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HEXTREURE

TaE K ¥ mEF &xEH#

(REREFTABIAE L#E 200430

HE AEMLBEAFTASELIAPRTSRAE AREANBEIRGEEEEREEH
PR R FEN ER SN FIEAR TR EN (Cloning)  EHZ F AT EM. W
REARET,. IBENNRABRTEHENSE. AR RUTELRENPEGRESRYGE
BREENTE B UREZE P2 RN T 5447 (Symbolic Analysis)#5 )7, 37 &5 —
B A (0 Omega AL EABELE, W S T L R/ RE N E IR TEE S T REV T
HiIETR AFT *ﬁ%?ﬂ?%ﬁﬂl %t F Perfect Benchmark flili25 RFBEH T H A ERAHA.

% 8845 AR BRI S Y. R E ST . E RS,

HAUAVEF —REEmETEIREN R, RS R EIFF TR TR, BKAA
EITR R R A AT, TR F TR A P AR F PR AT A KA E
AEHLFH. FE0E T R IBEF O, AR E R XA THRRE T EART
MR A ANEHITESAIREANER CEEEBRI R AR ERONES. AT
H W R AR IR IR RE T AT L. AR DRI — M 2 RO ST (Inline) FI L R (7]
EEAE D

HRHEAR AN TS, EASRNASEE# B 2R R Ee. HiF
A FE (40 FORTRAN Bl s fOER#E) i B2 R B B9 CALL Ea A N XM HE
—AERF,BE TR, R E L RE TS T I RRARERREFRHE
Br Lo RSB T E A RS RAER T ESEEFRERHARERERNE
Ak, o B 2 Rl o M Ll AL B, [A] B S IR AT L 4T LRI S R R TR S 2 BB b, Hok .2t
REAERT B FHERE, BEERENERT ARG RIE. A S HEF RS2 EEWN T
B 583, G 8F i A A R USRC S, A BB R A 7R SE BT - BB TR e EL .

Tt B {E S\ A E T U R AR, EEREIRREFHSGEENEAE T,
R EEAR S EER EEE SRR R RN E . MRS B AE— R
B, XHAFERETT. ENRAZIBE S MRS ARNESTETERANEE, X

s EXHRBIERE RHEESANER o3 MR HMA LS D, 8 ThE 19N F4 . \L. TEFRASEN
FATRVB. BRAS. 1968 A4, YFIG ., F BRI 0 47 /% MBS, 1065 F 4 I, FEM AT HTRE N
B 1043 S MR L S0, FEH RS 0.

AXBERBEEN T4, B 200433, 8 B HTUEHRRH
203 1995-10-30 WL B B i
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#E A2 P I AR DG A A U AT I o T BB R R — e Y. AR SRR R 1 5 A R B BUE
B YER » B MR R B

£ T 2 EARNEA U4 IR T —HEF8 7% 3 2 EAF (Cloning). 4B
R R SE AR R AR AT LR B A, R URE T 2,
ERETEHSANLSHED, EXTER LRI REEEEETHIEFNER. X &
AT H AR E A 7= A A A 4 BRIE A 5 B4k, RBRIRSh. e, AREA G RIFREE
HELE A3 B LR ERFEKAMRAR LG E, BRNEIE BRI S0 —#.

SRAIA U A F T I REGHEES, B/ M T HTE BTN 3 M58 (DI
LB AR XA A M ER B RE . (DA EFARESEENIREE. GORE
P ARE R LS B PN R £ B0 LR AT A [ 2 . Hoh gt
BEBEERAN RO HRMEE.

HEELEMEHSFREARESER, M HELS, RS R AR L 2RE
¥, EAFEMEH S FREA—, AFEIREN. 7 I - PREREHITREFLRANHFT
L8, LAINREF S AMEE L AR IR Y TETHSEAX RN REN TR &7
AR R AT ER LR, 5HETE R, Omega MR SR AM ARG, WM T HES5
ﬁﬁ.é‘j]- fal

B F 4 xS B EM AR LR N4, AXEETR T A RBEESFS
HRXXRNHE, SO TREMO L EHAEHT TIHE, B AR RN & 3Tk
R4 AFT FB3 T THAFT REATIEE LERKER T RN E SIHTHRLE, AT T
] R — 7K T PE SR 1B 7T 2 I SCHR(6 1) o B X Perfect Benchmark By 25 R AT LLE F
AT R TR

1 WRFOR MG TAE

ST T B B R AR R A 2 R B AT
CALL SUB(18,20,30) Sl
CALL SUB(10,20,5) s2

CALL SUB(L,N,L+N) 53

SUBROUTINE SUB(K1,K2,K3)
DO 10 I=1,K2
AUT+KD=AUT+K3)
10 COMNTINUE
END

LR EF R R SUB, BEH 1 DO &3, HH17m? RITEES1 5522
AEAERL,S1 M S2 K4 K1,K2,K3 —4UH 3, RITTHR EHBELES SUBK
S1 AR AR RIS B384 SUB &, FTH Bl A 5 R A EE, Fik SUB FHH
FEE A, WA S2 A A 8 T HRE LG, THED R SUB MIEF T34l
A FEBTRI R RARE, ATGR ATRT 4 AT AT LRI R SUB B A,

3t S1 052, 1B AE BERRE R, WA T S3 XA, AL R UER F BRI R
R, BRI T A ES B BEG S MRELSZ AT - EHX R, MK3
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=K1+K2, T BENT, BRIV R L2 EREBATE SUB 584 A BHEX NN
[14+K1+K2,K1+2K2], TiBR AR [1+K1.K1+K2], iS4 THEEE KRR
B, HE MK, Bt SUB i A S3 WA 3Tk, BT AR AT TEFER R HES 2
[B] B2 225 I8 258 A T AR A

THRZEFETRENENEREE.

CALL SUB1(10,20,30)
CALL SUBZ(10,20,5)
CALL SUB3(L,N,L+N)

SUBROUTINE SUB1(K1,K2,K3)
DOALL10 I=1,20
AU+10)=A+30)
10 CONTINUE
END

SUBROUTINE SUB2(K1,K2,K3)
DO 10 I=1,20
A(I+10)=AU+5)
10 CONTINUE
END

SUBROUTINE SUB3(K1,K2,K3)
DOALL 10 I=1,K2
AUIAKD) =AU+ K1+K2)
10 CONTINUE
END |

Rl Ay 24 W IR AR SC R o A 07 Tk E B ARIE A B T A7 BB TR 200 57 IR S 352 , o L x4k
RAEFA A A BT ik E AR T8 T LA RS B S B RA A AFEL, R AR Y
HERELS AR ERAH, PN LERE N H —BESHREREA

2 IREBZEXRPEE

FHEN B RRES €M ESRIEAF L DR ML S 2 a5, BB
B ESRARFH TR —EERLER REH A EESRERBEREREHRR X
FEFNIERIRE T L2 2 JFIBTH (9 S0H 0 R A, H RX M ARL TR, (Ve R AT A9 2 A
A4 5 2 0915 BT BB A OGS,

AT R R A B LSRR A B RITBEBN L2 (SRR A HEX
RI#Y B S ] fiE A R B2 AR el B B PR 7 L o) S T B B 5 ek AT T A B R
B RERE R TEEHERAN LS REXFICREERREMG LD, FENIH
HERTE. BITHEFZ B XS ERFREE A P .

EIHERARNEH, TR AEN g BERFRLSRERX MBESREAATIH
RKFURTEREAEREIA TG REHREEREEMRPMWALE, LB TN X,
Y,Z, X+, ER SR FY (1,0,07,(0,1,07,(0,0,1)7, (1,1, 07 FEXER
HRE BT EW X, X1 ROTWAEARENRARN EERITHERLELSRERH
ERZXENERTRWES FEE, BRITHS B HPONEE ZE0H m B8 hn— 5 3050,
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WESHER DN n. SFERANEH m, WRRE  MESREIXNFHER .,
Qipe e s a,-m)T,ﬁ':F' a:’j%% J /l\*fﬁﬁ]?‘ﬁslg]émalétﬁﬂ- ‘

n PIIEBHABERE AR
a, 4y @
a1z Az Qpz
Ayn  Aom Ve Epm

R R AR BB 2 R T DR 1 B, B AEREEE A TS | TR SRR
BT RE P, ER TR L RN T, HE BR T BEIRE (DA
IR TRM, NS | P W —1 FRR BERETE RS N BHF I ERAS
G |

EEEP BLERNLEHMUENSREATFER TESHHEE:
FIND_RELATION(N,F) /% ESHEEEREP H,NEZLZEHDE «/
BEGIN
SORT(N,P); /x WMEBHF / '
BN <<— FIND_BASE(N,P,BS), Jr FRERER HHFRKEBS R ERMEREALTW «/
IF (BN<N)
HHELSFIELHERK BS ZR. HiLFRERFL.
ENDIF
END

SORT(N,P).
BEGIN
FOR J=0,N—1
XUJ <<~ PIT]&ZE R8s
Y] <— PUIEERHEN,
ENDFOR
BHAE XY PRENKPEHA P/« XZRHEFAEY TRMKA </
END

FIND .BASE(n,P,BS)
BEGIN
m<<— ZRERY T
A<—n PEEBREANT HE, fe A REMERBIMNIERE «/
FOR I=1,m
FOR J=I.,n
IFA[T,J] o
BHEALETHARBENE:
ENDIF .
ENDFOR
; ENDFOR
FOR I=1,n
FOR J=1,m
IF (A[J,I1 Y0 ) ‘
. WEFERMAESREANIMANER BS d1,;
break;
ENDIF
ENDFOR
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ENDFOR
END

KERAXE BS REZE, RELSRARMT LB EE BS FRFRERKERT.
BRERARE BS= {2 225052} B/

xi%ail.)h+aizyz+'"+asmym+di_(m+1) (1'=l,2,"‘,q) )]
ﬁFF' Airscizee o s sasm%ﬁﬁ MisVase e 3¥Vm E{Jg\ﬁﬂzi{m+l)%#ﬁ]ﬁ{ T&%"'E":-%%ﬁﬁ
=iyttt rayatraa @

MazksRER x HERERE BS FRER z152, 00, BAEA SR, LR
*ﬁ%ﬁ kiskss.. .kq+1{i‘f§ Rtk o thaet kb = \ 3
B (1) — (DR KATAT LI

a11 an Qg1 0 b
| a1
a1z Az Ay 0 A
z Ly
......
e | =
k, T
Qim Aom *,, a4 0
kot Fmt1
Qimr1y Qaimtd) oo Bgmin 1
ag Qs e g 0
Az 227 g2 0
3 %A
......
Qm Qom e aq,,, 0
Qim+1)  Famt1)  eee Gaeme1y 1

(Riskase s skor) KT (risrase oo srme) A RT, W AK =R, B EETE T A 25,
ATA B BETRAE, BTt ATAK=ATR W[ 1§
K=(ATA)'A"R )
witE A EERAA B ERAXGERRNASG B, B A BEAR®, BT
WREAFRATA AT BEHHE 1R,
o BT A, LB FE AR LN, LN, W H M R R & A, 07, 0,17, (1,
DT EFHRERER, DEFE3 M ERSFEREITHE, FUELHEB 1.8 21 L8R

BREM BERAEE S T ESU+DHF 1.2 M LSREIANHE RE HEMER A
1 06 0

* {o 1 0] JEIBp R L R H(1,1,007. X EWRKB K=01,1,0), HE2 WS 3
0 0 1
TEEBRE 1.2 TEESHACEBRECY 0.
WIHEELESRARAHERETRARNBUERFWAS ZICRBE, RITHRE TX
22 AR BT A REARE B, IBX (5 B R FFEVE Cloning #yd B R[4, 6 LUSHIEH
(A EMERELRT —E8EE. B Cloning B, RH MR L 2F EA T EE
FH U EHE— T REE. 4] R ERATHEG RN BB A #HITEIHET
FEYAR, X RFTEEEEYSE, TERPEESEEMN S, HrE 2 R08, 5
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MR ILAE R A e AR R0 B, TR AR T RUEE T4 IR K.
3 WBRERSH

Z<SCHE H i R E R 1T 2 FORTRAN B F H Z 3T kmig R (AFD BRI T £
B, %33 %t Perfect Benchmark 13 M2FAMIER , H TR MAE Cloning /7, F 3 11 /FRE
BAF, H o TISL F fynf# OLDA BE 5% 100 6y 1 N ZEFFFF BT HITRELS 6024,
1 Cloning J& B MNETH ] LAFHATL , T A1E Cloning, REEH T L EEMZEGZTREF H
1B LWSLF i3 # INTERF BEARE X 1 000 9 1 - =F M BITHITH
vi 92%, 1€ Cloning [ BFEH 2 NEA & L#E T LT 46, 1A FE Cloning ¥R G I+ 47
b, B 5 — 413 & BNDRY E @475 % 100 A9 — EAE 5 1E Cloning J5 7 3471k, A 4E
Cloning #, ABEHATIL. F 4 — 1 B/FEOCSLF, o E FTRVMT W45 45109 §71 H=&
& P BT IRATRT ] &5 45 %4 F Cloning J& 7] RLIEAT IR (48 4 A 5D » A% Cloning #§
REEFHATL. _

7 1 P 73X 3 M EIFE SGI Challenge 4L HZ EFMWAHIUR 545 £ AFT #H
Cloning I 88 5 f14k Cloning L & PFA (power fortran accelerator, J& B BR /v 1A 8928 X 8y
B K TFZ—0 B ST RS 1 INE H CRATIFT B ]/ R T thiT i TED.

#£1
BESE PFA fn#t,  AFT £ [f Cloning il H.  AFT {E Cloning hn#
LWSLF 1.0l 1.02 3. 87
TISL F 0.35 0.96 1.59
OCSL F 1.60 1.1¢ 1.18

AFT 3t OCSL F £ Cloning i {9 EFRIVTHEFFEE, XE2E N RFHFTHEHFE
Cache #}8(Thrashing) A1, 205 745X A, 38 7148 75 % B F 78 Cloning 1 J2 77 3 &
89. M PFA #9232 [543 4 (55 Cloning) 88 f ¥ 55 . Br AN X 3 B FEER G %R

5% 2 )H T Perfect Benchrnark 13 4~#2 /¥ { Inline # Cloning S F B KR LB K+
KREREBEFOTYE AEE-EEBTHRGEARN TEF. NRPROTLUR IR
EMMBFERT /D TEERA SEEIEETH —KMA.

=2
BREH RRFEE Inline & J Cloning 1 B
APSL F 6 805 64 851 7 863
CSSLF 18 465 6 613 239 35 093
LGSLF 2 816 17 574 2 936
MTSL F 3 910 6 183 4129
NASLF 4 518 8 092 4 932
OCSL F 3 163 39 454 3437
SDSLF 8 264 17 511 11 006
SMSI F 3470 77 681 G 578
SRSLF 4 582 6 254 5 950
TFSL.F 2 339 4 695 2 693
TISL F 398 489 441
WSSLF 4 590 58 058 § 5061
LWSLF 1 445 2224 1713
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4 GEFiB

A SCHE T BRI 2787 Cloning HA TR AXMN LB EEARE, Kl T —TFR
LB MK ZNTE, LABEAS I A ESREAPRE-AE REFRELSRE
AMEBERBRRUAE, IRBAETEAN T EREBHR NS R IRFANESZ
[B] &) B R — LRSS AR, NI BB XA R AL T a0 H R X
RINERH ARG RS, KT ER LRARN. ERERF L FCEINESZBXR
EXH AR —EAEXR, MAPEAXELSFERLSHL T ARAIXEAFXA B
WAREEF ET R ES 2 BXEARAEX R RIE AT —EETH, THRER
LA TS TAF E AR Y .
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CLONING AND ITS IMPLEMENTATION
Ding Yonghua Chen Tong Zang Binyu Zhu Chuangi

(Institute of Parallel Processing Fudan University Shanghai 200433)

Abstract Interprocedural analysis is one of the critical issues for parallelizing compil-
ers. Traditionally, inline and interprocedural information propagation are the two methods
to solve the problem. Recently, a new technique called cloning shows its advantage.
Cloning creates specialized copies of procedure body to allow distinct call site inherits an
environment context that allows for better code optimization. Previous research focused on
constant propagation. This paper presents a method that can propagate the information of
symbolic linear equations. The capability of cloning is enhanced by the new method. The
authors implemented their scheme in AFT, a paralielizing compiler that they developed.
The test result illustrates the effectiveness of this method.

Key words Cloning, data dependence analysis, interprocedural analysis, information

- propagation.
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