 4% e 24T A FEBE g ?
BAT NBeh th— AW I8 2 0T DU 8 12, AT O 2N T — A 2RI X TR v S TFI H hAs
I [ 28 £ e

ZAZI ARG AT R T AL, IR I R i ok T R B e A8 — > PR 3 ) A BE 48 AT 2 D A, B A3
S — P A7 I F R IAT 2 A BRI STk 5 P A7 o 10 B 4 A ok B AT 30 £ R0 I 25 B Py R B 1 2 R
%o 5 YU I £ o A R 33K A — AN R A R e ) RO R A 22 LT AR R R AT SR A
ZAZAE AR B & LI AT PP P, AR T X S B R e 3l R U v B OB e de S A B2 W Sk s
ATRE P B I AR B X 2 4% A B U0 A0 1R Iy 2R R e A BB 1 22 % (muwlticore) 28 48 JAS () A6, AR SR A A HE
s PR L T AL B0 A b L A B 2 R TRAT TR L 0 A P P B e e R AT S A4 A I
A S 70 3 R P 2 A% V00, T 8 0 R A 2 R I R e B R A R PR S

B8 45 K A BT (K A 0o 0 AN B () 1 B AT A 2 5 W) A A 0 45 K B — SR 0 e sl et g
AROK TR BE 0 3R T 3 AN O B 3a A7 R0 AR M, B 0 R 7 4 BRI AR 2 0 2 A% A QB 45 4 5 A g A 11
BRAPE A R Z), AT D30 oy N A& Bk I R BT i 8 UV 1 R 2 BN &, Be vk 20 4% I R B0 440 1 3t ot
FET AN UERE N KR IF RIBAT (K et 22 A0 B HLPAAT 8-, AT 7 A AN WIS 1) 5 R 3l SR B AT T 0t 22 %
PRI G588 (K DA T, B 10 7 v 0 T AR A TT PR S0 R B 1)

AT, 22 R M R 2 T 3K AT (R B B0 G A 7 AR AT AR 2 10 3 i AR At e AR ST 68 22 A% IS AQK 0 4
FA (I AR SCAIT SEHEAT 538 AT 1 B P A0 25 5 R KR 2 M ORI S AR, e B 17 9 i g e v R S I 0 %
PR o Ja BT I 2018, X 22 0 SR R A Bt S A R OR (K BIE TR S8R N T i s kAT 1 R .

ATCAEH 1 0 W B 45 K 0 I B S S S S ORAT I X056 2 9 U 4t T 4% 1 (progress
condition) I 3 K Hdla £ K 53 28260 3 TR AR R AEAR TS S-S R B di kg (- HERR L BERR L IR A W RLER
SV FUBLIR HEAT S0 AE BURE R D AR5 4 5~25 6 S S5 T ACKUE G ) SCBEROR L T AR SRR A LR TE A E
WAIET5 V5 S SR AR5 T 10 2R SN T I R B 45 K R SR IR 0k 50 N i S kAT e 2.

1 BEEHARNEEZELERESHFITHEX?

1.1 FES5HITHXA

Z I R — B 0] BN 1B AT B 2 2SS Al ML AT 75 2. IRk, R (concurrency) Fll 34T (parallelism) &
Z A2 2 S B ME S R B TRE, R EX IR 5 IRT.

I RS R A AR 22 D A AL IE AR TAEGEA — & 78 [N HAT) AR ZS 2 — M S I . m] BAZE B AR
Ab PR b R ) SRR AR

AT SRR 2> P Z 2 [F) I AT RS TE R — I [A] B, 22 AN ER R AT [R] I AT 30T

wE 1(a)fhis, 3k W@ ER 2 AN GRS & A (A EE It #E R 40 1 B2 58 . CPU S — 1) %)
AR RPAT HEA LTRSS T H I R A B AR HEBR A5 e . MeiE . PATZR D 3 DNXEERP IR Y 2 A LR R
B A I, A7 W ATD 0 I R 1R, O L 6 B AT D0 S I e Ak B, BUAS 3 0 A 2 gt BH 2 (— i Tl
TE R[] 36 3.0 FEAT MR W3 1 2 A2 FE R i A2 W L(b) BT, il — AN 20,45 3 ANRFR A IFIE AT, E iR M
T ST TR, 3 A SRR A2 ) I A 1), A R AT AT 1.

HET E,HRWESW AER 2 R I gr, Lo W A s 5 L2 . S E R 402 1 (W 26 78 I 2 55 m
FAT a2 NI A L™ T SR e LS GPU T+ & M w2, R — B 200 W] DUAE7E K 3t R B AT R 2 2, A1 T
i SR R H S, T GPU 2R b o A8 ) 5, 38 SR 4% I B T R 59,GPU AN IE A T R IR B AR IF K&
&7

TE 2 % HELHT ) SRz A BE AR A, 2 LRI R B AN CETE g ISR BB 2 LR
ST A RN BIWE S TT R T X fR N 5310 55 A3 fl % 10 & A S a2 gm B2 N B T 75 08 I S A B 45« i
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a5+ OS Ui 24 SLHLAR 9 E N Z A% UG, B T SEHL CPU S8R IO AR AL AN OS 1 FE g R R U 55 10 1 4 4
WA 463, i P il 5 10 i P 0 A T i, TR, 22 A I A R 25 G R S0 R

Al _____._ . __ s 4 >

R T -, N

N W, >
(a) FFh, Btz 24 LR (b) FFAT, 2%, B L[] )

Fig.1 The difference between concurrency and parallelism
1 IR RANFFAT D)
1.2 HEEHFRMEEN

9T SR M A B S5 A R ) T, 1 S AR BT KA A 44 IR B A IR SE H (Amdahl’s law) ¢ n
NI RANATELRE R p N a] IF AR IAT #8501 B A8, I8 2 i i vl DAAS B3R 17 B AR DL 1 REWS
EEN L S.

S= .

1-p +§

M FAR AT LLHE S AN n ZePEA S 0. 28— AN BEDWL B ABBE F il JF R AT A2 ECh 10,
TR PRS0 R AT LA 20 A I LE i 10, AR T AR L 1 Ry ] ik 7 A, 2 0 R ARAT IR LE TR A B 90%
HBEA3 2 5.2 i AT REER TH AN BRARR (1 — - 2o DAL BT A 7K s A 4 s AT, 0 — AR PP kAT 91 e ik
P E) AT PR, g DR 352 CPU AL B H R P 0 ZBU NG AT 1R 43 oy 2 AR 1 B 49 A L3k 451
R AT IR AAT B 10% 5873 0] T 4EANRE P JFAT R0 AR B T A 22 B 2 00 0 5 40 A6 R v AR IR
LA B R L AR R T Bt AR DR, AT BT I B S R M 4 A K 0 R BE D0, A A AT RES 4R T
HERAR K B RESR T

2 ETFHRFH S (progress condition) B % % E B EH 5 2L

I A 2 8 T R HUHR 45 13 P R 0% A DR B 11 2% 1 B a2 P SR PR 9 T B4 45 4 1) T LR A R IR R
Hdim 48 W S I AR SRR IS B0 R 5 P LI A A — i RR R b RO T I R Kl 45 R (R e AR AR e 0k A 1
M ZE S PERT DB L =20 4 AN K51 BH %€ (blocking) . TG T #fi(obstruction-free). JC#fi(lock-free, & #x LF)Fl
TC % £F (wait-free, fi X WF),3X 4 /N5 3R] AL 40 73 o W] 2 B 7 AN 38T CA Ik 4 48, 3 44
EATZ e LR CR AT,

o P28 BIIXAh J vEAE FEBAT I b AN B8 0E 38 AT, 1 3 Aty A7 40 40 ) 2 R R B0 B 2 o DR K T A i 1)
A b BT VB IR SRR A AT LA R BEJE (A BH JE I SEAS R BT 5 R 1K AP R R 4 B 1 A 2R R gk s
AT AER S LT, 2538 B SE B

o ToYLtk(starvation-free): JS L6 447 B2 HE N HL I X 450 1K) 42 B do £ 8 fik 6 Bk N HL e DX s (B A 2 Wi 70 B IX o
R B AM 1 T T LA 1R Ik A1 4 FR A TG B 8.

o TP R —F 7 v A To TP T, TR 4 X 7 2 AT T — s T 4R B R BRAT #12 B B 1 — AN 7R
VA FHAZ TG T30 7 2 I, At AT £ 28 A U FH 1 88 b g 32 AN 2 S I b TG It J v (KA AT 45 L3 g S o k5% i (L
FIZ T WIS AT IN 8] WT i BT At 2 R o5 F 90 U 1T 52 30 5 ), L 2 0 A 2t IR AE A3

o AR —Fh 7B R TRBN, B4 T RIEE — 280 FH RE 8 70 A BR AP N 58 Rk

o LR ARG T R TO AR I A TG A F A R 4 G e JX b T 9 PR A O YT T DALE AT R 25 3R

}E/\
th]
I:P

=
&
T
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PN G IR TIE S AR A bl A L (R 38 B 2 1 R — AN R AR B R AN I SR (L — A e R 5 A3 B A A 23 B

TEF AL FE I SR EL AT

o A% Fy (wait-free bounded, i FX WFB): 41 H —Fi 7 12 - I0 S A5 109,054 X 5 v ORI 5 2% U

HRRE G AEAT FRIF HLAT S 1020 PR A 56 13X A S R AT RIS T e e (1 B

o MEJEFTC R T FF (wait-free population oblivious, f&jFR WEPO): — P g 25 A5 1) 77 72, 4 J H A% fig 1 5 &

FEHH TE 5%, I8 AR A B B8 R TS5 A5 .

FH2E
(blocking)

FH 2E
(blocking)

YR

starvation-free

AR 2
| (non-blocking)

4

{ ) R ' l}ﬂg :
%g " (blocking) {: T4 Tt
g{ g (obstruction-free) (obstruction-free) |
1
ﬁg FEB
ti‘] s (lock-free)
L

Jo Bt
(lock-free)

TR

Fig.2 Multi-Core data structure categories based on progress condition

\—/ (wait-free)
P HATSR |
(wait-free) (WFB)

LJRHTE K
T4 75 (WFPO)

Bl 2 STk 4 1 i 2 A e 4 6

2 R IR AR Bt S R AR BT DL I bk 7 SRt A R R AT ) 2, BB 46 1 A3 A O B R B DR 0,
RN 50 AR AR R BT SR TS5 A >4 J T8 55 35> J0 S8 > J0 Bl 0 T-I> T LR > PH 2 30 08 i JR8 e vy, i R A 2
FE Rk RE N5 75 21 5 2 (10 DR I, 2 R REAE SAT IR 52 80 (0 T PR 249 SR8 > DR I R AT 10 290 25 o ey B 0 5 v (1 30
ot 58 R PSE AL AR 0 B R A B2 Y DR IR, 37— Bl e i A J R 2 o PR 4 1 IS 4 B 9 AL 3
R P AR AR 35 DRALE. 28 A 81 7 BRAT T iT A G 55 A R R AT JE B ((EL AN BB S I OR3) K R A vk R
WAL TE S A IS A0 P TT iR AT A 5 Bl o BT I [R]A (10 36 0 R TIE. A BEL 28 288 P8 3k A 138 . 5C 2R AT DU 4 1

K 1 SRR IE.

TS5 AT

(wait-free)

TR
(WEB)

Fig.3 The Venn diagram of non-blocking progress condition

Bl 3 ARBHZESRE I A AF 10 4 R &R
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FEBLU I S B e B 45 A I, RE 5 30 0 P95 B 4 1 B kT 1 P ) 75 SRR 2 BB A1 5 RS2 — i
SR, T TR JRE e AT L a0t A P A1 S A R 0%

3 BEBBEEHFRARIK

T 30 Ak, BN DA SKT ATt B0 45 1) 5 O 4 VR IR T 7020 A% — L A 15 B W I T AR 1 2D DB 4D ]
1504 &5 74 (41 Stack,Queue, Hash-Table, Skiplist 55 )% ] 52 J A% 1 45 1) 753X — 5 H  FRAT TR 53X 6 32 AR 454
[PIRIE5 15 DLREAT 3 4T
3.1 FA&ER

Hi: b (stack ) A 35 b 17 BRL 1R £5 8 45 0 7E /T VR AT S 256t _E Michael Al Scott 7ESCHR[10] 1 S 45 T £ A2
B I M R S IR, R AR i B R FH 4 R BN M AR U7 ) AT 4 B T IX e A U A AT HE AR (AR TRk IR
(RSN Treiber (8 SCHRTTT A 1 U3 1738 1E 4% 40 30 JC 8 0 0 19 5 R MEAR, & SR ) A 49 3 0k e /s HE %, 4 T
CAS(compare-and-swap) Jit 45 1 >R A8 e HE AL 1 e TOL. ST 46 &5 S 28 B R R T 22 T B 1 S 300, 3k Al T 9 S DL 7 1Pk e
FAAHRAHE

WK 4 FioR, M2 LT (TS 4 TIZRE BYBEAT MR TG 1) % 2L B Sk S I A ] CAS J5 1 B 4F e 1 it 4
AR TL. [R] — AN I 20 AT — AR R R (LR FE A), 74— A2 B RIUF M HEN T — 56 CAS 56 4r IXFEAE X U5
1) 5 4 v o A B HAS T B A s 1R R M BRI 2 A, SRR [12,13] 7 42t — PRk A <1 B (elimination)” I B2 AR
SR R HEAR 1) I R, U A% o JEVAELIR: AV BT [ 20 S A S P B8 1 0 AN 46 Tod e i8] B ) A7 o 7 BRI 5 . BT U, 24
— pop BEEIBF]— A IR IAT 1) push B, VT pop R AE L EIFRTF push B 4E (AHL, F FLIX P9 A3 /5 4R B
IR [A]

B:b
top

a

k > value k > value

Fig.4 The concurrent stack implementation
K4 JFR kBt
3.2 FHEMNT
Ioe WK TE BT R BA A H I AE SCHR[14] o, oA O SE AR R Gl i — AN A B A B2 0 B4 ok 5 I TS By e, 9 A
LR 3 0 AE BRI N TR H 1T A7 D B4V AN 'S B AR Db RE Al b, SCRR[15]82 th T — M3k T 8RR i Jo BUA
H . SCERI16145¢ t— N ECA 25 8 TG R L 5T J0 B AL 1K) B A7) SCRR[ 10760 G B 28 BA A B SIS BIAE 1 14 R 46, T $
—Fh T CAS S 7454 HL k44 0 TR BA A1, 85 CAS KX BAF 1) Sk R BEAT 22 S (1) B U 1% AN e 45
il b3 AU O MO I T B i BA B, s A B 1) 5 T DU B T A 81 AR 22, DRI bk T S B I K 22 R
f143 BEL 2 X003 BA 41 SCRIR[ 17145 8 BVEEAE 1] CAS, AR M v i Jo B K 0 A A7) i 2 &N A9 SE B Herlihy #8530
BR[18] 4t —Fh T~ CAS. W I E 4% A1 S 6 T8 1 X3 BA 71
33 FruER
R T R BE AR — PR T A R B K S B B SR AT 4 R B A 2R N B R AT R AT A R WU o b
2 e, DRI T 4 R D0 5 R — FhRR g T 3% T8 (hand-over-hand locking)” ) 4117 & 43 £F SCiER[ 19,207+ B # H,
TEIXFP 73 il i B AR s B8 — AN B b G A SRR ATl g R i, R 3RS N — AN B e A
SR TR T AU B AT T4 R B, T 08 T BURRR s AN T B I Y RS, AN BER el LRI AR 2
ANERRREEAT # A B v T HE AR I R R R B 5 A LW 35 A A N R B B A A e AR BT B T A

EBEACARFSERT  httpy/ www. jOs. 0rg. cn




1014 Journal of Software #)F¥3R Vol.27, No.4, April 2016

(¥ 91 K V£ Valois? Vo AR H T 6T CAS M CBUEER (0L Valois ¥ bT i F- 52 2% if ok LA s 978 e 3 Aty I,
Harris2 i HH 7 —Fl s 5 T 52 0L V008 4 0 D 0B 70 0 3 i Dby 49 80—/ B b s 8, I e vV D 4R A
RAE BRI AN b A5 AL AR S B A e 80 L PO B3k I A2 A B B 1T A S A A TR R SR R
A7 57 3 BN P 45— I

34 FEMABR

FENTCR I 2, U TP R MG A5 R BE PR B A (K PE 8, AR 1 T O & 10 R ™ s 35 3 0 18 265 K SR [24-26]
P T MG T AR BAR R . S5 TR B 0T R 75 R AE IR IERE b Lea A SCHR27]HR 4R T A YR
Wy A5 % 1A S0 AR IR rh R I T 4 P i A SV AN o A — A7k B G I, T A s 7D o v 2 K B AT
W5 75 FEHEAT PRI SR VFREAT I R 7 R AEE R SRV I A O AR B4 4. ok TR0 R 5 PRl i
R W A5 2 S S I, 3K P 7 VAN ] 3 e b A7 1 BELFE [7] 20 () R, 5 L 22 W 5 3 TR 28 S R AT 4 7 I 9 R 1 4
TCEE IR A0 AT XA 75 B S 475 50 5 0™ 2 Shalev A1 Shavit!®1 g it — Rl sk 414 o8I Tl 4 JR s 7 3¢, k%
Ao SEVREL I K A 75 3 R I A A 0 3R B — AN JC A 00 B 1) e P b SR [ R e AR B JE B S L DR o 3 o
AN TCFR (WA W A R I REAS JC 3 B AR RN« IR ) A1 el TG A0 100 5 1) I B R 1 5 | A AS X e R A
AT O(n) I IR ) 52 2% B X AT 15 T G A5 R v OB E A T i PiX A ) 8, Shalev A1 Shavit 78 57k p 4E 4 T
— AN AT AR K R R B B AL R A A T F 1) AR Y SR 1 R YT s 1 R TR X Ry 3 A A A BN BT
0 R 1A T A S e 52 O i e DR 7 B R RV ) A T A

IR H AR 5N LEFT T HE 14 Hash 599 7h LU #2405 Cuckoo hashing A& Pagh 45 APV 2001 4F 4
H Rl i vk hash (R 9 1R 7 925, e A BERBL il T 5 hash B8 500k A PG 2 30 o 22 25 BRI, LUK 25 6 5 4
B 1) 4 AR A 98/ hash S, 325 T hash table (95 ] #6545 ) Cuckoo hashing FEAN % #F 3 4 525 Fan 25 ALY
T 2013 448 tH Concurrent Cuckoo hashing, 1% A K F M A4S 10 2045 AR WL I & (optimistic) B AR, SZFF £ A reader
Fl—A writer (13 & Vi i) F-7E memcache 7 4t cfeift v A T AR 4F 1 AL 3% A . Hopscotch  hashing /& Herlihy %5
ABUZE 2008 4EHE [ — R IT S HE: hash table, & 454 T linear #0. 430 hash Al Cuckoo hash fIff
£ Hopscotch hash table [)%F— I #5404 —4 hop-information(E[) —-> H-bit [{J bitmap), & ik T Ifi 1L H-bit A7 -
JG# IR 7 F 4% L. Hopscotch hashing #2312 41wk % & 2 T 5 %, b i% 45 ¥4 o FI I 58— AN A7 Bucket 23—
lock, N ITARAIE T 1 A& fR) 22 4Pk
3.5 HammaEn

TG0 I % gl 45 F (W Linked-list,Stack,Queue, Hash-Table,Skiplist 25), 1 - 45 F4) FH % 77 5 FLAFF 5 6 i) 5
K AR AR TE A S I T T R R N T A5 A 9T 2, B T SO EAROR, B W JR 2 i DTt 3 A SRR A
B T 9 F 0 e 1) I W TR 8 ) T 9 B2 e SO B BT AR M Fraser #2 1 T —F{# Ff MCAS(multi-
word compare-and-swap) Ji i STHLI I & = XM &0 1T MCAS J5E I -7 BT B 1 & _L#8F DL,
AT 1% 25 M AN B se e SCR[3 71 38 T —Fh A ] STM(software transactional memory)SE 3 1 I & 21 S Hf

— A TRT BT 2L B OB & A, A A BELFE SO S R T LLAE YR e R 0 R L SR (3814 T — A
BT 0K JSE B I Y 17— SO B 45 K 3% — SO SRR 1 53 R A PR RS AR P AR 5 2 1 5 AR SR 1)
SR A ol R B R o R 2 S0 AR T T 4 38 17 75 U, 458 4% 6 B Ellen 25 APV W3Rt T R CAS I
TR I 58— OB S5 K0 A% G5 K g 1 <50 B0 ™ 5 A 0D P A B R £ 740 e, O LI I g 523 R
R M AR AN SR A P R A AR AL B SR (407 4 A N AR Y A S T A o A I R Y R SR
JA RS AT AN I K S AR RO B 7 0, £ B 4T A CRRIUGE B A 1) AR, B TR 2 ) R R Y
A LA IR FE T AN LA a5 P,
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KX
_15 ( 1..5) —10 (’2{;)
() @ @ @ (10‘ (20\ (zo‘ ‘%

é‘\b U4 ¢

(a) MR P A 3 (b) MIBRAM LR AT 5
Fig.5 The external tree diagram
5 AR s R

WNEL 5 o, T A A0 BB R A JEL At 5 R, 1) S B B el A7 P DAL ARG T 38 36 P SR A
S B VBTN it 2% ) T4 A2 SRR A i Ab A R 1 N+ N B I 3 Sy 17 4 28 45 ) 69 DK 9 T 3 A ) T
%2 BN IR BRAE Q] 5a) s, 70 A AR R IR i 1S I 75 TG I 719 A 20 U 48 B TH0 S, 5% i) 1) Ll
BRI A 08 D e 17 S b 5 00, ol /A 17 ERT A =1 8] 8 5 Wi S [

Natarajan 55 AAESCHR[41]5 8 ] CAS Rl SETB A Bt vk 77— i 2010 5 & — OB Biedla 45 40, KB L5 Tt T
SR 58 Drachsler 25 A MVER SRS e o S 4R HEAT D0 A G LR 0 1 A R ER VR 2 A b 4R
OB 1 i I B I S 02 A A, S A T2 44T ¥ (logical ordering) 1 AL RIA7 it R34 1Y SO 4R 10T )5
R A N R 3% 8 A £ 2 R AT A R T 5 A 1) A HRAT R 20 B, AT B T A 4R R A R AT R B TR T
T E R BEERERE . BN IIAAE 25 0 L3S Logical order [RIARAMI )2 R 7748 — AN AU 1) 10 750 SC iR
(431455 T T N B BOR B ARG T — AN 2800 — OB &5 6% — SOW S5 0 BoAT BLR JLANRE R:(1) SR N B R
PAJ 2 R Gk, OF HE L — S 5 75 i AALAL, A A B AR I 2R FE N O(cH(n) FEAR S T O(H(n)+e).(2) UL ]
CAS J5 i, R #5760 F AE — XHHFIT 0 36 el Brown 25 NI 6 B e 31 2 XM (k-ary tree), I H&
FUE T 2N O0 T 22 OB o R 96 7 78 1 8, S 56 45 SR AR 7R 6 T CAS R SEILAE /N Y6 [l 75 ) I P 17 S 25 2%
L4453,

X VT FR P T R R U AN RT3 350 A 0 2 ol R T 4 A (10 0 88, DR e, T A 060 O 2R — SO (1
?@T‘f’%ﬁ%fﬂr’%i&ﬁTPI‘H%Eﬂn.lﬁk[m]tﬁ*//\liﬁTS&WZFi&ﬁL@’iiJﬁ%?@T,Wﬂiﬁeﬂt[%])ﬂﬂ%)ﬂ*’l‘%’)ﬁﬁl\ﬂ@
LR T HEAT TR AR A A ANk, T DL S 55 4 A 4T 458 AR 0 S8 SR Dl /N B0 4 4 v PR JRE, T SRR (473
ﬂﬂﬁﬂ’]?{ﬁﬁ‘%% PESSEEL T AN OB, AR O AR AEREAT AR N« R 5 A I SR AN ST RIRE AT i 3

1] 2 55 31— 5 IN 1) J5 5 AT 1 1 4.

R BT A %0 SE DL IR 25 95 4, B 0 328 381 1K) i vt 0 2E 2% 1R 2 JE B ).

4 FREFBEWRERA

FE b5 FRATT B A s 45 0 i I R T S AR BEAT T 20 Hr ) LU R — O e B 54 B BT R
A2 AR R, 5 S8 PR S8 AR KORS O B ok JRAT DR 3L b — SE SR B BOR AT 20 AT L 5 4 T
4.1 iBF#E (universal construction)

I P e S ) AN TR Bt S5 K SR Bt — B AE 2RO T MG — R T 3 AT A R AN TR] PR SE B (1) K ool 45 4
(K9 JIT A e R A5 A1 0 JBON BN B v 5K A e ot I P G A A A 1480.2) b M0 45 3 7. 22 A B AR O R B AR AE S T )

A 145 S HAT 5 52 31 5 00 ¥ S 5 5 0 43, 5 AN [R) ) A 2 T80 8 — S0Pk RAE D0 i F L% 5 Y e v

AR TP R 3 5 9 A R TSR P AR SR BT AR (- T B A S B ) Y AT 28R IR, R L 2 A A — B2 R 2R 5 (i
R 2R 8 ey AR SR P E S A 3 7 9

4.2 EFHiB9LM (lock-based)

BTN S B T 2 %I A G R R fe 2 32 IR B AR B R 52 (K9 AR [R], W 70 Jhg R S 43R 48 it
.
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FERE B 41 T A 2R FE 2 [R] [R] 0 RV R A8 7E Java gmFE F7 44 I 9 %8 T (moniter) AR & B R 2 — FhRE /7
S5, S5 8 P 1 A F 1R 7 Oof G BB TE I 2 A TAEZR R B R ) 35252 BE 058 i F A %, vy LA X 40 AR
G A —Fh 7 325 B Bl U 08 YR R 5B U R e s R & R S B R e IR R R T T AR LT,
ERMAKREE EMAT R SRS TS m e DA AN REEPITE RN AT R
FEORL B R 80 RT AT A N84T A, 982> G 2 M 88 AFL 2 N BE BT e M i B K FE58 3.3 71 R R B K 4 R Bt
S —FloR L 5 B

AFRE R L 5 B T 06 A 2 T S B O A, A A 5 400 R LA 7 B30T 45 00 2 T S 3 9 . LT i A 0090 &5 4 (- 3
BN BABILTL, U200 i 5 R 42O B R g U O A 0 T LA ST Y AR R B R 2 IR 22 A% B 5 ) I R el
FRAE T8 PR ECHE 45 R () L HERR BA A L W5 A5 3% k) v S B I R AR B SR T TEAM T 45 14, ol 2 75 T TR 4 P4l
PR TR 65 e v 200030 B AN vy AR AR i DRI A T, 20k T AR P32 A0 P ST B0 5 S22 60 B T2 8 A v Bl X3y 110 22 A1 it
AT BB A, IR I R SRR — AN R i N L5 IR AT 4 A DR e e 2 5 1) 22 4 0 T 7 BP0 00 A% T &5 40 ok U,
FAN 53458 10 0 1 S AR TR 4 A ) T 3 st o A 5 B ) 908 L AR, AT 7 00 45 40 1) 9 J 1 Leo 7V 3oL K¢
B 1R~ A 45V 0 25 S T — APl — SO, A0 AR R AT R N« I3k 8 B I I AN 57 RO AT 1 46 9 o8, 1T
S 25 ) — 5 I ) 5 AT OV R 48 T IXRE A S AR Nurmi R T P05 10 4625, 5B T chromatic B0 % L —
Pl =R FH I ) i (leaf-oriented ) 3 A F £ BB 76 b K fitl I Boyar 3@ T &4 chromatic #1115 542 | 7 H 1k
BB IF 0 R H T 5 B8 1) IE Al P 1.

T3 TR — e R 000 At B B 70 3 P v v A AN T SR — AN B AR AR T i, R 3Rk R —
AN R 5 A SR T A A AN T4 R A, T T B R AR A/ T B R e R RV . SCHR[47]
PEH T — B2 T T3 T8 00 I T — OB Ec s 45 0 AR SCHR[S3T 48 H T — P B T T T B i 40 B A 45 44,

ZRA I JLAE SR SURS IR 9 (1% 0, 18 22 A% A IR0 AR T 5008 45 060 v T o, 56 T 4000 8 891174 S5 30 2 0 o — 5
YO 71 RUHEAT B X AR — e RE RS b6 I PR ST 4 4 7 A R

AR, BT T B BOR RE 8 A ORI 3L B, — SRR R BT IR B (0 - B BE B (spinlock) 1325 B (rwlock))
7E Linux $EE RGPS 2] T ) 2 WA AL S0 b, 2 % A= U ) W R o S I, T LA PRI % — Pl 2848, o — Al g
FEA TR, R AR FE AT spin lock B2 — AR AR AL, 24 T (0 04T S 2 < AN W b 13 2 0 L B 3R L
BURE NI DR TRk, B B BATE ) — I 2 R Re b B 2 — DN W AE S5 856, T UL, — NI 2 R — AN &R RV A TE
Tl F X AR 2 AR, A S 2 R RvF—4 CPU U5 in S 5805, HAr CPU R 45 4, vk R 2 %
I 25 X RE 15 L, Linux IR T L5 B, % 5k RV 2 A CPU XS R I n), 46t BRI R — A
T LR N 5 2 M U5 1) 92 IR IS, 5 3 D T S A R AR AR B T SR e 1) PR R e, 3R A 45 43
I FF84 A0 6+ CPU 138 B2 78 1 4% M 38 AF K8 43 A x86 2R L3RI A T W A7 Mlf (memory barrier), X & S
AT BT 10 T 56 Ak 3815 A8 7K 86 45 iy BRI, R 0kt A FH 858 %) 5 A R T CPU s B 17 75 Al Sk 7, TR ks, — i R
PR AL I & PRI [F) 25 HL l——Read-Copy-Update(RCU)PYEN 4 42 & L1 reader F writer Jf &% My ) 3= 4k
P, S —> writer FZ A reader 2 W] 1 5F K8 I 4E 47 2 AR B Bis ,RCU LRAE T reader 132 HCE 1 204 (1 —
B, I ARAUETE reader 56 RS2 HUHT, 8% Ui 1) I 20088 AN 23 4R 1%

ZRG AT JUAE SR = SCRTBIF I )45 100, 75 22 A% IS AR B8 T 250408 45 40 T vt v 2 T 400 B 0 1 S B S5 0 B opr — g
S0 P P R AT B X — e R B L S R 1 B R B A e A s

Wil 6 FTm 3 T ZE VT M RCU AR 1) L S 4080 B w] DL B 3207 ), 8 F DGO X AN S0 2 75 B A s i
T 5 B AR AT SR BRAE I, e TR R AR AR E (M — A DLW Bl 6 PR 2 BOR), AR5 R %S DR AT SR,
TEVA AT 1528 SR B IO IF K T A J5U 4 B i 48 SO0 H8 1 i T8 4% DL (N 18] 6 P 2B 3R 3 ), T it o8
BT S BURAE RCU [ 5 Ak 2 345 4 2 T B0, I AN AEAE [R] 25 [l R0t AN 55 22 N AE A 3 T |l T80 L o 3L
[ BB FH P A AR 55 ) 30 AR A B 1) S0 5 R AR T () 25 T A W R O, TR Dy 5 B2 48 AR 36 110 T 3 2504t P s AL,
DLEHE TN T JROn B B i M8 SR BT S5 B0 AR, W R YT AATE 2 A5 3, MK IH 75 22 40 BN R 7] 2 2o A 5 45
fERCU 1L Linux WH% 2.5.43 WA TFIR 4], B0 2014 4, 2 28] T8 9 000 4~ RCU APL

PRSI httpy/ www. jos. org. cn




B S A TFEFAAN S HREBELENR 1017

1E 2015 4E 4 FF (¥) SOSP £¢ i I+, Alexander 25 NP> H T RCU [ 24k it RLU(read-log-update) B A A4 T
RCU A aF £ A, —MEPUEPRBLRLU MR RiF 248 245 RINTHEAT 325 T IF R 1.

@ [EeE v
e e U Bl
@ T
i
S

Fig.6 The RCU runing mechanism
6 RCU izATHLiHl
4.3 EFOCCLI-E T RMIF 4 #=H) #9SC I (optimistic concurrency control based)

SR I & 5 4l (optimistic concurrency control, AR OCC)AE—Fl 3 K 4 I 10 J7 15, 1 5% Hh B4 B 22 R 4500
FRAH G AR b HAZ O AR R AR AR B AT AT EEA R AT I I AN 2 B H AR L FE 0 T4, 2 R 7 22
of B 5 ) V4B IS, T X0 BT R A PR RE — UM RS 0 A DOIR S — B0 I8 4 308 753X BEIN H] 9 386 AT A 3T
il B T Bl 45 K B0 B 2 R SR AT AE 5, O HL BB A 5 15 U, B R 2 R i

TE2 % 2 SFREI Mt h,0CC & 7T 2003 4% 5| N K A3 5% A £ (software transactional memory,
AR STM), B SR BT I R TR It 2% P i b 5 5k, 0CC 9l SRt I o — SO o 25 48 4 AT O AR5 4
PR R B A TP AR B ol LA SR W & 1, B0 TR 1 Eb 8 I, AT AN AE P SN A i 38 4 73R
To T PRk 45 Bf T S B A6 1 v [RDDR 2, 0 288 3 2090 &85 440 (R0 i i WA 0T BE SR 8 AT )G 2 B IR — 3L 8
SR I3k 2% 1 L T B RN TG 454 B 9945 22, DN 8 & IF AN BR ORI AR B — I 20 22 2D — A S f R A 7R SRS 10 (RT
DA I8 30 A 1 2 s 45 4 1 — Pl AN T 5038 RDIR ). SR T, 3 R 4 A AR A — 8 11 2 A, HE S 00 JE AR 7 B A K
i TET 4K T U I R B 2 A 1R R R 53 AN FH A B T 2 JEL 2% i 56 5 245 A 1D I e P U 9 s 1 S
ARIFA — 8 F AR AR B ZE B AR b 0 SR [38] Hp 4t 77— o 2k T AHH B B8 1) 2 0L P48 — SO, SCBR (591 #2877 —
Al 5y FAE WSROI R B
4.4 1B N TE(software transactional memory)

55 1L A AT RT3 0 P 2 B 55 A A7 (STM) R A 2 55 A A7 (HTM), B 1 5 A7 B SAR L T 1986

HH,1995 4F JBR A4 B L K4 1) Shavit HUEEAE I8 SO i RERE H BP0 55 P A7 1 A 50 O R O 76 1% Uk 1 — R 1
A TTIRIRAT T 2012 £ 73 A1 XU 44 (1) Dijkstra 22 80095 A7 AR L AR B B 2 0 P OF A i< 95 e 4
BRI AN 2 107 U T AR R W, 4% 2 55 BE MG AE AN AL BN D0 AR A% B R W (1 08 948 23 K A $ A8 Hodls S 2 i, B
AN G5 SR B AE % 5 55 U OB 5 A BAT S A 55 XA T T Bl R A = 55 AT SR 0, IEAE SR AT I
55 2 BEAT [P AL B i S A (R A58 A 7 55 [P PR s A £ A1 T e DS 90 P B 040 £ s A, AT bt ] LA
BRAG L FEAR I S 2 1 7 3 S e A A

AT S A A7 T R SEBLEAR B — PR AL, & 9 B 1R T BTN SURIT R N 5 1K) v R OGE, 7r
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DN FENE o PERs . 35 PUT S A B Z AT TIRABERESOT0 H §7 R 55 5 A R 13
FEiR 45 Py A7 o Clojure 3 30057 55 4 A7 82 BUE FLAZ 008 5 rh DG T oAb I R S R, A
X TREFPTT RN DB A AE T A0 T 30 A e vt vhond T3 IR 55 L o R0 7 B A Be vk AR T s XL
R I BHOAR, STM M & % ] B 15 22, DX D 5 — A 1 45 ] LRI Sy 8 720 1) g 15 AT AN 2 R AT 44
— i, T ZE B A5 SR AR DL AT 1 2R SR A2 R 8 4 o LA E e R P B3 10 5 L0 X 8 ) R S N A R AL T TG B 2E
2 T2 P M 2 SR T ARS8 ) 2 1 B PR B A P9 A7 05 0 S B A 1, DR Al SR A /N ) 8, 1
e IR OL R AN ) RVR S T 2 R B S5 R AT 8RR T SR AT U T4 R, H R
W VA A7 TG A B 328 AT 1) 5 o R 4 K RASER: PR (g i D772

4.5 EFHREAMFRFIRIER LI (flag and atomic operations)

BEURTE e I IR o 1 T A7 A R B A o e L3086 PR L 1) 75 O A e 3840 28 8 20l AN AP R AP 2
TP Bt T SHF, OPE 2 T LSRR 5 R R LA, A 2= i R A T D 7 B 1 T B A CPU RS AT I A
JERTE AT = T AR S R GE 3 e 2 A CPU AT J U1, T R == 1 ) S5t 7 8 A U B | — 4% 459 S8 B,
DR 0 J5 1 0 1 AT i DR, 3 A8 ol A v T B B0 6 K e v PR I 3 i T R A A AN R 2 B AR AT e B
YA A ATAT FCA AT 25 B A b T, AN o A e R U T AL T W A JF R G B b 48 SR 0 4R L 4R

(1) TAS(test-and-set);

(2) FAS(fetch-and-store);

(3) LL/SC(load-link/store-conditional);

(4) CAS(compare-and-swap);

(5) MCAS(multi-word compare-and-swap).

TR 1S, MCAS 1] AR B % 224~ A7 B TG I 3 3E4T compare-and-swap i 4E, 5 ILAE 5 & 24
SR BT P S RIS T (2 MCAS [ i K Bk mU2 PR R 22 AR 2 A O AR L SCHE U IR AR 13 T R 4
o % VR 5 AP TR R N 38 Tk B e A IR I ORAIE T X I R S R PR B

P 25 A7 2 1T AF 2R 20 4% 004 45 1 AR B 28 8032 b B o A% O (W AR B BER, R T 1k Ze B %o 5 4 DX Bl 19 48 4 v
DAL B ity LA 2 RS 1) 2 R R A DX B0 A DR 0 o T 67 ) B AR A T A 1 A e R AN a6 28 A5 o I S X
LR REER A T AL BE 0% B I F X FRD 24 i #3 40  DATT AC EE AH S5C Bl A 0 s J B (48 5 L RE T D B A R S B, I e
7 e AR Ze R 0] 1) £ 0] B 5.

SCHR[22] 7P o5 B T — b ARG R CAS 45 1E 52 B0 1 JC B 22, Miichael P iy A IR JERE L, 503 T P9 7
BHEYLE, I HRENA T I KR E Lea 7E MM ESZHL T ConcurrentSkipListMap, 4 B £ java.util.
concurrent "1.1% I A R A A a2 de DR O A B, 28 BT R A B~ — OB L IR I R Bk A A ST B 2%
HFEE.2010 4F Ellen %5 ANPME g b 0 A0 J 14845 5 NP5 = SO BT AR RIS T el i« IR
A3 1 )T 488 A, 1 O S B T TG B ZE 14— OB A AR K R AN 3.5 17 B 0 i rh AT T vl B b
AT AN T AR A R AT U AR IR 2R 25 4 SR 10 T SR B AR R 2 0 T T 4R AR AR T S T R
JEE T (¥ S R, 75 )R A 8 ) 1 ] 6 A 0 12 P A AR v O,

T FH o 285 A6 0 J 45 4 1 s 8 R W 7 7 B T RS A AR B AL WU IRES O CLEAN, 2 /R kAT
N BN R AR, 2 RER ] CAS i T HAEREAT 584 AT — AN REREWS E N AR Bl (P8 7 o, 7E
CLEAN 77320 B B 76 25 el (1 18] 7 7R, 78 CLEAN Ze30)iEAT 16 8)), IX FEARAS EAT IF R ERAE IR 2 /> SR 15 21 B
B9 ORIE T OF AR AT K 22 k. LU A3 B 1, A — DRt N A e REAE AP I 45 3l iflagCAS #AF:
K Z mibrEAI N CLEAN W E hy IFLAGAA )G 81 iflagCAS #AENGZZ 117 s AR &AL AN CLEAN BN
IFLAG, 55 24 A 56 B, 75 F) 1 iunflagCAS #AFERH 1295 UM 175 /UAOAR S A7 — [ P 52 3] CLEAN.
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CLEAN
| B I«\
4 IFLAG
] D Je

:

(a) Hudsitma e

T IEER backtrack CAS l R
mark CAS ) R
DFLAG DFLAG |dag CASI™ " Tiflag CAGL™ - -] ichild CAS I Tl
dchild CAS
dunflag CAS mark CAS iunflag CAS

DFLAG MARK

(b) 2T CAS (K4l A MM B 2
Fig.7 The diagram of the flag and atomic operations
B 7 b AL 5 B A R s e 1
4.6 ZLIEISITE4A

Kogan 71 2011 AFEV HY T /Nl A2 JC %5 R st 1E 4% P FL 7o i 1Y BA 1) 445 4, 124 5 1 B A REARL 0 i 4 2
F 50 AR A s 8 2 R B AL v A I oK PO 2R BE M08 746 1) 2 I PR R 50 B AR DRI T 45— 20 B A 2 T LA A i 20 R
W 5E BT R S 2 T SCRR[ 7417 32 HH A B R 08 38 38 1% 7 74 (fast-path-slow-path methodology). SCHR[74] X 3
HH T AR ) ) 7 2R 8 TE 45 45 linked Tist™™) AR 1, 2LAIF W 3o R AT A2 2%

HHT, A 22 A% 508 45 K 5 2 25 1 0 A 100, S5 10 2 g LA RCR 1) S BB R A AEAR R 22 00 DR AT T J—
ARG AEN . F3E 6 A% OFOR &A1 10, 78 242 808 45 b vt i AR AR X e AT2EAT 20 W s
TR R 1),

Table 1 The key techniques of concurrenct programming

R 1 IR HAR R

EZNES N OSSO I I KGR MOIPRA IR AT SKbe e s 0L
TR TR % fic %
ST BB SEBL P 22 o H [}
He T IR I R P/ % [ %
BN T [ fi {(i8
VYDA (H Pt i [ 1%
et e TR +H i %

WA 1 o, A A% B AE 55 B S5 ) R Ik S PR di TS I 2 A1 2% AN A 1), 2 it 47 021 5 AR P ey 7
SR 2% A d i, 1 B Wait free 20 (EUR B T e R M 72 B304 1) 0 SR ARHE S B, 552 o 1 PR AR A1 308 P A S A
JURG LT 7570 8 LU AL I DR AN 5 A D 5 B B B PR T R 50 AR 26 T B AR S B — i BEL 28 SE B, HLas AT
RO g A5 AR ER T AR A I AR 20 K s R B3 0 728, DR I 2 s B P e )2 A i ST SR A A
SRR AR AT B AT RO TR AR e (ER 0 T e D3 A T o AT, O M 2 5K, S s 9T 9 0 1 1 T 4, 3K
WEWRE EAE H AT BT 7 sk,
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5 FRVFLERFAR

5.1 FFEBESNT R
B IR SCTLI R A AL T T SR I M O B G 8

e ——— |
1 1
: T 3o YA MK 45 4 1
i AL S 5030 26 :
i Ol
e é ___ E ____________ I
oomEmmETmEE s e S T
I WA R AR |y
: ST A PATRR Befedisk (1
I I G-seE s . |b
1 i
I v :
I S BRI IR e ]
: g i) RS :
1 @
B e o o o s e e s e s s o o t ________ e o
N === 1
! S PTVAS SE 1  7 K e !
| v :
! B F R S E R !
| v i
1 ey TR ) I
: IERER P A ():
————————————————————————————— J

Fig.8 The developing flow diagram of concurrent data structures
B8 JFAHE S KT KR I

W 8 FT i, R 5 R K e vk AN S AR W] LLR 450 3 A EEURR(1) 2 dT(2) it (3) SEBUAIE.

(1) 7r#r

G S B 7 SRR, 16 A 3 Y B A SRS B TR N A SR, DA S A R T AR SR 5 I S Kl 5
e 7 A A SE L T A T IR SEBL R, Z A I AR B L PERE AN C 2RIk B 45 1R, T A — 2P ik
TS 28 060 L RT3 AT S B AKD, J0) 5 28 W A J8 0 2 A1 A b — 2D o (R R Al gl T A R 1 2 R B 0
20 K% B 55 K PRI 08 2% A1 (R VR A RE I 21 1) 1 ) ) SR SR S 4 vln 1 I B2 e B el O 3t 2% 1R (SR ik
RICFERF« A FHICEAF RICAEAT), 1 TSI B 58 JOE 2 AR, AT st BUARU R 2% 1

(2) it

MR AT PR SR A R . S5 R RAT IRk N 3 35 mpox T Hcdie &5 K0 0 AT AS [l R AR 1R 7
SRl ) T 5 1) B T 5 A7) A5 DR 36 ket S IR T B A9 - SR AR S A BELZE 1K) AT B0 IR B
B8 5K U R T 0 S B — MR (K35 8. A R AL SIS obstruction-free R B2 3 53 TF 5 2 5 1A idia 445 14
YU L% RS AT ) A A X 5 R SE L RN 7 R P R AR AR 2 i N R B EEAR N U AT BL2 A
H OCC BRSNS 5 ), TR L5 25 B B0 45 0 AR I A SUB ORI I N« IR L id . e A v 45 3
AR R e e B RE S AEAR R B2 B3R SRR A0 2 J5 PR S50 e vk RS2 B

(3) SEILFNIEAIE

e T 5 38 R 5 oK SEIL, — RO L B C R AR TR 5 IXRE T L2 T A HE P2 e Ah B R T TR
A RE % SCHE L B (2) Hh 2 6 (0 SE LR T Be Ao - A6 20 B8 (2) Hh i 58 A B B 1 55 A A7 I8 4 BTt (90T
5 2 SCRR U SRAE 0 R (2) T 2 TR R AE T B A S, DR A AN TR O A v 5 R B S B S 2 S AR T DA i
NELPPAl 38 58 TP AT 5 0, 35 Rt A2 14 2 i AR e v, B A S B AN Bl 45 460 AR 5 23 Jall AN FELAE A 52 56 £ B2
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IG5V Z5CH 25 440 11 1At e 20 e SE 6 SA 6 T A I &5 4 1) P
5.2 Javab M BHEZEBIELEWEZIMIFR

T 1 R s A W A AR Bk SR B e B D B IE 2 R A ) ARE IR R EH S IEAN KR 2 Java )
java.util.concurrent & A /> 4015 272 N H R AFEL, L O AEIE R g FE A IR H I T2 AE Java 5 2
A, Java H U G 7 AL B O &L I 4 38 5 TR S48 wait()  notify ()F synchronized T L SE B I & A BE A, 0 _E
T EMERE . JEBIRR YRS BN E TR A SR E N Java 5 TF4H,Java #EH T java.util.concurrent £,
DA A0 I 1 58 J X AN A JUAS /I AR EAL IR AT 47 Ji HE S8 0 — Se 2 A5 F ) RE I 288, I A X 462K T 2 1)
fie 2 1R Mk S I B8 52 I >k 1R % 4% java.util.concurrent 2 ZEALFF U T JLAN#B 7 :Executorss Queues. Timing.
Synchronizers. Concurrent Collections, H:H',Concurrent Collections fH5 T — &5 F ) H K B 45 4.

#2015 R AN Java 8,java.util.concurrent $& L [¥) 50 4% 45 #J4 ConcurrentLinkedQueue,Concurrent
LinkedDeque,ConcurrentHashMap,ConcurrentSkipListMap,ConcurrentSkipListSet,CopyOnWrite ArrayList 1 Copy
OnWriteArraySet. FH T UL, B AT Java 8 AR i L4 (1 — 6 d5 JE A 1) 9 R B0 465 4 6 T — 643 2% 11 &6 4, DU 75 22
RN\ 53 B O,

6 Zix CPUBIRLMIEM TR IR AT AE

BEUE 2 8% CPU Budls 4544 Jm At it S0P A% BT (K0 TE 8 2 300 5 A7 74 ol T B AT - S 6 PR 7 i A B 70 BT 1) T
V0% S PR Y L A O, BEAR 3 AT A6 v U AR P SR i 3 3 oK B R

T R NAE 2 4% CPU Bdfs 4544 IE A PR 20 7 5 28 A7 % LB, B 4 T

HHMRZE

G K AN AN B R W) I e B A JF AN 2 U s Bl 4 44 1) s P A b el R A L 11 B R ) 2
Fia 20 ZUE 2l B MR (10 5 R AN [F]), X 6P 5 A 30l 445 A A ) 2 I gt 2 97, JF LA AT B AR AN e R 0K
SebE i N I, 2 2 2 R T R RT 2 4% CPU Ml 45 M EAT A I iR e id 2 A ki N - INBR . A3k, e 2445 B 1)
S o [ Al P S5 ) S 5 A (Y12 SO 2R N O R R S IR % SR A S VR BT R,
L3k N IKIFIER AR5 A2 1 m SR AL FAR IS T 5 WY IR L2 B PSSP B (1) B X R IR AN A2 55 (2)
X A — T4 VE 53 AT FC A 2 50 DR BB 5 A 1) 1 B 28 A4 1< Gt SR A 23 BT O R B 2 1 5 R AN AR, WU
TEH A R 0 S5 R AN B (1) W S6 70 RN BE AR () B — JR BT i A% R B 7 HE P OF HA

ML LI T.3) T2 AT A R T E R AR, B4 B A TR L MR AR
BRARHEAT 5007, UL DSBS 2 S OB 0 R 1
& & (safety)

A TR A I R KR 8 ) R A S 2 R L e A I AN VP A ) e bk Ak, LA A R
— IR Z i (history) BREEAN T ANUT (128 7 38 5 R, F SR 158 W3 5 e B0Hts 45 43 1 vy e 1k A M 3R 1) 5 vk
S fi i BVE I T e PR AL 5 (linearizability point), SR J5 45 W E 1% 22 1 A 2500 I 45 4 2 ] IS 2k A [R) 2 8 11
S N PR AR ).

& M (liveness)

2428 18 I IR B S ) 13 I RT3 AR R 33 A B 4 14 48 A 5 244 45 i 5 5 i 9 R R O R K
SR RVE B A ERE G DU 50 B T DU RE A MR8, T et . Ll o8, ToAE R AE mR IR
F SRV AN 43 TR g T AR A5 A5 10 TR SRR U, TR 4 Bk 3 g T8 28 T SR O AE S R P o 2 0 BB R 7507 SR 1)
5T 2R FE 2 T AL . SR SRR B VR FH e 7 A BRI 25 B8 P 56 i, IR IRy 2 T B I R B A
VA SR AEAT MR B8 P 56 B TIB A 3X T 5 ik i TE A A 1.

7 FRERMAERE
45 79 F 2 % (multicore) Bl A% £ (many-core) & 4584 12 S A oh B 45 b ) 22 0% 52 0 1 8 SR A sk
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G DR, T e 7 22 A% I AR B T B 45 46 1R e A I S ) R L B A OO A DRI R B Lk i 1R
AT R, BATT A SIS 4 A B 9 8 3 R T D 1 ) e 8

ETHHEEENENFLREIBEENTR

VAT 3R ,CPU MR AF 2 45 A7 I SCREAR W2 iy IO TR 2 B IF R ST U it 7 4 R () 4% £ Intel 24 ]
1F x86 4E#) ¥ i1 T Transactional Synchronization Extensions(TSX)¥ J£+#54 4, I\ Hardware Transactional
Memory(HTM)f) % #5.2013 4F 6 H.,Intel i T 2T Haswell fEEH 04T ES X A FRE R B RGIA
Transactional Memory FfJ4bHE 2% IBM 7E 2013 4E 8 J [ Hot Chips 2> _E#EH T Power 8.8 &3 T Power 4444
IR PR 22 Ak 2R &5 M 0 Bk 22 b B 28 X T, Power 8 I\ T Hardware Transactional Memory 132 #§.

IHRLESFNSHA T ANBIESETR

2 8 22 0 B 5 AR T 4 A 1 s S TBRE 4% 1 8 e, R R v M B v L e — e R R b S W M e R T A
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