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Abstract: This paper presents a hybrid parallel method for XML parsing, which consists of a lightweight events partition stage,
followed by an event-level parallel parsing stage, and a final post-processing stage. SIMD instructions are used to speed up the processing
in the events partition stage. Software pipelined processing is achieved at stage level. The study combined event-level data parallel
parsing technique and pipelined processing technique to create a hybrid parallel method. Compared to other parallel solutions, the method
has the advantage of a much more efficient parallel processing with low synchronization overhead. The method is tested on a Linux
machine with Intel Xeon X7560 CPU for 8 cores, and the results show the method can achieve a much higher speed up and better
scalability than other software implementations done to date.
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Bk XML R H (6 Pk BE . LA 1R 2 05dt XML fg A vk B 1O 70 e 1, an B =05 S IO AE AT . TU A dm it 4600
AR BK B 77 90 R P sk 417281,

EACER AR IR R 5 T, 2 A% AR B A O 219 302 N ST 2 AW BT AT XML AT 73k, T LA Gk 2542
5 XML AT 3 3 L UMt o i - F0AL B 1) FEAT AT U7 95,1207 15 2 S5 06 XML SO AT AR B8, 4R ) 58 4
FEAT AT XML $Hs A5 o 45 (K F 5 b, Luld 7 b B 447 46 AR o T 40 225 32 . Michael ¥R XML 7 4y g 3 4
W B AL B 2N « XML A T A0 4 S 7= A 30 ot 2 R R 4T VA B3, 4 3 AN Be LA /K 28 05 32 17 Parabixt i ]
FFEATRE W BA 30 8 3 T P R B IR SSE [ 42354 K sk XML @ #ir. PanPl i — R & JF4T XML @b iy
1 ZITEE 4 BB B B g Ab R AT K R T BAEES 1 M BURIERE 3 B B OFAT AL A AR A 1
BB T A B B, XML 00308 4 530 BT [0 K /IS B 22 A Bl 4 Y meeta- DFARPIH RS BEAT 4T Tl AL 2. Li 26 A 1042
H— PP T DG 0 3 I AT AR BT 7 0 A TRAR B 5 A A HAT I8 AT AR AR B v 1y Se I B DG B T 3 AR S
TG [B] RO OC 2R I AT Hdls K1) 43

RO J7 R T IAT Ko B ARAR 22 07 30 e T 38 00 7 A4 14 52 2% 4 BELAS 77 A7 A 38 1 985 70 i BB 4R T bl A
FEA S AT i TR 56 XML R4 ok A RN 2 AN B 31X S 30— A XML TG A 250 RE
Sy ARAE RSN [ ) M g AR e L RE DAHEDN 1 T AR BT 208 i BLAE AT AT 22 /S St P i, 75 SR %5 AN 4k
P P W] TR ECHR AROOC 3R 3T BOHAT A BIT SRR 1R 1R A0 B A 1 R AR S5 A A 15 P25 I 4 7 4 0B AT B 2 Ak 3
TS, T 9k 2D T FEAT b3 1) 985 A T R 35

BLAT () I AT 5 k77 AR 2 R S5 R I e B B DOM 4544 (document object model). 783X 8 4546 v A2
715 50 5 B O G AR AT RN SRR A I AT 5 SR G R X G R o PR AR AR AN E A TR,
M B AR AR AT 2.

LA 1 FoAth— SE A b7 7 vErp I S8R XML SR AT AR BILAX 8 J5 vk BE A% ME A ) 43 54 P 5 R T4k 2
AR A He 57 % FE SR BT W) 452 22, B Ay P B AL

AL TTRRAE T B T — PR A AT XML BT 735, %07 1 i g BRI 4y M BE S BRI BRI
b BRI B 21 8 AE SR 4 B B F R Al A AR TR ). SIMD 354 FH SR T % R R A AT I B R B
o AT AR AT I B AN b X 22 AN B B AT AT IR AT, 77 AL T AR TR AE D i S A B Y BEAS: A R o T SRR
P AR AR P S A IR T AR IR I D SE R I AR I B A K G AT B R T B B A B, L — 25 i g b
T AR A SR I AF T 2 A B AT R AR AR K R I EAT BOR, BT LA SC 5 VR & — i 5 AT ik

AR AT

(1) BT R PR XML R R TRAL B, R R SIMD  H8 A I E i T B i AR

AL BAL I K 43 A 12 F AR 9 R A BRI 43 2 AN R S 18 S R T Y B e 8 A ST T AT A
AT I LR e, B K gk 2> 44 gk AT oA B 1100 388 A5
(2)  FARGEAR FAT by AT AT R ) 5] 20 A A RS IR /D
(3)  MEEAR T T — MBI A IRAT XML AT 7 ik, SE B 2% XML f#AT.
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58 1B B AR A0 A5 S A A e B0 B 1) M5t A O P Adk B i) R 3 A 77 9 SR B 1 Ao B B 08 DI ot A e 8k 1)
(IR R 28 5 20 1A T S 2 10 Ak BRSO Bl O AT AL BEE Be

XF T AU K 2 I AT 7, G — A% I 75 EEE i — N BB B ek PR AT E B BT LUK B A7 8
TS T30 55 IFAT T35, 380 — A0 AR I, - B Pof A% 20 IO 405 o8t AT B BB AT DA B 98 45 IR AT 5 vE B AT
FEAF R R

X T A K L IFATITE, A AR AT — B BUAR PN I, ol T Bz ) S 1) BEAT I S B A B
WEBELAG T4 90 A5 I 47 5 i, i T Edls JF AT A BEBY Be vk S04 55 8, B SC A i BEAR BEVH S0 KR 2,49 — M
75 DRI, R R 120 23 T B A0 F AT AR B B DR T AT 5 12 R AR o g e S A8 7 1) 2t
2 FHiEHERSZEH
2.1 BKRRITRE

AR SCEEAT I XML SR AT SRR 1 B 1 BT N XML SO0 ), 58 1 B B =0 X 23 o B A6 i 0 B, S
A FEREAER PR VU5 2 [ B RN B R AT MR I 20 (K 2 A K B 2 7 AR S 3 B BUR A AL BE
B B, Ja AR BRSO 2 A1 AR TR AR SR ISR A TR A A e R A R SRR

DR 55 2 B Bt T XML g AT 189 26 S i, 1 265 2 i B mT LA 22 A4S Scdle Bk A7 IFA 7 g A, A1 0 e e e A
TR Z AR PG 1B B~ 3 B BU A B LR A7k 2 7 AT X AR 4 4 1 A B i ).

( Parallel parse events \ Legend
_ ~ () Procedure
<Order date= d> d> [ Tsub [l Data
“1999-1-1"> i event stream
parsing v [ Structure metadata

.
<shipTo |::> Events [ Tsub
country="US"> parsing * event stream
N
<Order date="1999-1-1"> <name> Events [ TSub
<shipTo country="US"> Alice Smith M
<name> .~ Result
Alice Smith Events \ event
</name> partition

stream
<l—comments-->

<| </name> |::> Events [ Tsub
parsing event stream
“
</Order> <I—comments |:1‘> Events * [ Tsub
\_/—\ > parsing event stream
\-/_\

</Order> |::> Events [ T'sub
\ parsing event stream /
¥/\
P

N B

Fig.1 Overall process of XML parsing
K1 XML i drid e
22 BEHRNE
A7 5B, SAX (simple API for XML)!28 & & XML a4 B 10— Fh 4 322 7, 76 Intel 24 ) XML #4-&
AR SH SFAR B— RAVEAE AR, BS XML EERE B ot s Bk, #RFAE. THRE WK 2w,
AT 46 2 — AN TP AR TC % (start of element or SE), 73 44 4 “Order” 245 & — > J& ¥ (attribute or A),J& 4 i

9 date “1999-1-17. 745 i 4#i Bt LL“CD”(character data)# /i, 41“Alice Smith”J& 4 ok “name” It 2 I 7 147 204 Bt &5
It LL“EE”(end of element) % 7~. $F 18 LL“C”(comment) £ 7.
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SEPE AT (a7 55 R R R, DR & S 2R m P RE IR A AF IO N T DOM S5 Ry AN ] AR 3t o AN [ S F 22
TA] 2 A EL N ), B8 SR e AT AL B DOM £ K r i Sl 374 e 1) PR AR L3 2, I S8 oy 11 e BB & Ja 1
ST PRI 3K BUAE AR AT L e P ™ AR BOKTT 4. 55 40 A 1] DOM S RS T K (K SCAF S T AR BOR (K W A7 (A3 A
B PR SO IR A P A

<Order date="*1999-1-1">
<shipTo country="“US">
<name>
Alice Smith
</name>
<l—comments-->

</Order>

&_/_““x

| SE Order A date *1999-1-1" SE shipTo A country “US” SE name CD "Alice Smith” EE C “comments” ... EE|

Fig.2 Event stream example
2 HAFRIR
23 EHSME
231 HARI R
T2 BT XML A, AT A B, XML E5edlss rhe<” (1 467 B 77 3 g BA R PR
a) <" ANIFIG 0 F B A R 0 R B S J0 F I T UG AT BUE N 1T IR B T AT B4 Br (CDATA
section) ¥ & 4k P 4y 4 (processing instruction) i) JF 46 7 45
b)  “<AVRIR B T AT EOE B A B Ay A i — AN R T
BET LA b2 W, G SR FRATI B v — b P Ak B R R TR B AT < A I 4 B AT BUAR L XML SR )i S AL T
THALHR I 25 B B, AT DAE— 22X XML SOl EAT AR AT AT Beat i R “< i R ] 3 .

Most frequent path

/ ? 7>
EndTag I: - p{  StartPl EndPI
- N >
I /—b[ StartComment EndComment }
v J \
A ||> s
> EndCDATA

A A

A A
StartCDATA

r

Fig.3 Events boundary marking process
K3 el SR

FER 3 UM REAS XML AR AR A< 745 N T 46 745, BT AT B R RS 1 A< T AE TR ) 31
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“< AR B ERAE < 2 G I A SR AT XML AR 28 (10 28 700 BB R R/ B <2 B 1, W OdE — 2D e ik
Al B T AA R AR B — AN I AR O 3R 0 R B IR S A TR R R B — AN S R T F L DL R A R T A #E
FORESEANBRE RGES LR

TERZHE DUT <o 5 U A T 06 70 3% B 45 R 0 38 I TR AR 749 SR T AR D HOis D0 EL e 3 97 ag L 4
TR iy 4 R A S5 BB R R, U AS R ] B 4R R — A< D R < AT BRANAN Ay 3K SRR IR TG 3 R ) — A A A,
Fb 40 R T ) — AN VR T

<!I--This element indicates whether age<40.-->

DR] bk 268 38 DA b A 2R % 50 BT, 35 T2 TRU AR 2 G 3% 1) 28 B 0 3 R 0 25 I 4 R a0 SRR IR A | A2 27, A
AR B A AL EE Ay A R FE AL BT &R, — ELIE R B o> TR H IRk 2 A B iy A 4 R SR PR B S,
DU EE— 25 UM R 7 4 B8 Bl Ve, R A AT R B T AR B v e 45 R

AL 3 v B A S ) VR B A7 A < Bl TR Ry T 0 UG 3R B 4 R TG R I T AR 4 XML Bl b WA 24
K250, R AL BB 3 I TA) AL T Y BIRAS AR N BOIRES T BUAL B TR R 58 1 ARSI <55 0 R 1)
BEAS AT, R — A LORR R AR S A W2 5 A 2 17 Dby <, DALt ot Ak B8R A 900 i 2 PR R M TRV R B AR B0
B0 T 558k 45 # Bk BCS(boundary character/string).

5 BCS Fric il FA7 & XML H i R 73 o 2 A El P A B o] e — ANl 2 AN ik e
P AARAT BT BLREAT IEAT R AT

W T AN P FRATT S8 TR — 18 8 K /N G2 DXL 8 i X 23 8] 23 ) PR AS 3B 43 28 1 20 K/ L3R 23
IR/ L2 9 FRATTEE T XML BRI, SN L2 K/ XML s B2 v X (028 2 3093 A8 SR 4 B B
2 TF G Ak 312 B S B I, BT A R T — AN P )5 — A BCS. W A AT — Sl Yeh e BCS, 4k 241 T
AT KRB 2 DS A BCS MEIEIL.Z BCS Ji AT HHE I — N 70 25 10 28 BAT T AT — S Edi B iy
I Ja—A> BCS JeiZ BCS JiF [ - A1 4080 #% D122 1 £ g b X 505 1 300 an SR L /) T3k S8 52 A5 S04 1)
K E U)o R — AN 28 o X B e DL 1) P O ol Ak B D SR AN — AN S 1R 3 5 s L B A A 7 )
SR RSN, A S5 I I ¢ AR AR 1 187 3 AR S AT A AT BR SR GE ir IX 3 1 34 2R IR L AN R R b AT A
K45 b B AN — AN BCS, i3k 1% BCS (2R AL AL P 5 B oy #6547 B A E.
2.3.2 SIMD 54 KIMEH

FAME SIMD(single instruction,multiple data)+5 4> >k s 75 4b B AR 3C A7, P48 I 9e4e /K SSE 4.2 $74
4E4F SSE 4.2 544 AT 4 4154 RN 7755 1 FI SCAR AL PR GX 6 35 4 A 76 SCAS F BB — WK HAT 256 Mk
YEREANSCA R BCRT O 16 77157 10 28 48] W3 BT T G e 46 FH X L8 48 4 bl T 76 T AL 3 op 3T 22 B0 T|] U] — A
FAFIRAT A< B AR P04k B g T 4R B0 A T A IR ZS I, FAl 148 FH PCMESTRM 4842 A7 AN XML #4is it
HTALE LRI DA< 250 DA< B R i R R ER A (12 1=, AT W] LA H PCMESTRM #8 4-K 58 A7 )5
MM 1A -->" g R .
2.4 EHRITME

FHAEARAT I B, H AT A P AR AR IR ZE 1A BCS 028 40 BT 15 H B AN AH 4K BCS 2 (8] (1) 425
BN 1.

Table 1 Events between neighboring BCSs
£ 1 M4 BCS ZInm gt

H1/BCSH M WA AABBCSIA ) FE A (<L 7 v] BB F 1)
StartTag FFaR e, B (%), Z 57 5 (%)
EndTag SERICE, TR R (%)
EndPI,5.EndComment, 5 EndCDATA FRFEAR (%)
StartPI Ab B iy 4
StartComment Vg
StartCDATA TR B
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T AT HE 450, AL B XML A5 5 AN 55 2 T BB 1R B85 28 A7 15K XML 30l N G247 H 22 47
¥ U B2 A7, MR T 0 3 XML S8 78 22 A7 Herb (6 7 4 N 45 o B

FAFARAT L FRAR KRR R FIRAE 48 XML A AT Ik 72— B0 FRATTR 5 T MEAR I A AT Ab 2. 55 42 48 XML Al #r ik
TR 1 — AN AT (0 B0 YA 58 B, s A 4k 2 U FC ¥ JT 46 70 38 3045 R G 35 AT AR P A UK 8 BT H T 2
B S HEAT 0 A F A s 45 4 b DUAE JG A B i e

AN AR P AT S FRATAR A R T FA I R R T R I S T R R I D R T R R
HEAT 5 AL BRI, FRATT I 75 R A AR AR P T R BER P I T 3R X R AL S A B R4 2R I TR K A 982>
25 RALEME

T 5 AR BRI B, i Ak BRAEHOGT 2R il Y 2 b IR R AN IO AT R A 5 40 B IR AT BT — A 2 R AL S R R DT
£ 70 % I HEFR (Global unresolved start element stack, fij FX GUSES). X T~ — AN A fif vk 0, G S 12 300 kg A< /G i 20, )

FWTAZ IR R 25 R0 3 WS, AN GUSES 3t — /N TR T 3 I, 5 1% 45 R 0 28 2047 LT EU A T R i 1 )
TR A il e, FRAT 1K N GUSES Hh R T I 4 76 25 1) i AR b AT 48 R0 LU AR, B 28 12 s Pk PR T 845 B A vk
1 G AR I — AN AR AR R FF 4R T 3R B — N S AR RS S AR AR e IHE AN B GUSES H1 . k2 P A7 e
TEAY, FoATT R i )t — AN 25 N T R K (free element list, fii#% FEL), A GUSES #f it MA S| FEL .24
GUSES T Z A — B T, 56 A FEL Hh 255 J2 15 A 25 R 300, i 204, ) FEL B— A2 bR A H

2 AU PR AR e DER A AR D5 FAT A 1 — A EO P SRR S R P SRR R RS A
T HA P Ak B 58 B AT T XML SO 2 58 28 1, 9149 B — AN 58 2 I 1 2 45 S AR
2.6 MRITLENITITRE

TERATIABE T o R 8 LSO S ok A B 90 50 AN B B 225 BRI B~ 3 B B IR AR I Ak B A e 2 v
DA AL PR 2 1 B ) A 55— AN Bl B AT e e A [RI B B A (7] F 2 R Ak 1. DS 2 Hicdis e R 32 AT N5 B 2 KBS L,
A1 4 JRy B AT A BT 1k 22 AN R ) I8 0K S5 B IRATTN BT A5 XML Bl Pt 37— A XUl 85 3%, BL 2GS R 5
(FIFO) R XA R 1% B 3¢ ZR FR IS AT I A8 YRS 2 % 2 o &b B 58 1R 08 B e 18 75 B PAT L TAT 5 2 — Bt 4%
A RIS FEEAR TS AL B AR S R PR A A A SR AT A NAT 55 RIS AT A A R B AR R

I TFLR TR XML SO SR BT 56 B8, TUDKS > 1 400d PRt B 0 Bl e R v 28 1 AN SRR v i a1
FEHT 58 5 U 45 AR B R,

SR WS Y ET AR B XML s O 2 58 N i 220D R 2 S T A B ) XML EiE A 58
N HEA IETER I RN, Hn Sz by XML SR ES 1 A0 s i e i mr — /N i e £ . &
S AN T BAT 2% H 0 e 1) B SN T B8, 58 U Bk R 08 PR OT 46 A o R S g Bm Bt XML B A 58 ik
N H & IETEH N SRR BN AHZ A XML ST S 1A B S Bz g i mir— AN B S i B0 ¥ 56 1k
N U)K 2R A0 A T s Ak SR 22 504 B ) XML B8 228 56 BN 1) T 98 R 22 R HP 2 L JO R 58 il A S Ak 1
[ E HE B Bk 2 01 B T Ui Adb.

AUR 2. W BCAHT G R SR 4> O 58 P B 3500 B A Hr E B S R o0 A S HAR R IE
TERE AN AR AT, B Sz o XML SO 1 AN B0 S sl 2 e i i — AN 00 B 35008 O 4 58 s 3R &)
53 TS A B PEAT B R 40, 56 I Bk R A B0 T AR A7 T, I T4 2% AR P AR 1 MR 5 e A B 1 Bl
Yo BB IEER TR AL

AR 3. WS YR B AR AT C A S8 e P IR 4,0 BN TR B SR ATT A e s H A I
T 50l (4 2 FR AT ST AR AT, TN 2 50 BREAT A A AT, 5 S0 6 ZR 000 B O 43 Ak s dn RS 14 i 0000 B %) = i AT
TV 28 56 1, B M T 408 B ) AR AT VA 50 B ELIE 7 B 0 P e R PAAT AR b M R B R R 3 1 PR ot
JCA 0 A B ) S e B AR O BT 4 A

UR A W YT EOE P S b B T4 56 K, B G IR T A6 A T SR 2 i A B i S A BRI A 8 HR R IE
FERE N AR PAT A AZ P XML SCRF S 1 AR Pl Sy — AN B0 e it 508 O 28 58 s A 2,

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



1202 Journal of Software #k#F34% Vol.24, No.6, June 2013

YOS 2 B R AT T AR B, 6 1 6 A A0 P T Ak SR 24 iy s DR 14 i A B 0 5 B, BT 24 iR DR 1 ) Ak

PEBAT 58 B HIEAE R0 AL RE AT, 17 1T 1% R RHER P o 1 HROR e ld 4 FS Ak 2L 1) 3000 T, B R0 A T 4 Ak
IZTAE I B B BN AR L ST A S AL B LLRK 2 07 sUis AT OF HAE AT B, 2 A

Kt S T vl LLFAT IS AT IR BRA T 10— bk & TR AT 1K 5 12k AL B 2N B B, 5 XML 8l A XMIL ST

PEEEA XML Hofls e 1 22 o X 0 SRBE RAA S A XML BT R e BEAR PR RE R — & 20 A — A Sl

B BOIN N /K e b P DL i A 1 e

27 AGFEMEHNXER

FEASC AR M AT R PP g 7 A2 XML SCPF IR 58 B PR3, BUAE XML SR AE e — 2D AT 6 T A MR o X
BLANRBADS B BCS B AF#HEAT A A7 TT R K 35115 £ 2 e RE AT I PR e 2 AR 22 et Uy 50— Ot
FE— € HOCRL K BCS B A A7 30 W O TS el B — RO e AN, I P T e — 5 50 10 N A7 300, B 2 8 1)
N Ak X REAE A A T R (R 8 A Kk 9D RV % 5 ST RE R IR B WA B ER B R TR I A
PERE.

3 KWERRS

FAIHESET Intel Xeon X7560 CPU. #i# K 2.27GHz 1 8 #% Linux HL2¢ LT AL AT T GCC 4.4.4
O 1 0%, G PR IR0 —O3. IR ST A DBLP XML JIAR S PEPER ISR A3 S8 47 B (158 1 346 4) L1 % LKB.AS U4
WS Ee 45 5 Libxml2 SAX2 FI HPSAXEHEAT %) L.

A SC VR A5 AE T 52 IR 1 B IR AT R K 2 1K VR A IR AT AR B R AT 45 R O AR, T RR AR S VA
HPES(hybrid method producing event stream). H i, A Tk & 21 10 28 BL0F5T 4 HPSAXPL H b S BF 5% 4325 14 1E A
BT XML F5c 305 B )R], B XML 50305 7 A A7 26 17 DA 28 4 30 8 L 7 A 22 [ 0 Bl T R0 . A 07 0 SO PR /e W 77 22
17 2 J A5 HOAR AT 7 15 HPSAXPLR I E 45 1 Uik 4 B AR FIE1T 5 YR T I 7 XA SR
SKHUT A1 HPSAXENFIBE (1 i, 7 T A8 A7 22 RO 34948, A BURRGE 19 P 3538 17 1 ).

3.1 EE{RI4RE

T ST MR AR ST VE RN C A WS AR B L B IR IRATE R IT IR XML K Libxml2 SAX2 fEXT T,
Libxml2 SAX2 by W FEFR 7. 7 Ah, 7= A L3 i XA b i 45 SR XML AT A B R TAE N
HPSAXPLZE %] Ee S5, 3R XML SCPE /N b 32MB. K B 28 b (X 5 2 9843 L2 KNS A 100KB.

BATIAF Libxml2 fFEATHS [ 2 507ms(millisecond). 75 %3 et ) A7 8 FE GG 300, AR SC ) e FE R AT AR )P
Lb LibxmI2 SAX2 18 A 2 Seik Py 7758 B1LIS AR SC 0 B 26 P AT R (R A AT B ) 24 301mes.

SRJE G A ST 7S HPSAX 1R L%,

B HPES Jrikh HPSAX [KAEATIS M VE L, an i 4 B e G R 00~ HPSAX Jr VMl b 5 2
816ms; 7t 8 £ FiL i), HPSAX J7 VA f My if 17 4y 183ms, 1] HPES fif b7 iif 111 4y 58ms. 7 8 £k f& N, HPES J5 7% Lk HPSAX
Jr i mig Ly 3 £,

~—HPES
-#-HPSAX

Time (ms)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Thread number
Fig.4 Time of HPES vs. HPSAX

Bl 4 HPES 5 HPSAX fi#ffr i ia) ik
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HPES J5 A1 HPSAX Jiik M tb wn ¥l 5 fin. 5 B R AH L HPES J5VETE 8 £6F2 T I ik 5.05,1f
HPSAX 75 v i 5 KNk b 2y 4.46. 28 £ FE 50N T 5 I8 HPES f 05 L 5 HPSAX 33k 24 £ FE 8 K T 5 I, HPES
B0 B KT HPSAX [fyn i tb.HPES Eb HPSAX J7 i BLAT B vl 3 e k.
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