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—/MT R BEBIRR S HTRIESS
BT 4RI # ¥

_ (HRAZITEAEE Ba 210093
(HRASHENREFRRERESCRE BEa 210093

WE FCERG— 3B KE RS WER &% 2 KX E S B HTG (hierarchicaltask
graph) FFRFHEEIF M0 R R 51548 EER P E LT 28K ProcTeble #1 = X H A
11728 B BCG (binary_call_graph), DA E B B4 AL 40 B/ D ,

x®ANA #ﬁﬁi&'ﬂﬁl‘ﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁiﬁ]m'E‘—':ﬂtﬁ%,ﬁﬁﬁn’iﬁﬁaﬁﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ-
@4 %S TP311.11

KA IATA R G A B B AR IR K78 th o B L E R A MR R B
g E AL B R RE . FE H AT R A BULA R R B S R e S E R AR
A7 PR g s R T L SR R BB AT WA o A R PR RSR , SZ RV KA PR W fE
R {8, i R ERRCR A R EIE. T4 PR L EaFauER- L 1R
TAERZHMFREF T, 217

e, B — AR AT A AT, — R B IEAT DT R A R K
BHAR LR BT . BN R CRAEET — BT, B EEE I B
F—e R R TRF R AR TR BT — R A SR IEME S LA R
— 2, FUHIRL BB BT H R B 23 4 . SR IEATHER I E bR L3474 B BT IR B
- THERIEAT MBS 30 R S 70 XL & BRI 2 B AU B R =2 b AT B 7T R 1
B—AME%. LSRR TR — 3 B R AT AR5 BT RL it R A R A B TPA
(inter-procedural analysis) WS EBFEEFITHREEFTEERN.

Ao PR () MO AT RS B AR T AT B h X B AT AR, G R AR A
R TF M EBE R  RATE R X ¥ F R A — SR ST AR B, BV A RT R r
BRI GG MM, X E T — S R, EEARE AT RS RN B
R T 4 XM BRI MR R 2 F SRR ERET. RS EERS Ry REM
WA B RN FZ M ITm BN AR NS SR ES T IRERA M TEEN

» EXBFFFDNER 863 HAT B LSV, fEEA I 1073 4, 14, T BB WA HITH I KRR
1960 4Rk, 4, B4R, T ERF 0P N H 4755 3L, 1042 454 B3R W - B0, B EHRSECL 04 5 # TR
YRS \

ELEREEA AT, 5 210093, l B2 iHEVAIE R
3 1996-11-08 W B B Rk T '
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AT » B R R AL 20 B A i P W SO IR i R AR AR R MR R A B A B SR
MRS, BE R FRIHES (W CH+H DM S HEE S AR EREE TR
) 4 26 7 B AR R AL ER R B S BB RBRER BB ER. IPA AR ER
RT3 3R — R AR 5 A A R PR A R AR AT AL 4 13 A B — P T -

10 B4R, A RES TiFE PA Fk AR (Indine) P RFT R TPA 1) —FERH
Bk, WEEEESEEES ML CHEFEKIERTEZNEE, L5 LHRS
g SR A Interval G347 B 7E XA AR FE PEAT Interval B M S0 b 0 A SR 40 bR 20 S0 A
S NS B THHT AR PR AR MR . L B AE FORTRAN B 5 g0 8%, i i
(ICP) J ¥ 2 8 400 A 52 640 R 01 97 o 0 PR 3£ 38 03 R B 2 P AT B A o B T
2, TR F A7 6L O R 5 B 41 (Region Summary Group) Jy &M 8 i 4+ Hi 1
R P ot R O AL 1 L S Ik PR SR AR L4 T, Cooper FI Kennedy ™ 8 1) —FH AR
3 Binding-Multigraph §75 k@8 IPA 3. & A ER &7 BRXHE - L28KE
2K R EI S M5 IR AY F B9 Mohd Saman % ASEFIZ T Bernstein #9753, 3] AN
0 4 o 3 AR 3R 15 B B AT — B R R AT 4 B R A0 . Wilson A RSB —
b o e R B T D AN T R R LURS R E A MEUE R K 2.

AEW TR RERERS N IPA HER RITKEERAEFEHTC FTEY
WREFFATH M E R 5 R E X T 8% ProcTable F — 3UR 2 UK 3 7 8 A B
BCG, F T 48 42 i P20 FH A 15 R A0 FE R0 o 4k P 0 0 e 6 T ) G BB SR P2 AR Y
.

A R AT AR A T R B B & (R AR B Ry | AR R S E A A X
it BB E ARG, C/CH HIET Mg SRE R 2T RS 4 RS RITRAESE
BRi C/C+ + T s 51 & R A T BRI R, X 5 5 & R AR A HAITRA
i ERFER MARLFEG FHRE EIREAENEEERE AL LS HER
R BEHBEEE ATTRER T 52 = .

1 RRESEHTG Mg ErBiERR

1.1 HTG B

SCHRT6 4R M Y BSs-TPA ok e 4 o IR R A o i8] e » 7 35 B L S 9 8 A B0 D
HATPE DL B AT I (4 18] FOR. RATR A T Bk 892 WL & B HTG (hierarchical -task
graph) R A

o VP B VR HR AT AR TR B 1B 2 £ ) % B CFG (control-flow graph). “JHTG B #F CFG
LR HEE SR A ARG R E A SR R RS S R R R A S (H
B AE .

HTG BRI EMER G AB A PRER. ERE T AREEMZRGHTH.
AR R4 AR R AL FAT BB A AT OL A AU, B sS ME I T R A P g

BRI ST & X & R HTG 25 S5 (A A S sl i L o8 48 T4E i IPA B9 TR
RIODHTG B Call 45 SMBURH B (RS ERE. L5 BANRE) BREX 4HF
% Call 25 S — B4R TRA HTG BASTE BN S 5 LS IR R BN ALR 85
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ERHTHRE RS ZASARE . E B RS Hr i .

EBEPHANE JEERMFET - SR RE, AT HARE. - —RINEH
R ETTIA 48, RE LGB F A LRSS S NSRRI AT P HTG LR

—ANRE Z B ER T R AR . R T — S AR AL AR TER

HE AR 8 T AR 0 7 1 ke A B o7 R op i 5 R B AR TE AR AR T HEE i A
.
1.2 MWiERT

TPA th¥ig &R AR % EH. B, ROMERA BO—LAFFE ) 5 8 #om BUn
TRAGES:MOD(BYH USE(B). 3{EE— 1B AR B -T7HR v:

v EMOD(BY<——#47 B % v fIH
v CUSE(B) «<—HATBHERT v E

BR, EHE CFG MR AR A HEEDIE A bp MOD 5 USE #4581, — iy
Bt B SEE 4 5 MOD 5 USE &5 HE N T ER N £ mEER G 8 AR
Rl 6 1R B Ay EETF Bernstain &1 78k FEMPIBUE. BREAE L REURE SoyRal 1138
(1, 3 BT AT RN TR B R B A T R0 IPA 4047

— AL B AFUATESS F B EFN-—&KIEM .

« RD fE— BT B HABERSE:  RDB)= YUSESH— UMOD(SH

C WT S $di B MRS ERE. WI(B)— UMODSH— U USE(S)

© RW f5— #47 B SHEH SRS RW (B) = | USE(SHN U MOD(S?)

TR B Flow-sensitive 4347 BI 72 4 1 BT A B 72 A PAAT#R - 5 5 | B BF 48 4
R IRM Y 5 A N 5 2 Flow-insensitive 437, 81 -~ 1 72 9 I 7T BE 3 2 A9 B8 1%
B. 5599447 Flow-insensitive 4347 of i B 35 8 & 1 T, W0 A S 46 i L 0¥ - T 22 1) 5 Sh Ak
B B E WS E T ERE T 2 BT &R THE B R R B SR AR O AR

BokE s X At B S SR RITE R F—#HAK:

Call RD(S)=Local RD(SHUL _ U mapl.(G-RD(@))] (1)
e=(p.0)E

Call WT ($)=Local WT(SHUL_ U  map2G.WT{g))] (2)
e={p.g y

Call RW (S)=Local RW(SUL _ U _map3.(G-RW(g))] (3

Call XX (XX B[R RD,WT,RW Z—, FRDERE p ZAMAL S £WiE/5/12H
EAERE. Local XX RS FRFEERNHNERE, —MRESTR XX H RD i G
BEARBE AN — M REEORE RN E TR SBERMK = () @ 2 p BRI
— S BREIT ¢ WA FEHAMSHBIHE p (AN ER. TR, Call— XX(S)@"‘*T S R
WEBMES PE-HBEBRANER. b, (O~ EDHERBENFTLE T
BHAE, UIGHTAMELH RD.WT,RW 4. iX— S RHEITTE Hﬁﬁ%ﬁk?ﬁ%ﬁmi
BH.

22 (1)~ O FAVEOMRE G XX (p)F A3, e Ty a:
G,RD(p)=D_RD(p)U[P_%J> q)mapl,(R,RD(q))]U[HHq)(GﬁRD(q)HM)] (4}
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i £ RD KB, WT . RW ymap] i AR N B map BRBL BTHEH PR SRR TR (O
REALE » —MRD (G RD(PpOFET p NHEFEAWEREWDW-RDOPOILE A
E— BB GRS AN ERE Grapl (RERD(g)) v mapl I HTE - LBH
%) LB AR R 8 RO £ GBI BAR ., Il ¢ FREE R X, DR
Vig: 22 AN R Sk 3

WT,RW #it BN REZ T T map BN REERBLLL/ 5| FIE ZME]
#Z &, J5 30

ERESKHES ¢ ¥ RD,WT . RW B2 5, pixt ¢ MEfA S ERitH ik 3 #Eg
A RN 82 . RI18E T HTG 2R EERER XRERMESEHTR
P IR TR B R Y.

2 HEFRTHIESR
2.1 13383 ProcTable ,

HTG S8 4 A BARE MR A D AR, 2425 Call 85 int, B — DRI
LEE RIS HTG 54 T84t _

R SR 4 AL B 8 37 — it #8 & ProcTable. XA MCA LA R4 O 2R
BRFF M, e T 2R Y. BRAEHSEENEFRARGF NHELBNRTE
FE;QE— T BAdBRRATUSSHSZVORHMR S MBS TREEHO
P T o 5] 2 ) R

ProcTable @& 7 B HERFE Wi B 2 S ELHMHSE DM AL EX
Fn HTG 8 S 8E % AT R X X H Flow-sensitive 777 » Bl 532 ) FLE5 SR F
X i o AR R B R & R R SR SE B

MY R ik IPA B9 —FE A i, B B B BBl B HAA e RHE
T R AT BB T SR RA S R BT RS LR A THZNERE, X
b AR D LR . BSs IPA F e RA. BR, RO AMLIR BT F AL DRE/NE
IR HTC 5 M UM T 5 . ATRERTZ A i - SE 5 A 0 X rE LR & B RY.

2.2 A AE BCG ' ‘

b FE R A R B 45 R B R R IR R S AR A B R R — 4 BCG
(binary _call graph) 325 I B A main O FE ARG &M - HH HIA, L B Ty
A AR 3 PR O o H A A i 4 S O TR R R 1 P e ol 2 o 0 o A Y i A

25T FE Y R R PR E B R A B R L i R BUE S BB ES
SLRAR R R SR BEE, TROTR A SO Y A kR R R . R A A o PR T Y R
BB S TEIEAC HEBTRAEC HRANS 1 AS8.Fx . MERCE
BAHaEEMIBEA HEBEF&s CHAARESRAT MBI REA &2,
niger C RAAELENRE — SR EA. B L 40— BCG.

BB ERELE. B2 AdRERER P~ X X WEZEN R
— A RFAAX DECEEAMST G XD . H X 5 X' WSHHE. rthet. LERE
HE--SEMAQ CHBEEAHE Y. AAARMAES . ARWB A TERNHABENERE,
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main( )
{ H
£3{ }
f1{...} {
gli... h f4{ }; /
. (Aalfz | JL.Ja ] ]
hi{...}: }
} gl{...} .
(.. 15 { LI [Aj[Ale [A][ATH TA]
f
g2{ };
f2{ };
}
3{ }; : .
BEF I R Binary _Call_Graph
E1 Binary_Call_Graph .
3H Q S BCG gyl
HTG f.ProcTable J BCG =# 1 T IPA BYHEZE. [ 2 £ — 1 EE B I E .
object name:fl
formal_p{x1,x2,...) formals_pix1,x2,...
actual_p<{al,a2,...) call site
data_set ) class_index
l HTG_nodes_number
HTG_pointer —1 HIGH
[RDlmle—Jl/M 2], Cother fields), .

BAFAEMEE  Binary Call_Graph " ProcTuble
E2 A R

3 WREMBERSTEE HTG_IPA

FAVEIT A PR A8 AT B0 B, BRVE HTG_IPA , KA BB RE— 182
PR 10T R S A, A 4 S 00 ) 5 i 4 D AL » SV R R R, RS 8 B 10
5 BIE B & MR AR A EERRNERGES MR AL ARG ST
W SRR A LS A5 B S S

HTG_IPA &3

BUE 1. R EBUE BT HTG_TIPA

1. init..ProcTable();
2. /» create Call Graph * /

3. 1

4, fill —item_fietds () ;

5. transmit (class_index ,object) &

6. for each call site

7. create (actual_parameter, formal _parameter) ;
8. create.—call_graph( ) / % recursively = /;
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9. }

10, trans—class( object, HTG-_head )

11. form—new_AFs( );

12. trans—actual{ actual_perameter }; / # recursively =/
13. preorder—travel( Binary..Call_Graph );

14. {

15. for each node Ni

16. merge{ Ni J;

17. }

5B 1 TR MM ProcTable, SN IR ERLF N HTC 4558 RD, WT.RW £,
BN S UE(E B 5% 2 178158 9 fTREIE Binary_Call_Graph, 5 5 T RES NI ER
B RAE B GERTE HTG i Call B MR (R SR AE ROE S I TiITHR
FE AR -—ERAT R C+HEFHIFRZAL. LR ERMNSH T RBEREBHE
# [P 8377 — KR, 7E ProcTable PHZIBIT MR AR T #7. 72 Call graph hF
W AHZEE R (PR MR 2RABRM SR R E 0RMR, EEN SR EER
e UETHERNBRSRE. TRAMEBRER. BETURFRERRH K8
BABERRE-ITHTENESERESH. £ 10~12 7L2 . R F 8 FR B ¥iEFTRE
PLB1L2RARBRNBHMLEIR F 2~ TREKERBEHA T &, 8 13~16
TRREHEEE 8RAE L& 38 Merge OIEFMEIBEMERIEFBE, BREHABRL
ik gl R Y8 '
Bt 2 ABRRFESHBEHER MergeO

Merge{p):
WA HBRREN MR ENTE p
{

get—all(p,new_data),

/% 5 BB R BRI FIE HTG 858 RD, WT,RW S8 » /

del_local{ new_data)

/e MERRRER </
summary( D_RD(p),new_data};

S R BRE R SRS TR S AN, « /
compute(new_data);
compare (new_data,new_data’ ) ;
/% & new—data i RD, WT,RW , 153 B & i S8 8
B @ e ERW, i a §RD,a EWT,
@ CRD, L aEWT, R0 a I RD. WT ik, B s MMAR RW th
*/

|
AR, IRERESN HTGC  ANFNRESE IR Y HTGC REARN,. B
RE—ELHFABEEL.

4 BERBIS

B HTG %K «.y 3 = # y ME— AR HE, BEAH — A SR, I 2
oy SR, 7E HTG B4 3 MR (D Kz Wk y (2 My Tk (3) =,y ZHE
B,

BRI T2 = 1 v BRI, WD BT % z0dy 71 yodz , 15 —FE R WSS = 71 y
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HBUR KA S B X BE RITAZ B — WA, X#, K188 T4 HTG EX K%K
BRHE DDG=(Vd, Ed) , Hp Vd B HTG 14 &, (2, v) € Ed 2 xddy.
HEBI MR NI B AERE 2 b RITR S — M HTC S/ gA
89 7] i %% A 48 Reach (n) , RIBAMT TGS SN EBIRBIXLE.
TR AR 1 j» B € Reach )i # j B RD,WT ,RW BB R, 4 £ FH
A8t - ' '
WTiURWOH N (RDIURWH=¢F
(RDIURWHNWTiURWH =
_ (WTi URW () (WTj U RWj)= &
Wiy 5 EREAREL W ¢ R0 5 BABIRH IEH idd ;.
REFRMREA RIOTT UG —SBEAASE—EK EHT HTG 4 X%
BREE. 0% B TR AGNTA, SEERA TSN KBRS RS FREE SR
#, 3% BERSHRE LSRR THARE NNROKBER. &£, %Xtk

5 SREIFMERES T

5.1 SCEHLEER

7 SUN SPARC-2 T3 (S E % 45 SunOS) I WYSE 7 0003 3T GRER BN
SCO UNIX) b, BMEHR T A EF C++ 8 8 #4745 % TE——NUAPC. 125 4]
fEHLEX 1 YACC %f C+ + F B F #HATMEMIGER T MBI P RIFRR HTG, 230 #1]
AR T 717, B B F R a5 K Bl CDG FEER A DDG. 4 3CH# ) 49 L & (A1 3
W HERBET DDG A4 SR,
5.2 s W

A —B R 3 FiR) , IR RTE Bk 9 IPA A28 K HTG_TPA B k4t
R B B 2

class Af Al Tnput(variable in){ Global A al;
variable count,data;  37:count=in; -caal
ca ' variable pyg.is
AQ); AlProcessdata(){
Input(variable in); variable i} ‘ S1:4(p,q);
Processdata ()} . if(count>>0) . S2:i=p+q;
Get (33 forG=1;i+ 4 ;i<lcount)
Qutpuar(Fs data+=i#1; }
Ce- S8.:0utput ()3 : f{variable x,& y) {
} 3 variable i=10,
ALlGet(O{ S3:x=x+i*y;
return this—~datay S4 ;ai. Input(x)
|3 o ) 85;al. Processdata();
A TOutput (O S8,y = al. Get();
) }' printf(“%d”,data); ‘ |
B3 -

#5814 BCG, ProcTable &AM A HTAIER, 1N 4 HiF. |
@y F A ANIE- SR, 10 S1: (0,20 (g, ) S4: (xsin). £ Si BYBUERE LT -
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pbiect s null name! Input
IAfss {x,p),{¥,q) formal_prin
data_set(Zh 75 B class_indextnum of A
) HTG_nodes: 3
HTG_pointer -
(other fields). ..
object: (later is a) e
Afsi{in, 77 narme  Processdata
(7 is p finally) .
/ '\ name1 Get
namerf
formal_psx, y[1]([1 1Ry 23| HSHD
FHBRLANHEER BCG ProcTable
B4 — IR IPAERE
51 52 83 S4 35 S6 S7 S8
RD prg Pg f.ify f.x (al) (al) input. x -
WT ¥ i — — - f.y count -
RW - - fx - — — — -

M BCG By f Fh - HEL B RURFEEAEET £ RIBBIE S PR BUT -

S1 32 33 S4 35 36 S7 58
RD p.q p.g f.i.q x/p (al) (al) in/p (al)
wWT — i - - — q al. count -
RW — - x/p — — - - -

B AT G MO L R 3 BT = 8, XA T [ B R AT Merge OB, &1~ Si

B BREIT -
S8 87 86 85 54 83 82 S1
RD al. data al. Input. in/p al.data al.count f.x/p f.isq pq p
WwWT - al. count q -~ al. count - i —
RW - — — al.data — f.x/p — al, count,al. data,q

a/b FAR AR b AR, T HTG ¥ RBIZKEN N « R, HE N b
5.3 HEXITEER

Mohd-Saman 2 AR T —F3 T Bernstain £ (BSs) iy IPA i§ B HEHFER
5 B AR R AR R BB, HEH 05 BB IR A S IR RB RN TR
E M E R E RGP AE T RIBET B AR RER B R T —%
# A binding multi-graph FFBEHREBRES 5 (E R LS HCE, X ZEHTERER
KRR, TRBL RS ITRE, BATDS XN E#1T T

(DBSs-IPA JFEEA ~THFHRERR. RIMNSIABKEF B HTG RFTRMEHE
RS EH T (ORATE LT —Rd B RE W ProcTable, il #h& R t IPA Frifadid
BES - MFHRTTE- LS - HHR S IR S HEH S EABH AR HRRTE
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WIRTE. S5, ProcTable F BT TPA BHk M. (DRI UM ZR B HAHE
(Call Graph) , ZERZFF 8 LR F BSs-IPA Jik. (A RATATRIBOFE SR C++iFE,
AN B RRM 6% 5EE R IPA WEE N, #:2 ProcTable 14 557 R A RLAY
ML FUEL 5 b, RIY R TPA (9 — M BRI 7 3 7638 MW T 7T 1
R

6 &

AXRY T HIRERERMTOESR, BRRESEEFOHEFITE RIERER
KA S B HTG, EZ& THRENRFHRR b THEEARS R8N RITEL T
B3R ProcTable M1 "X MEA KT BEAHE BCG, Fof R AR #MET Bernstein £
WA B FA B A T IR T — BB BRI S BT F T 255 BA47E %
C+-+ XA 805 5 5l B REUE A 2T T B

Ko W R AR R BAR A R ORO7 4Rt T — 2oy v Rt (BEE R B A, i
FHETHTETE W B 0T B B R, RKRRAE T I8 TR

SR TAER B MY RN L 3 FR A A S B 2 17
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A FRAMEWORK FOR
INTERPROCEDURAL DATA-FLOW ANALYSIS

YU Weijiang ZHU Genjiang XIE Li

{Department of Computer Science Nanjing University Nanjing 210093)
(State Kev Laboratory of Novel Software Technology Nanjing University Nanjing 210093}

Abstract IPA (interprocedural analysis) is the key for parallelization of the serial pro-

grams. This paper discusses a framework for IPA. A HTG(hierarChical task graph?} is

used to find the functional parallehsm Based on two new data structures, called

ProcTable and Binary_Call._Graph, the IPA algorithm reduces cost both in time and space

compared with other techniques. _

Key words Parallelizing compilers, interprocedural data-flow analysis, procedure call,
hierarchical -task graph, data-flow anaiysis, data—dependeﬁce analysis.
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