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done;
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{
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}
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send(message):
)
else
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}
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Fig. 4 Argorithm of process in OR parallelism.
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system.
PU: Processing Unit, LM: Local Memory,
DM: Data Memory, BCM: Broadcast Memory
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Table 1 Execution time and maximum numbers of process in problem of generatmg prime numbers.

L om waER |- , VXV 77nt’*ﬁ?ﬂ ,
| | 1 2 3 4 5 6
2 % COEH I TP 123 69 68 58 57 56
‘ i OR 1.8 68 48 38 32 31
JEFTHERD (sec) | 1 e e e e
' wicomy | ATIA=YT s6.4 268 2.2 194 182 117
| OR 88 258 157 122 108 10.1
wscozy 1TV 20 99 69 48 39 3
OR 169 128 60 4 38 32
BAk7SawARK ' e e - -
JPR— RAEFSAZVY 5% 175 116 92 T8 65
OR 265 135 106 71

328 192
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Table 2 Execution time and maximum numbers of process in problem of Greek mithology database.

|

ZV—77ntv%éﬁ

Mo VTN . .
; ! [ 1 2 3 4 5 6
Zeus TR RAFPSL =0y 80O 76 75 79 80 7.7
‘ o OR [ 7.9 37 34 28 1.8 1.6
KR (s00) | [ e o e
Gaea o7E | ATIA=vr 66.5 66.0 66.8 67.3 67.3 67.4
‘ | OR 64.6 340 251 19.5 16.9 15.0
' Zews o7m | SATIA=vs 14 8 7 6 5 5
k OR | 30 27 28 30 28 35
Rk e AR - T o o »
Gaea DT | M F54=vs 32 17 13 9 9 8
" 60 56 70 55 49 41

| OR
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I LT, OR WHc k2 LT TRENZVS L 12
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OR UFNDZ DX > SMBELEE KRBT 5 HEE LT
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ICHBLZE 5787 0« R 2 WAMICETT B HBEY 15
EBHToNTHS. BlOoKH®E LTIE, OR A5
AT A = FRINEEGRL, ETF a2 Hh
AWMICTR T REXICIEG L P54 = v FHF)%
I ENEZSNS.
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