Vol. 21 No. 2

HRLEFE LR

aﬁ

Mar. 1980

REXEUICHITZ OS5 LABERORTE BB

AT &

Al

N

yﬂ

ﬁﬁf%u®ﬁﬁﬂtﬁﬁmvéo?55fuV?Aﬁﬁmﬁﬁu,%%t?afnfaAmfyl—»%
ﬁﬁ/%ULTEEﬁbt,ﬁ%mﬁﬁénaém%ﬂb&—vmﬁﬁwactmxb.&—9-7t“WF
m%iéﬁwéﬁé.%@tb,7ufaA@%EEE@B%VJ—Wiﬁ@ﬁ%W%mﬁL,Cﬂ@%ZO
DED 2—NVORUDEIDOWRE (22 ) 2HMT 3.
Kﬁi?ﬁ,:zb@ﬁ&&&bfﬁﬁ&%@@utcfiéCXMMlekmg&nE(CWSE)KO

WTREEF AL BEFETS. 2/, CWS %2BEO7 077 LICERL,

vialb—vavickba

zrﬁ&&&brm&ﬁﬁ&&ﬁ?a&%u,CWSmfﬁmfémax—i@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ?é~ﬁ&%%

£935.

¥z, 7o LABREGRICBY SEMRLOMERELT

1R—Y s 4 XEDKEVET 2 =0T

%%ﬂiﬂémwthﬁﬁ@w55.c@%m%&bf,%%V;~w®¢%éémﬁﬁ&T62ﬁﬁfﬂf
5Aﬁmmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁbk.cnuv4xmkéw%v;—wﬂ@ﬁﬂ%ﬁ@ﬁb%&%fsgoﬁ,vaa
Vv a vick DBEMMSRAERT TR ELBLT, ZOTREEHERLR.

1. £ 2 » &

[RARA €Y 207 OS s—Ec s - B, €
ORI ER Y X7 a2 K& > TREEMETH
2. Ty ReR—UUISNZ X B REAEY T,
RS F—riny Fick3 CPU FRAFEDET
DIEEBOE, BOTILT—F VS 2y MVD
KIS E2 = Y FIAROET, HiELOMBER
tLTaFons. coRfxe)ottiER, 20k
TEHET 20/ 7 aOMHIZAEKEL, ETFO—
Beficii 7o/ AROBKERSE TCERT LD
5, WhWw3 o7 LRFEOEN eSS AER
ey Otz LS. Lizai-T, a7 7 L0DfE
BREcRE* =Y FTEIfET 2 L2 EEL, B
OENF S T LEFRT B ENRESEILY. L
L, TTRHMERAO 0S5 4%, FREETR
Z>a /5 ABEOTFAN T E LV E DEEITDNT
2, 7o/ 7 L0ERKICREX ) LT a5 A
AHEEBTAC L VR ERD A TESLERE
3. his, Yo7 L BERIRTHS.

— iR EOMR ERB TSl T L3, BB
R3NP OERMICKRERL D BIAE, =2 v%4

t An Analysis and Optimization of Program Restructuring in
Virtual Storage by TOSHIYUKI KINOSHITA and YASUFUMI
YosuizAWA (Systems Development Laboratory, Hitachi,
Ltd.).

1+ (B BIBIERT R T LBIRBIRA

» {2 )ONEMETHE - V%, BBICRUTETEET
rEgMTEXT B REA €V HR

s Foss  inEHcETBECRELT B R—-VDRE.

149

5,%7§4v-7uy5Amg)f59,§ﬁ@@
EVa—ADORD LT3, 7o 7 oHER
w,cﬂBQ%v;aw§o&0@$mgbfmm
5. LT, 70/ 5 LOEFEREHRIINICRE
$2EY2—LBREINERBL, IhHLEEY 2 —
LORT LR R—VIicEFTIE ORI L%
sERMIC EHT Y a— VAR (UTF, 3R
ST ZEMT R Riclo—Y . 34 XOWHEA
T, AR DOREVES2a—LEEITAL) vy
(Fu—7233) L, cosr—7CEHLILIR
— ST B, Co kDK, ol T L HEEREa
ZrOBEHEITREY VI D2ODREIIFTLT
EMTES.

a7 5 ABER O Lo F IR, Hatfield &
Gerald?, Ferrari®, 2§H « RV EICLDTTICA
WSHRTWE. 205 b, Hatfield & Gerald (2=
2= A BRAMOBD A -TceY a—VERLR—Y
CEHT BT & A BiE L7 ‘nearness’ EFIIN 53
Z p24RIEL. UL, BECRERICERIN.
PADEY 2 —1 bEREICEATNTED, 15
LR BRINEEY 2 —VERLR—VIEFIT
ER—T e 72— ORERPIFZRTTHS. C
Ok iEa» S, Ferrari 232 PORHEELT
£V a—ABRAGOE SICBRIBRINIEY 2
N ERBREY 2 — OB FRICHE B U 7o Critical
Working Set # (JF, CWS ih&igs) ZHEEL
7-. z OFiEi2, Hatfield & Gerald o}z REAL
BALLTAS, 251080 DR=Y VTV —



150 HROBFELHIE

RAALV L e TATY) X LD ERICAN T —BH
BHETHS. KigXTR, 20 CWS EARERNIC
EF LU THNTT 3 L3tic, BRMICEE 28EF
—4a7%%ic, CWS Ehax roBEHEEL TEDE
BZUDAERIEL, BT 5/95 2 — & DBRMEMELHE
ETH—HEAERT 3.

KL, 7077 LBERFROEMLOMESE L
T, 1R=J e A XIDREVEY 2N EETH
EOMERZE Y LT 3. BEDREA YD1 ~—
VeH4XiE 2~4KB T, cOkXIEBIZEY
2= VRBERICHEHFETS. LHLRERDOF S
7 LBRBRFATIR, chooEya—nicidghREss
EStidpote. 22T, COMBEELTEY 2=
DAL S SKHEERT 2 2B 70/ 5 AEBRY
REBRL, ZOBREB~EANRICOOTRITT
5.

2. EYa— I MESEDRIT

2.1 7oYSLBiMR/E CWS %

BRITICHIS D, CWS IOV TEiEET 3. #2770,
HAO3RES3UTO®EY &ET 3.

(1) {L2,-,n}: Eva—ntES

(2) (my,mz, - mp, oy mr): £ 2 — BT
(3) T: v a—-LBEFIOEX

(4) t: ®Y a0 —-BEEES

(5) ciy: €Va—nilkjioEnaxr

(<721, 1<i<j<n &3 3.)
(6) C=(ci;) (i=1,2,j~1: ;=23 - n)
IR MTFY

CWS BT, U4V Fy« $AXLIETNZ 05
A—=2 T 2BEL, B [t~t+1, 1] OficBRE
NBEVa—NVOEREEY 2= =%« &
v P EFU W, T) TEDT. 2L T, dLKRER=E
Va—tmap W) izadEhTwind i,
Z D Wi(t,t) % Critical Working Set (CWS) Lo
25 W, t) 25 CWS THBEAITIE, KD men
BREFICR—Y « 74—V b SRS 3 Thels %
5. UL, L mapt Wit NDEY 22— &
RUR—YiEfFshTohiE, ==Y 74—
FREELZN. 2%, 2V a—nmad W)
KEENBEV2a— L EFUR—-VICBMH T 2 &
i3, "=V 74— rOREZMEI T 2 B 55
5. TLT, €EVa—NiLjOBOaR}b ciyig,
W(t,t) 22 CWS THIHAIL, min=i »hoD je

Mar. 1980

W, t) THE3pE7:03 men=j o ieW(,1) &
AEKMELTERTA. ChickD, cijizeya
—niEjERUR-JIEMTAEEIL &2 EDT
REELBZZENGDE.

Hatfield & Gerald? |z & % nearness matrix T3,
BV 2a—ABRABT2O0E Y a—ni & JOBED
B-oTBRINAEEE ¢y EEHZLE hid,
CWS iz T t=1 L LA LA—TH 5. ¢
XL, CWS #i3 nearness matrix O & DDIEE
THD, N3 x—2TiILDEY 2—-LBBNTDE
FICBRINLEY 2 — 0 EOBFABERT 2R L
EKFt:bDTH3. (ZOBMBITONTIRERTB.)
Lad, BIRMGEVEATERIN Y 2 —
WITAR M EREHETEDOTRAEL, CWS 28ALT
R=T e T4 —NWIEEY 22— LDV ~UTHEETS
TEickh, OS OR—J e YAV =AY} e T
TY)XLDOBEETFICERL THB T ENKRELE
HTH 5.

2.2 FEEEFIICLIEN

CWS 02Xt 0BHTHEICKEEbDIZEY 2
—VBRIITH2, FOHEKIIASOERNS
5. 22T, PpBERIASEE L3 7EEELT S
DEREL T, CWS LARERICEF ALl TRAT
T52LeHBD. COREEREDOS v 5 28iE
DENZDOTRBRT 3.

V2 ABRAMOEY 2 - | OHBEIREL
Pi, EVa—niph i NOBBHEEL p tBL.
Tbhb, EEDOHS titDT,

pi=P{m,=i}
pii=P{moa=jim. =i}

EBL. TBE REBEYV2— mn BiTH 3
£ 572 CWS DRAMR ri(0) 12, CWS OEHiIc &
H
ri(@)=Pli« W(t, 1), m,n=i}
=P{m,-ca13xi, m,_ci23¢i,
s, ML, Mea=i}
=P{m,-ri1%i}
X P{m;-ze235i|Mo-ra1 30} X oon
X P{mxi|m,13ci}
XP{m,1=i|m,xi} (1)

LEDTENTES. COKRKIT 20 20 £HO
TRDOXHICERBEh 5.
Plmi-cnxi}=1—p; (2)



Vol. 21 No. 2
P{mzu#i]m:#i}=1—£—"£1‘1%ti) (3)
(CoME% q: &&EL.)
=1 ; —&'(L_P—“) {
P{min=i|m xi}= -y (4)
Plkitk b,
rit)=q:"t« pi(l—pu) (5)

BRBOENZ. Lo T—D CWS OFRAFHER
r(t) i3,

r(r)=’_z_f:1n<r)=i§1qf—1 cpl—pi)  (6)

ThH3. LOLIHPSBREEE w3 7EHLK
ET5E, r(0) RIBREMOREREGLL TRDIN
5.

Ric, men=i ThbhD2j2aLLIHECWSOD
WERR ro(c) 2kH3. oy, ¥3728%
BOSDODOHEBERPSKRD B, Thid,

Pli, j&W(t, 1), min=i}
=P{mi-c+1%1, j}
X P{mi-ce23%i, j|mi-ca1xi, j} X
X P{m,xi, j|m.1%i, j}

xP{mnx:ilm;#i,j} (7)
LEDLINBY, DD,
P{mz~t+13\=i, j}=1"‘Pi"Pl (8)

P{mul#i, jlm'ﬂ‘:i: J}
=1_Pf—PiPiu‘—Pipii_Pi—Piji—PlPii

1—pi—p; 1—pi—p;
(D% qis EEL.) (9)

3 . o _Pi—Pipii—pibii

P{m.a=i\m.xi, j}= lp—pi_‘i p
(10)

ThHdH»5,
Pli, j&W(t, 1), mn=i}

=qi," Ve {pi—(pipii+ pipii)} (11)

wzic, R(5)&A)icky
ri(0)=PlisW(t, 1), jeW(,1), Mmes1=1}
=P{i&W(t, 1), mi=ti}
—Pli, j&W(t, 1), min=i)
=qi" Ve pi(l—p)
—qiiF e (pi(l—pis)— pibii} (12)
L1z, —Fk, CWSEIckBaRx} ¢ij i2Ey 2—
Wik jO—FHAREBREY 2N ELMAEBT
k57 CWS OREBFAEROLTN2HS, O
ri(t) ERAVT,

FEAx)icEd 3707 7 2hBBROFITEREN 151

cij=TX i rii(T)+ Zn: rji(f)} (13)
Jj=1 i=1

3 Enah 5. R(12) OIS YL LD
12, rii(0) B—RICT ROV THRARL TH S LR

59, THBMEARLTHVEARVLEOBRELZD
SHBAER L CEMBTRATES. Lchh-T, ¢ii d
FEOmBEROTELTIEELONS.

Plokdic, As4BRIEZERE V3 7EHER
sEgaclicky, CWS gtk 38 Bowst&%
pi L P DOHETAITENTRETSH S.

2.3 BENSA—5DOWH

CWS BT, £€Va—ney—Fv7 kv %k
HFETETA—FELT, 94V FY - 4T %
BHT2. COTORBERINRETEZ S v 7LD
B{EICKEL TED, $XTO7as 5 sic3bEDHE
REZELED. LEL, EfloF e s 7 AIc20TE,
L DBPEc OEOEEN S 5.

T Z/NIL LAEROBRLSBEAR t=1 TH 5325,
Z i3 nearness matrix? {T—¥ 9 5. C D nearness
matrix & T AEMIc KX LcBA&D CWS D2
Z FAFIE TR, BEERVLS ST ABEROS
HENTH YD, chid Ferrari® HERICER~NT 28
DTHbH. T OEMNITNE, DEDDEY 2—0
ZRICOVTENLBICBRE W cEY 2 -V EDOH
FErEmd s HEIKy. chid CWSHOIUEDS
Hz&, Ak CWS #i3, R—vBRICETE—-
Segr—N L EESA—-LBROVAVTEETS
LOTHIh D, T 2/N&LEETSE CWSHEE
RRELT, BEOR—Y 74— FORELOT
hhikxa. Thbb © ZENMNRETHT L
i, BEOR—V - )PV —RAA Y THTYX 4L
LOMET, Fu/ 7 L1HRROBRABTEELE
HEis3.

BT OERICDWTEZLS. 94V Fy ¥4 X
1t EL7:B0 CWS oRaA¥E N L&HL,
NE@) RTICOWTHARSTHSE. 2%,

N(@)NO (v ,/00) (14)
F7, —MICT 4 vV EFY - HA XY AKT B E_—

Jeg—%kvS ey IENT Y, TS 2—0
T—% v ety MCHINEERROURABHS. £
T, TOMMEE w EELL,

Tw<lt = W(t,7) 2 Tic20TIRR—E (15

LB ch&DUDEDDEY2—NVBRIIIEL
<,



152 OB F 250k

Tw<T = N(t) 12 01220 TIFIZ—E (16)
(14) = (16)iz & b

Tw<T = N(t)=0 (17)
ERBTEMHPE. THbE, twlt O CWS
BIZEAERERT, LAd->Tax bARIORASD
AKEF20THB. axtiR2208Ya—LAEFL
R=—URENT2EBZLIORETHEHS, chd
BEAEOTHNEER N /5Z242 ) vr3Tan
V. T hB, twlt TRIERMNL S0 5 LFHER
75 CERTER

ZDLIE, T RENTHLBEBRTHOREYTH D,
BEEIA 5 —EREANICEETS.

3. WAGILER

3.1 MRTInySLLBRAEME

7o/ 7 1BERARE, HBEEEOKX WSO
77 LT (Bt~==VPLE), dpOBEREBE (L
2=V IIAEINTOEEDICHEBT 20088 LHS)
TEA. Thigiz, avN45324 54 v Faf
SARENSSL. BCAVSA4 Y a5 ATHE,
UEDDEY2—-VRIZE T ZBEBRT » 7HDE
{, BV 2 —LBBEHEKIIEXZOT, 7os 54
BEROMBEIRIB. ¢TI, Av54 vE/E
AT LICBOWTHEER S nS 76kta—4 . Fos
FLODAVE T 2—REEDF VA VHES 0SS
LI 7ar I L BEREBEAL. coFers A
2, 28B4 1714KB (=86 ~—%), =Y a—
NWELL 68 £Y2—ThHB. BB 2BHEFn
77 AR AR AEATMICR, 1=—Y 44
REDRENI P2 NAEISIHL s 3 v
ZHEL, 1EYa—n1=1%2v3 v 08D44%
T, €7y aviizd80 ks vl

1Y a VBRI v a VT, 628D b DA
Rnics, Zodhici3fR7or s ~oBHENATH <
— I VTOMRENLZMADBREEGATHE. L
L, OS OFEEHRRED~—2 v 7 LEmIBFELHEIO
BRIIBRAL 7.

3.2 BMRORE
BHBSROFHED I BIC, OS Ox—Y « J 71
—2AVFeTATY XL (UTF, PRA LBT) %
Least Recently Used #:35 X 7¥ Working Set 3 ()
T, LRU #, WS $%Emd) SRELBED<—
T T a0 FRERE, RV -IFEREATIE
THYIalb—va ICEDRDE. OV Ial—

Mar. 1980

Vo VEHRBRAIE BREREORE ISV THVEE
FROBEALBEHMAL 7. SHEERE L TIE, &Y 3
al—¥a VIZDOWTIROMERF .

a: PRA % LRU BEREL D ~R—Y « 7 4

—v + REROEBRIICH T 2 BER% o LR

5:PRA 2 WS L RELHBEOR—Y « 7 4 —

N BREROBERINICET 3 BERRBOLR

COEEDS, ak Bl XD/MEVEFS S A
BRROBER M ~7cC LT3, D220
i, —HHBRUNIIME S ROEE 22 DENICHENE
Bhid 5. By iav—v s, RETIER
BEBILARB YA VY FY HAXAEE L TFFo 72
b5, DEDOBEEMERIINTS a & BOBELT
i, NS OEEELH .

3.3 mEEFINEORE

Y, 2.2 IO FAHBBREOKEL LOBE
AL TO2HET 3. ®1L213, MEELi7o
77 LD—FK 8KB 2 49 o e v 2 — N icHEL,
CWS 0RE¥ N(v) BoTicax roifl [(o)=
E;UKOwT%Nkéméa
x@wwrm%bfﬁ%w¢?éc&u,wiﬁm
DVTIR W, o) B ATS 3 EHhs, HEM
20 TRA(6)IZBNT ¢<ITHE MO
DTHB. i I'(t) ORUEBNV E>0BRIEE S
DM T &R, N@) BEERIL, £ a—
Ve g—F VS ey b A4 XREEYINTSEO
DM T AEMOMENRICLEbDTHS.

«‘,F;
<1000k
Q
500/
1001
501
10- X
5_.
Lx t ! 1o J
50 100 300 500700 1000 2000
T (797

1 Critical Working Set Z4:¥
Fig. 1 Number of Critical Working Sets.



Vol. 21 No. 2

2
s —e— R T
& 5000+ S Y
m

10001

g;\o_.

1001

50—

) i

! Lt 1
300 500700 1,000 2,000 3,000
z (ZF97)

5 100

B2 =xbtoiH
Fig. 2 Total cost.

BReFALTIHSBRICER < va 7HEEREL
7295, BERICIBFKEICXD 7 a s 7 20ETRER
VW< D0 phase KAHPN TN E. 2L T, DEDO
phase TR 70/ 5 ahD K E O RS AHKIER
L, %o phase TIZRLZFHABRT 200558
V. i T CEAVNEVBAITIE,
F S ey PCRDEDDPhase DEY 2 —LDH
BaEhTV3. 2L T, REBEYV 2a—dIhd
F U phase RO DTH B EvE 5, CWS D
REMIEE LI THARELCHEELD B/
CHlEENG. coBRE, L2150 TEMNTS
hTna.

3.4 aXOEIE

2z 377 LERROROEETHE 7T A
AYVIIEBOT, EDEVa—LERLR-Y
B G 2 ARET AHEL L HDT, £
BUEIIRESETH D THUbE, 77 A&
Yy TRAXOEMLODEY 2 — NV EE—
R—JIET 2 EE LI RELLEDLTVS
LOERELT, B—R—VicEdEhley a—
Aoz b oBT (UT, AR b EIFS)
BTBHEROKRE 0B LI BEMFTETS. L
oT, AAPEAF IR IBKRENIFIREZY
v SEEEROMESENEENIHERED ST
AV N5 F 7 S/ NN

2T, £V a—nDR—INOEITHEL
LTHIBa % b OELZHEROEIT T ETL,
ZNEhOREa 2 b EEEROZFOH O EH

TV a—NeJ—

FERAzYICEFE7RS S5 L BHRROBITEREL

153

AIE~I (B 3). ©=5000 DEARIWNEEa X b DO
iz o, 8 BREBEBCBRLLTBD, 3R b
CUTHELRFEONAEZMA TV Thbb, °
o EYIcEETNIE, CWS iz a X b Rk
LLTHARY L DIc 5. —F, t=1 0FER
A2z FHEMLT ba, 8 RBLT3ERRET,
ChiZaxr ELTHFZELLEREANRY. =1 O
32412 nearness matrix (273305, F&FCWS FEid
)5 2 —& T ABAL T nearness matrix %Ik + &
BUIHETHBEEZS.

3.5 BMBENSA—5DHE

NS A—=2 TICDONTIR2.IHATE VB IEOER
EEAIY, CCTRERRUAIICTOREN T 2H
ETE—HEEEET S,

433X+ () © vz k2L L HHER
OHE o, 2BERTHENLEDTHS. Chick?

&, T<300 TZB/INTHH 40,000 TRBEATH
3. (ZOFas 7 ATid Te=55000 TH2.) LH
L, #0Of0 300<7<40,000 Tz a & B i3i2iIZHEE
WTHB. LT, CoOlBBEVERBichi-
TREROBRICAS HRRBLL, © oL LTIO
EEANOAMLELAOTEY. oA () #
50,000 DLtk LEAET S ¢ OHHLE RIXFE—
<& 3. CoEMR, ['E) BskEdhidax T3
220V 2a—NERUA—-JICEIFTAEEL &
EXDMLAELTEYD, 75248 YT OIEERE
LTEDBBREANERL>TWSHTHS. COL
Sic, T itk a, B OFLZHEETLHENTE
3. LictinT, T OBBEELTE, 23 I'(0) %
F(13) L hRY, TNMEKRELZEHP S T RN

Q70r

060}
04000

GV
AER IS

(a) =1 (b) ©=>5,000
a: LRU ¥ 2EHBREARDO<— - 7+ — P BUHER
B: WS Hick 2 FMRAIRO~— « 7+~ PEER

3 WBaRtE af ORK
Fig. 3 Relationship between internal-cost and
effectiveness of restructuring.

5000 5E0T 0 400

AES IS

4500



154 WHRLBE LB E

N=-V-Ia= IV L
>
o
&
3

o
0
[N
AN
S
=
Y
=}

"‘N

)

1

1

1

I)
JZRORI0 (x10%)

40
0.7 i 30

06 b 420

i ‘ . .
ol 0305 1 5 10 20 40%0
z (x10%)

a: LRU Bz X 2 BHRNBROR—Y « 72— P OLSE
B: WS JEICX2BBERMED A~ « 7 4 —1 M OKR

4 o, BO5VICaIRDRRFE
T4V Y A XOBER
Fig. 4 Effectiveness of restructuring and
total cost vs. window-size r,

RO, I'(t) ot Bl REOREMEICRELDY
NsH D, BB T OFEBESHEYLODT, B
BEAHET S LICRIZEAEELIZ L.

4. 2BET0Y S LABREAR

4.1 7ay5LBREERARORMEA

7o/ 5 ABREFRIR, A——-YikEffts=
Ja—NAEEBRTEZEICEYD, Far s sRmlEE
BEHH58D0THSE. Lzh-T, €YV a—-L0DKX
TRINR—Y e AL D/NENZ EBFHET H B.
(1 ==Y« 44 XD 1/3~1/10 HBBELNEINT
Wa2) LA LBEEDS0S 5 a0thizid, 11—
T4 XEDKRENEY 2 —LEATHOHEL.
ZDEINEV 2 —NIZRRZFDE T TREEROSR
FHEDCELIITENN. LA CORENLEY 2
— 3R EABRELNLS Tl 7 2 2KOHEY
BaE D, BHREELROOT, Ao5»roEL#
TEREND S,

Z OREICH NS B0z, BROEY a—nic
SHNFIC, EVa—1LE1R—Y 44 IPTFTDX
SIEOBALICAE TS BHEEChER7 v a v E
IEss. LT, CO®/ v a V4,8t 7rnss
LBHRAETS. LIizd-T, 22 ¥a vyaSEizE—
DEY 2—NRTHDORET FL R ICTEEHDET 3
BERRTITD. MBS IB/EGSEMDEHBAL
THETE. T L THBERBCECa v 1 (T
v7N) VETLENDS.

ZDBAE, dL2Ersva vE—~KIKBRERT

Mar. 1980

&, BUBEYa—ND42s Y a vRLDA->TE
Va—VRBAREREOOIKNS. T5&, BEBH
BEUTH S &) Y a—rEARKOMEIRL T
5. £LT, /v a vOBBRIIFA—=2Y2—-1D
FTOATHITEEL, FOBEY a2 — L 2KEFE
R 2HEEREL. ChE22BEEFos S5 LFHE
BEREFES. LT, ToOFRITDOTREL 1B
EXDBRBRICOVTEHRT 3.

4.2 2B nY S LABRREOBHR

Tur s AHERTE, BEROBR/NENATOR
Frificik < BT E gy, BALERYICLE &,
—BRIZH A ZDKRFVEY 2 — L IZBEMOBENS
ENTEY, 7os 5 2EZTHEOD L DO phase T2
ZO—EABFIRINTNT, LEMIZiz = Y EH
MREVETT2LO0MENH 5. KR THREL
7eFar 7 LZBOTY, €27V VIZREILTHS
EEYV 2 -V NEOBRREBIRLEHOREO S 2
TEBGHo7z (BB). ARCDEHSLES o
i3, 45 OBEEC L ICHEIL TERT 2 &8, B
HAROEZBEBLZZLL. bbb od, Ch
SEVEDDEY 2 —NMICEEDIZCEE, TS a—
WREBORFEEED REREBOTVLE. Citk
EVa-VATRI v a Y2 BERT 3 TilEss
D, 2ERET 0V LBERFIRR, chEizya—
NVEROBERANRTI6DTHSE. LitkiaT,
t 7Y avRUEDDEY a - ICEETh ZHEKOM
WEERERLZAET NIRRT E bk b
Hbicksd, REBEEOEIY a vi8d 205, Th
SREEMZIZHEBRONR LIRS T, Hiz—8H
KEDONZIEITHS. CNEESDCEERT 2

Ey

JLI -3

k=28 04

VIEVS -1

T

5§ k7 varyBEOHEE
Fig. 5 Frequency of section refferences.



Vol. 21 No. 2
&
=~
N
;400' —— B
N
.l( —o— B2 BiRR

~-om= JERTATT S, AREy

300+

1005 Sl

S
TICRER V)
®6 2BKESaST AFHROMHE

Fig. 6 Effectiveness of 2-step restructuring.

0 0 20 30 4 50

i, Tho 28T 350€7 v a YBREIINLE
TH5.

43 ERAHE R

iR A VT4 VEIRR T 0 S nk 2ERET
ns 5 AEHERL, I8V —XEANETEY I
Vg ViD= s 7 4 — b b OFEERAERN
1RELR6ICTT. chhsahBED, 2EBRED
BHERATSODESRI-EDBEATHS. T, EL
AR 40 R— P FOBAITIIEY 2 —VOFHE
BRIZFCREEN LS8, 2BEICT A EITK
D OBETHR—Y - 71— FOREKE 32~
12% WL XEBTEBTXI.

vy s VEERSERELZOR, ZhiEfTOE
U a—VOSARICBREN, HOEY a2 —VAEOR
FHEESENEATSHS. MRELAT0S 5 LTHE,
sy YVEERET-72 11 Y 2 —1DY A
X2 AET 63KB (&40 36%) THZIZbhb
59, TNODEY a—VOBRER6,327TH (£
ko 83%) Tho1z. THbb, choDEYa—
LMW L OB A & ) BUD SHEULEELS
Bih3®a<Thsd. Lrd, A—t7va v ROF
BTy P 11T RF v FEEL, DEDOD
YA —NVHTHEECHEEZGOVEL TS, L7k
5T, €7 a vEOBEBHSHLL, Lrb0BR
BEEROEHOFETIIERNLEREINS TS

FEAEVIcEFE70S 7 AERROKITEREL 155

OWNBIpote EFSE. i, 1 EOEY 2 -V
2428 @D Y a VIEGEIL, ¥/ ¥V FAX
A 13154 F EREL T o7ctedd, 2V a v
ROBHESTHCEDI- L EbHRELTZOK
BI-IEEZONS.

5. ¢ ¥ U

>a /75 hEERFRICET 522 r EHO—H
<& 2 CWSHEIZDT, BReFLZAVIETE
54— 5 TIL & EBERYROBITZT 7. Th
iwk b, CWS o EE#HSLILTHEH/IT, £
OEWHERE L BEL T OMEHEEERL . B
REFLICRGEBREEE - v 7EPEREL,
V2 LVBRERL Y- VEBBERICLD
CWS ¥:THERT2ESKFROMBELTLL. C
O¥EIZ, T DEBEOHETICISATIRETS 5.

wic, 7u7 5 1BERLERTAIROMELRTS
BlR—Y e 4 XXDKRENEY 2 —MIIHT I8
BELLT, 2B A HERTRNLERL
7z, COFER, ¥4 XO0KREVEY 2 —AEFON
BRETHOBL4+HET 2 EHENTHS. FH
12, ERREOEY 2 —VESARERELSRNT LI
55 [EkELT270r5 2o EICHIEKSEY, D
2B 05 AEERARIC L DEBROMFRICH
ShuFEMSRESN. 4%, BERKROTS a7
LEEICHT 2EEED, EYa— L2 RExEYE
TP THERT 2 EORELRED. ERLOME
AIODWTREAHET S FETH 5.

Bigic, AHEICHL TRERCHEZEVIHE
KRS EET RS LS T -2 RBICIHIE
Wit (B B EWERRY 7 b o = TLHBOF A0l
BBOELELZT.

2 F X ®

1) Denning, P.J.: The Working Set Model of
Program Behavior, Comm. of ACM, Vol. 11,
No. 5, pp. 323-333 (1968).

2) Hatfield, D.J. and Gerald, J.: Program Re-
structuring for Virtual Memory, IBM Systems
J., Vol. 8, No. 2, pp. 168-192 (1971).

3) Ferrari, D.: Improving Locality by Critical
Working Sets, Comm. ACM, Vol. 17, No. 10,
pp. 614-620 (1974).

4) 25MET), HEST: KEXTY) VAT LASOD
%ﬁfﬂfiAﬁﬁﬁﬁbiﬁ,%ﬁﬂE,Vd
15, No. 9, pp. 662-669 (1974).



156 HHRLBEYSBR X Mar. 1980

5) tHFEE, ERET: REY 272t 3 S o 7) Doob, J.L.: Stochastic Process, New York :
77 L0RFH & FOBAL, HELE Vol Wiley (1953).
16, No. 12, pp. 1055-1063 (1975).

6) Denning, P.J.: Multiprogrammed Memory (BFIB544£10 8 5 B4
Management, Proc. of the IEEE, Vol. 63, No. (BRI 54 45 12 B 20 A {74%)

6, pp. 924-939 (1975).



