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Abstract: Lazy evaluation helps programmers write clear programs. However, it has significant run-time
overheads for building many as-yet unevaluated expressions, or thunks. Because thunk allocation is a space-
consuming task, it is important to reduce the number of thunks in order to improve the performance of a lazy
functional program. We propose static analysis algorithms that achieve the thunk reuse technique. Thunk
generation is suppressed by reusing an already allocated thunk at the tail of a list, on the condition that the
thunk is singly referred, i.e., pointed to only from the tail field of a cons cell. This method guarantees that
reused thunks definitely satisfy this singly referred condition on the basis of a static analysis with program
transformations. We have implemented our method in the Glasgow Haskell Compiler and measured total
memory allocations and execution times for some programs.
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I T -V RBTED.

LoL, #O—FT, sIEOBILICLERFT TV 7 b
(BIEA 7Y 227 b, DTFH 7 EIER) & AFY FICE
S 5720 ORE, EESREL LI 0D, BEERH
e )T APMIREVEVCHIMBERYED L. D7
B, FFMIBESAG 217 ) SELERICB VT, T
7 OEREIRT A 72012, 7k 2IE, MR (2] %
Cheapness Analysis [3] & Vo 72 FEIT T2 2 E T
FHLTE7. EREERATIELSTEILEL 25 &9 X
% HRYICMRAT L, Cheapness Analysis ($BIES 25 F T
BVBERWEIE R RIS 5. ZNOOITICL > T, BT
iz ai$e s L7270 7T AOFETHM, A€ HEEE
DICHIKTE L Z DR ENT WS, L L, BN
2 &2 FE, ITOEEDPEHTH S 11, FEE ok
THWHNTWEY V77217 LPHIETE v &) HE
HAH 5.

KL T, VA MO L) RBIBICER SN D FIRN
F I EIER L, Y2 OEREIA L EREELRE
T4, REFEEZ, TCHEILTERTV LT Y70
FLTWAHEEZHEH L THAML, v 7 0EsEsHiz 5.
CNETREICT A7, U84 VIFIZTO 7T L5 %
T, BT 2% 2 7 ~NOSBPFHE—-TH L L1275,
RFEFEEHOIUL, 728218, REWLEIRNT — & s
THAHIE) A DT, taill GBOBIEICLEE RS0 7
HAATAEZENTE S,

KL OBHIIUTOEBY THAH. 28T, T,
FEIERHIC B 5 BRI 7T — & B I oOW TR L, B
DERETYIEL L 7 IZOWTHIET A, 2512, #
DX FEEINIMESDH L L W) GRS, YU 72 H
FRAT2FEERET L. 38T, REFEOT+—~
VRESRE, LEERDL TS T LAERICEH L TR,
4 ¥ TlE, Glasgow Haskell Compiler (GHC) @Y A b2
REFEEMAACELOFEM L BRRD, 5FETIE, X
FR—=2r7ur I L ERERERET S, 6ET
&, BRERFZEICOWTRNS, 7TETIE, TEDELHD
I OWTIRRB .

RETFEI N ERO T — s BECLEL bV
7 REIRT A ERUREET B, WIEY A M EHWTH
W45, T2, Rz L T, MBI SE Haskell [4]
DFLEIHE, TU 7T LR Rk T 5.

2. BFNT—2B&EICH I Y 7OBIHA

I 24T 9 SEIC BV TIE, RO 2 EES 5 7-
DICH Y 7 RERT S, S TH 7 e, TR &R
ZEE L TB L 20— 7 HICEN ) 24 T MBANE O
FoyETHY, —HIIE, BET AR EZOXEET
fili 9™ % DT BBE 2 NEB IR, GFAfi % AL L 72D
EDTEBNL T - 72B5121E, o ZIC5E L TBWwik
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XE, RV 7 IREL TBW RIS W CERliT
5. COBEERT Y7o [Hifl] LIER. 2ok hERE
TlE, 707200 X E ) s GO 72 0 OIREDL
BLhblz0, MERORVFETIL, ATHE 21T S8
HAREELWE WD TWA,

AL T, DT L) Rigdicd ), > 7 2KH
T5.

Tiaver{exp}{env}

22T, exp WEIELTWAEK, env ZFDEREERL,
label 12X W ZFZNFhoH 72X+ 4. T2, kLY
B O 28121, {expt{env} OFG % EWET 5.

2.1 BRHWT—21B&ETOY Y

IR — & ik L3, BB A PReARR Eicfidksn
5E91C, Zo—MERY LIz E, BOZOT— 1
EPBEND L) T = lETH L. 72821, BEHRED
B aThsb L)) A MIROL ) ITERT LI L
NTEL.

data List a = Nil | Cons a (List a)

ZIT, 7 ST Cons D5 2 BIATHIFMIC List
BOT— 8 R ERT H720, HRitd RO T — 7 ke %
D, BIBICHEZ D T — G E KB L Twab. DTHEERD
7%, List a % [a] &, Nil % [] &, Cons % HE AL
D wHNTERIRT 5.

EIERH 21T 9 BREICB WV TIE, 7 — ¥ HirE ORI
HhH, TOWMREZRIT 7 LTLEICR S T TGS
N, Y A FTw2IET— T Cons D515
BIEX LB SR E R L. 72 21X, Haskell f2HE 5
177 TERIN TS enunFromTo (FLLTD L9
ICERSIN TV,

enumFromTo :: Int -> Int -> [Int]

enumFromTo n m

| m<n =[]
| otherwise = n : enumFromTo (n+1) m

COMKIE, BIBICG AN EE n Ab n TTEESR
EFTBHYANEEREKRT DL, T HERT : S X bDk
ft L 72 53 enumFromTo (n+1) m ZWIET LD T, HE
B ETY A PDERMOERDVAERI NS Z L3R,

ZZT, BAFDOFERETIE, VA MEHRAEDL T LI
VU ERERT D, /28 21E, enumFromTo 1 10 & W9 ik
WCEDAERESNEY) AN EiAEDLEEL, 7 %2
IRLTHECERD IR A,

enumFromTo 1 10

= 1:Ti{enumFromTo (n+1) m}{n=1,m=10}
= 1:2:To{enunFromTo (n+1) m}{n=2,m=10}
= 1:2:3:T5{enunFromTo (n+1) m}{n=3,m=10}
= ...
¥ ¥, enumFromTo DEFHIIIHEONVWT, 1:T4 W) 1) A b
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Ci Ci Ca Ci C C3
L lg] Llel Al2l4] Lilel al2lg] sls]e]
T1 : T\ T2 l : T\ l T T3 l

enumFromTo (n+1) m enumFromTo (n+1) m enumFromTo (n+1) m

1 BIERIE ) A L DR

Fig. 1 Evaluation process without thunk reuse.

PR SN, D) AN EED LB, HICIEES
NTWa Ty #klL, 2:T, #1554, FAEEICLT, BHD
Tty EuEblTAZ LT, BIEY AN EGAED L LD
T&5%.

COMTFER 1 IRYT. SITERTREE, VALNE
FAMED DL TN, Ty, Ts, Ty Vo leilet o %
L—TWIZEY BT TwBHETHAL. % B, call-by-need
FFEBT L7201, FEFEAOY V2 F, BHEROL T
Tk (ZOBITIE Cy R Cy) ~DOKRA V5 (FHERA
¥%) TLEEEXTA[5], 6. 20L& RUEERETIE, %
WA BIET B 7200% Y 7 ) A MNOES B L TRLEE
LD D.

2.2 REFZE

WREFEZ, Wi L ) HEET, VA EHAED D
TEH Y 7 ERECERL TWAEZ EIERT A, 1R
W7 — & O RO R 2 BT 5 720 DY » 7 1 L
£ %W ETHENICH D . FiFE enumFromTo DFITIL,
Ty, Ty, T3 & H 12 enumFromTo (n+1) m &\ 9 IR
TEH 7 THY), TNODENIHREEL TV B BT
Thb. ZOXH) BRI ers, BETEE, HRHT—%
R DRI H B > 7 ORFEL T 5 X BREE 2 5T
L, IR T — SO BR 2 R 2BICHFE L, ¥
Y7 ORI 5.

Yo7 OFORREELHEHT5Z LICL )V FEIFED
HBWEIIITAHD, REFETIE, HREHT 7
D722 12TH D L) LA L»ERHTE 2w,
ZD0, REFHEL, T4 VEOTT 7T LIS
0, BAANEOY > 7 H7272120BRIZE>TLy
REINBWEHITT B, FEMIZOVTIE, 23 HiTH~RS.
B, L, KRG LTI 1 Oo0BBTIREN TV LY
Yo%, BB ENTWAEY Y7 IR, T/, 112
RL72E) AN RATH O N TWAHEHH SN2
W 7% [ET Y7 |, RRCTRET 2 HAHET 54
Yo (AR Y 7] LA,

g CEF L 72 enunFronTo % W C, ETHEL
EH L7 E0HhEE A~ 4. enumFromTo 1 10 & \»
ARICEVAEREINDL Y A M aFGiAadEO LA, DTO
Ik s,
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Fig. 2 Evaluation process with thunk reuse.

enumFromTo 1 10
= 1:T;{enunFromTo (n+1) m}{n=1,m=10}
= 1:2:7 {enunFromTo (n+1) m}{n=2,m=10}
= 1:2:3:7{enunFromTo (n+1) m}{n=3,m=10}
= ...

ZOBITIE, T 7 HBRFFEL TV LEBEOHO n Dfiz
WP A2 T, % enumFromTo ORI LEEIC
EEND Ty 2BAMLTVAS, REFHETIE, YA LD
Rt b T ICBREDOT v 7 R ER LBV OT, Hif
DTy, Ty ERANY V7 RERTALELLNR, 07
DEREINZ B ENTES.

T OBAAOKTER 2 18T, BAMALZWE
& (®WD) &, FrraMERA s ThESTLILI
LU A M EERL WY, BT 256 (K2) &,
VAN ERERT 5720123 2 ARV O tail # % EEHIER
ICEER LV EDRH 5.

COBNZBNTIE, 27 OBREHO 1 DOLH 0 Ofi
I B LTweh, BROLKROMEEH L), &
SR EHEH LD TLHILLTES.

2.3 BIATIY > IOE—SEBKE

WRETER, RV PE-ZBINAL TS
LIWZEDSWTHAMAZ4T). 2oL) gz El 2 &
T, 7 OBFMAREICHENICE SR 2 B3R L,
T ALND taill FZFICRET HZEHTESH. 22T
X, B2 onTER b,

9, VA MEARTHEBIIOVWTER L. Lz,
DT £1 1%, Aifi® enumFromTo & [FIARIZFFIH
CIOEHWAZ ENTES.

f1 :: a -> [a]

fl x = let xs = [x] in x:xs
[x] #BIEST Y > 713K £f1 OBV EO T > AL D
tall TS DABIMENT WS, ZD720, [x] &EET
L7012, Y7 2T A LN TE S,

KL, DFO L) ) A MERERT 5B £2 13,
x] *BET LT 7O EWMPLTLE).

f2 :: a -> ([a], [a])

f2 x = let xs = [x] in (x:xs, xs)
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BNEORTOE 1 ERLE2EZOMT, xs ~NDOH
BAPEEINTLEYIZELERY, U7~ EHL
MR LTCLE). LD o, £2 Tl [x] ZEET
LOHFHWEERY v 7 28D M TH I LITTE W,

INSDOBINSSNE LD, T 7 EE) B TLEIC
X, FNERBTLEB~NOSR L IFiNsTHILI L
ERERA L R IT N 5 2,

Kz, VANEZBET L L) RET, Y08
PR BHEITOVWTEZ A, GHCIZBWTIE, 77—
YROFUVITBT IR SRL, TOEENOBIE
W, 7221, DToMMig %42 5.

g :: [al -> (a,[al)

g (x:xs) = (x, xs)

Mg ldnNy—r~yF U7 TRY SN xs & RT
DEFZRELTRYET. 2 xs KHFHE ST DY
X, $TICIT VAL x:xs D tall HASLBH SN TS
720, Blg 3oV 215 A48 AHRP LTLE Y.

FIT, KT, Y2714 28— Z 5
BNDSH BT AEN R T ST AR 5
Z LT, DhICHE—-ZHEEIRI-NE LS ICL, BRH%
WReE 35, 22 TOTOrTLERE, ROLH) b
TH5b.

IV AEND tail BENOTXTOBI (1) A b~
DINY =2 F 7)) &, B tail# Zffio
T, BB ESEANLEIRTS.

M tailt (X, VA POT 7 VB tail LIZIEFEL
Thrb. Bipsrolk, MERS Y E2HVAMDYIZ, &
HlEER % tailt OF O T v AL LD tail Hi b EEHE
B A0, SOOIy ALNERY v 7 I LTS
CHLEEASEIE N T WA S TH D,

722, ECRLZME g 3UTD L) 2 g (12
BT 5.

g’ :: [al -> (a,[al)

g’ xxsQ(x:_) = (x, tail# xxs)

SO BERIZE YT Y 2Tk BB RO
ZENTEDLZ LIF, B taildt Y, U A DOBRHROY
7 RBETDOTIIRL, 2O 7 il LY RS & v
AT EDSMAE. HAH) AR LT, B tails AT
N7z vy &L, sEETRIEMIE (Weak Head Normal
Form) ¥ CHKZITH) ZEDNERENTWELDT, tailtt
e E OB DOY v 7 F Db O %R RE L
TERFTZEEew, 7, Y7 3E1HOF T b
TlkBwizo, 7077 AR THRMICEROY » 7 225
MIrZlidcanzv, 230, B tail#t OAZHW
T, VAMDOHEfEE LTIRESN TV EHAHY > 7 2E
IZBRT A2 LIIATRTH .

L OFIT, tall OFFHY >~ 7 SEHEREINL Z LW
HnZlld, MI3DXHI, TRTOBEIEI L ALV
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Fig. 3 Indirection reference using tail#.

ABLTUTOND L)L LI NS0k, TUT TN
THHITIE, O ® Oy 7 RTYy # HEZRL TW5H A, %
WHRTIE, O R 0 X T, 2O OBESIRIZR > Twb,
ZOMKTIE, tail# xxs D72ODY > 7 T, TETW5
B, TOADPTEKLLIRTHIUE, ZokH) R Licidh
57wy,

3. REFE

HIE T, RETEOGELZHMBIL . BETHO 71
VRN X 1

C: NF =y FY7IIBIT 5 tail# DEA
P HAHT AT Y7 ORI 2RO

D225 %5. I ZLDITEIC 217> T, TORITEHR
P ERAT). B CIX, 23 HICBIFS g b g2 ~DOEH,
ThbbI v ARNVOINY =<y F 2 ZI2BIT 5 tail #)
DEFOFH % tail# OO LIRS 5. £72, &R
P TlE, LOV I EWAMAY I TEIENTE LD
RIATL, BET A, B, 23MHTHMLZ, VA
BT AMTORE—-SBIEICOWTIX, £ P TEET
LALEH 5.

KETIE, IN50T07 T LEMMDT + =< IV RES
ZIRTY.

3.1 &

W2 CIIIC W 2 SRE0 0%, B 4 12RT. 7 —
FREEIX) A MIZBREL TWADT, F—# T3 Nil
L Cons 7217 CTH 5.

Ezpr~ ZATTE LTH 256N 55T, GHC ONEEE
LTI TW 2 Core FrtD i W O30 [7] 1T
W5, Erxpr- OFEIE, BIBGEM L Cons D5 Bk
IREENTWBETHDL., TDdD, b —T~DHF > 7D
F T, let KITBIT B RITEBANOHFHEDORK 2 R IUE S
HLEEPITIREENL., TZTOY 7, FRET
oy Thb. T, U 7id case RD e~ DFEFIZB W
TRl S, ZOMED ¢ \[THESIN/Z) TRy =2 p~
DFHEi~FEL. 7= EEIZY A NPT RDOT, XY=
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Expressions (AJ))

x € Var
e” € Ezpr~ == \z —e | Nil | Conszpa | x| e @
| casee” ofxp™ | letz =e] iney
p~ € Pattern™ == {Nil — e, ; Consapz: — e, }
Expressions (7))
x € Var
e € Expr == \z — e | Nil | Conszp z; | | ex | caseeof zp
| letz =eiines | letreusex = ey ines | tail# z
p € Pattern := { Nil — e,; Consxp xy — €. }

4
Fig. 4 Syntax.

TIE Nil OE & Cons DGEDFIEELTH .

Expr (323 Cc o)y, BLUOEHB P OAHTITH Y,
FExpr~ 1 tailt & letreuse XEBML7ZDDOTH 5.
letreuse IR AN EDY v 7 #HRT AL TH DL, 2
i let 1TV 525, e DEIEZIELE S 2 DIZHFAH
T2 RO & EEF AR L, BT Y 2T
TIHLLGEIEENEHAMT L2005 let L8E% 5.

3.2 JOJSLE#RC

%
) HITRTOXE, MESEANEESRRZ L. 2oL
D, BEFFECLEL LTWAHEFIEY > 7 oHM—SmE
BERONI LI ENTED.

51 C ARY. B C L, 23 MiTHMLAX
IS, NI =Ry T GRENTT Y ALV D tail
HACAHY T 2EHKE, FOI 2y ALVIHT A tailt 1I2{E
9 5.

MR C UL, B RD Expr~ & Map 3 \THY, Expr
TR, 22T, TIEE Map 1, (z,3) L) &)
LEBOMDELST, v, % tailte TESIIZ D LW 1EH]
PREFTADICHWAE. Map ~DOZEROMDENMIL, case
AT Cons D/8F — RN WITHEIATH . £72, 25D
tail¢ ANDEHIZ, C[Consay z] & Clay] & Cleay] 12
BWTT). WINOED o 25 Map IZEFI TR
E, BB TEALT tailt N EERZ D, A
B, ZOEBIZIE let 2L o THZIC tailkt s ZBET S
T wEIN B THARRMELSH L Z EIERE SN, 7
721, tail#x AIERA L RICHILL T, 2okH %k
Iy BEN B THLEIR R,

3.3 JOUILEHERP

P, let NTHME N LLHIZOWT, HEMHEIC
BRHEY > 7 %29 Z 23T EIUL letreuse IZERT 5.
ZZT, let DRFIER ©» BNROEMFEZTRTHILET 55
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M € Map == ¢ | M, (z¢,x)
C : Ezpr~ — Map — Expr
CN\e —e M = \a—=Cle | M
CINIJM = Nil

C[Cons zj, x4] let ) = tail# z;

(M, (xn,z1), (Tt,22)) in let zf, = tail# x2
in Cons o} ),
where 2 and zf, are
fresh variables
Cl[Cons xp, ] (M, (zh,z)) = letx’ = tail# zin Consa’ z;
where 2’ is a fresh variable

Cl[Cons xp, ] (M, (z¢,x)) = letz’ = tail# xin Cons z), 2’

where z’ is a fresh variable

C[Conszp, z:] M = Conszj x¢
Clze] (M, (x4,z)) = tail#x
Clz] M = =z

Cle™ z¢] (M, {zy,2)) = leta’ =tail#zin (Cle”] M)z’
where 2’ is a fresh variable
Clema] M = (Cle"] M) (C[=] M)
case (Cle” ]| M) of z {
Nil — Cle,, ] M;
Cons zp, ¢ —
Clec1 (M, (zi,x)) }
letz =Clle; ] M inCleg | M

Clcasee™ of z {
Nil — e ; .

Consxyp x — e, }| M

Clletx =ey ine, | M

5 JOs I L%k C

Fig. 5 Transformation C.

B, z OFFEOY » 7 IXHFHTTETH 5 T 5.
(1) et XPT, oz OHBEHEA 1 0TH 5.
(&2 27 let DL LTRENLY A OB EHE
3% Cons O tail & (5% 1ffib
nTwns,
CZTVHIJAIMOEF LI, tall BCTHEmRSNLTVD —
HOIL AL NEV) .,

6 | P A/RY. ATl LD, B C %
WHFEAOTO T T L EER P OATJETEHDT, Pk
Expr 705 Expr ~OZHTH L. let IZDWT, letreuse
ICERTZ 2089 2 5x, &M 11220V T oce TIRMNT
L, &t 2122w T spine TIRHTS 5. occ & spine
DEFRXE 7T IIRT. FT, oce i, NEEHEZITHS
T, ZORFIHRESINTEED D B0 L) e IET 5
METHL. 8z » Cons DFE25IHELTHEZON
HIERIDVHFEINTVDLZ LICERS NV, T/
spine \&, NEZEEZITI - T, FRE SN Cons
DE25FITHHT 20 ) pEET LM THL. Z
Z T, letreuse SANT-E %o TV & b [FFRCHED
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P :: Ezpr— Expr
P\ — €] = \z — Ple]

PINil] = Nil

PlCons z1 z2] = Cons z1 w2

Plz] = =

Plez] = Ple] =

Plcase e of z {
Nil — en; =

Cons zp, ¢ — ec }]

case Ple] of z {
Nil — Plex];
Cons zp, ¢ — Plec] }

Plletz = ey ines] = if spine Plez] = Once

&& occer x = True

&& occ ey x = True

then letreuse z = P[e1] in Plez]

else letx = P[e1] in Plez]

Plletreuse z = eq in e2] = letreuse x = ey in e

Pltail# 2] = tail# x

6 Tnurg Lk P
Fig. 6 Transformation P.

occ

occ (\z1 — e) x
occ Nil ©
occ (Cons z1 z2) @
occzT T
occ(exr) x
occ (case e of x5 {
Nil — ey;
Consxp oy — ec })
occ (letzy =ejines)
occ (letreuse z1 = ey ines)

occ (tail# z1)

Reuse

spine ::

spine (\z1 — €) x
spine Nil z

spine (Cons z1 x2) =

spine i T
spine (e 1) ©
spine (case e of x5 {
Nil — ep;
Conszp z¢ — ec}) @
spine (letz1 = ej ines)
spine (letreuse x1 = ey ines)

spine (tail# x1) =

Exzpr — Var — Bool
occex

True

1 # T

1 # T

occe && 1 #x
occex

&& occe, x
&& occe. x

occer x && occes x

occer T && occes T

T # T

None | Once | NoMore

Expr — Var — Reuse

None

None

if 2o = x then Once
else None

None

None

spineen, x| spineec x

spine ea T
NoMore

None

7 P OO O
Fig. 7 Helper functions.
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O, ANT-& %o TW72E1E NoMore %383, 22T,
1 1% None < Once < NoMore & \»9) i CHti % lLEg L,
KEWIET) Z2ETHERTH 5.

4, FEi#

FBA BN S 5E Haskell DIUER WA TH 5 Glasgow
Haskell Compiler (GHC) [8] ®/N— 3 ¥ 7.0.3 12, 2%
FihrEE L.

4.1 BE

GHC IZX 8 I1Z/R¥ &£ 912, 3THEOFHFIEE D,

Core Fifld, W CHEK DB 172 Haskell 53512 <,
3.1 fHiTHwWw :EE%?@%) CllhozdboThHhb. Tz,
STG Fif! IEFFN %A Spineless Tagless G-machine
(wcu]@ﬁW%rw_Ab@fE%féb,%yﬁﬁ
HRENTWVE, Thb 2200FFEIZBWT, GHC IZIE
FEVESEAT R let-floating [9] % & O F#EAL 21T . A,
ZOmMEEA e ENT-a— NE C—— SiEERHL TS —
7Ty ha— FNEHHTT 5.

RETHEL, 223 FEFETREY AT LIZEREZ A
HIETHEEL, a4 I, C & P OEHEBEN
L, 3= FEBRRIZOBIEZMA 2. £, K C I12o0
T, Core-to-Core DZEMINATER L 72, Core SETIZ
Haskell EZEOLEAL DT> TWAH T2, tail#t OIFUH L
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B, B c L& PIE S5, 6, T TRLAZDDE
UIZOFFEELTBY, occ & EOHBIEEAH LK
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AVEE 2 ZET L, XTLodinREHEL B
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Fig. 8 Compile path of GHC.
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C Stack
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InfoTable Head Object l :
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— e I e I e
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InfoTable ITnf?Table Head Object Il;iSTab]e ITnf?Table
Type: CONSTR IND CONSTR
THUNK
1 1
' ' 10 GHC L To® update frame 2L 24> 7D E#X

9 GHC ELToaryRenvkHrror—4ikdk
Fig. 9 Representation of cons cell and thunk in GHC.
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Fig. 10 Updating using update frame.
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Fig. 11 Representation of cons cell and reusable thunk in our

implementation.
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Head Object
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B 12 REFLELEAEAO GHC ETOH > 7 Ol
Fig. 12 Thunk reuse with the proposed method.
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W5,
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ZICEY, MESEL 7Y 27 b Em S $FICmEEsT o
TOWERSBBT LI ENTEDLENICRD. T,
kD GHC & AT, FHliEAY 7 OBHa X & /S
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Fig. 13 Stack before pseudocode is executed.

DEHTLT fFHAFINTBY, FRHY > 2713 F7280
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KIZ, (2) OHBAICE, TTICHAAY Y 78 e -7k
ICHERENRTWE, 728 21E, DT X)) % gy IS
NTWLHFARYT Y 7 PEfh e v ZEPEZLNL.

letreuse y; = f x y in Cons = y;

CoBITIE, P ORMMHY > 7 % gy D7ZOITH
FHT A, K13 (2) 12, B — FICASBERORSY v
7 %Y. BTl EHE, 20 f OFOH LEIZIE
tail#t 12 & o TR F 4172 reuse frame 28EfT SN 5 X )12
o TW5h,

F72, (3) OHAICDH, (1) LA E ZHEAATREZR
P HBEY B THN TV,

Pl b%#5F 2T, fICHTAEMI— N X 14
DEINHADH, T, HP+=3 IJL 5T, TV A LD
OB E v — 7 RIS A, k2, BEmEh o s
PHFHTRECH 20 F 2y 7§55, HFHTEETH LS5
fHz, UToeBhThHs.

o HAHY V7 h e —FICEHL THEATH 5.

o HAIFY Y7 T TILHILELEITIE, TOV 714

EFFHLEL) T2 505 REE S D,
7 OF A KITHMEHOBTH S Z LIEE SN,

BT THNL, FO% v 7P HFL VWA EZ 1
T hH, WP a—FhTlE, rt THAHAY Y27 23EL
TWwWh., F7z, WEETHRITNE, HP+=3 & LT, HFIHY
VIR —=TICHIICED B TS, REIC, I AELD
tail SICHFIAY 7 2 %ET 5.

4.3 THED

GHC 3R a ¥R THEDOZHRHA L T 5.
WA ZAEDIE, KGO+ 7Y 27 MIER#ZICT
CEEEI N, BXEFLODOT L4 7Y 27 MIATER
BEVEWIREEBRANCER LR THDH., £ 7V 22 b
DRG0 GIrtfC & I ) 12ad L, i
T AE)DOEINETTH) 2 & T, THEDDOR)FA
5. AT LICTHEDELT) OT, FHANDOSH
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// SP: stack pointer

// HP: heap pointer

HP += 3; // Allocate memory for cons cell
SP[2];

SP[1];

X

y

if (SP[3] != &reuse_frame_info) {

goto ALLOCATE;

}

rt = SP[4].payload[1]; // reusable thunk
SP -= 3; // pop x and y

if (rt.payload_size < 2) {

goto ALLOCATE; // rt is too small

}

OVERWRITE:

rt[0] = info table for g x y
rt[1] = x;

rt[2] = y;

tailobj = &rt[0];

goto DONE;

ALLOCATE:

// allocate memory for reusable thunk
HP += 3;

HP[-5] = info table for g x y

HP[-4] = x;

HP[-3] = y;

tailobj = &HP[-5];

DONE:
// building up cons cell
HP[-2] = info table of cons cell;
HP[-1] = x;
HP[0] = tailobj;
X 14 letreuse DI VN ViFEHR T — K

Fig. 14 Pseudocode for letreuse expression.

S, THEDOBIZEFLTVWE ATV 27 bOAhta
S
WETERZERT LI, BRI Y 2 3B AZ AL
(o TV ZEFEZE LS TR B SRV, T2, B
OEHI LY, BRS04 b — NIRRT 220
MWEDT 7 I SHFLVEIBIIZR Y ) B L) mb, @
WY I EREDLETHAS.
CDXHWEY T EORNERIEN T A 2O, FA)
My 7 zoRllfitt~ELZ L LT 5. GHC I, &
AREDOOG L % H ML ) B IZonwTa e —HK
THEDET) 720, HRHT LY 2 7 5T HED OISR
Loz, HAHY Y 7 0a ¥ —ottE#HEs 5
ZENTED.

5. EER

RETH:E GHC 7.03 IZELHEZIMA TEIHL, R
L7z, EBRICIE, nofib XY F < —7 [10] D real %7
Yty hoTa s a7 ik L7z & 912, Haskell ®
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Fig. 15 Total memory allocation relative to original GHC.
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ZHMNAH. W linear I22DWTIE 122.2% L R FF %
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ZhUE, 32HOTU ST LEHR P IZBVWTEAINS
tail# NI T 2% 2 7 %, EMEFTICLYBRETE SR
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5.2 E{TRE
FATRORRZ B 16 (IR T . MR ZF 2 Lo
HEI0EL-EEDE L >TWD, FHIE, 107.2%T
& o7z, reptile R linear R DXV F~v—27TlE, K&%
F =Ny NP LEREL>TLES>TWS.,
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EELHS T e TELWEEESHL. LrL, €0—
FT, W14 TRLZE) RFETRHOF = v 7 BUETH
5. GHC O A1) Y TR AEDIERE AT 4 Haskell O
FAETFNVICEDLETFa— v V&N, B TH L0
BIRTIEELZoTLE) L IR E oz, ETI
Frv ZIZE Bt =~y FOFRIZSHDOBETH 5.
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Fig. 16 Execution time relative to original GHC.
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Fig. 17 GC time and execution time.
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6. FEEMZ%E

STG [6] I121Z, update in place & 29 FEIFRFE ST
Wh, ZHUE, REIF O 7 E R RO 0 10# &
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Thb. 2L 2E, 52004 0= FEHFOL)%H 2
ZHil L, 2 00 0 — FPLELRI S ALLDATE S
LA, 520095 200RfB—F&fioT, 22
VT L, —FT, REFETFEEFOT Y 7 %, W
FlzX W EsNb Ty A VDEREDY 7 L L CHAH
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BIEHti 2 D 2 2 & T, BIEFHE 7 1 27T 2 OF & 2 5%
LoD, $ U 7 0hEEEDF =N~y FOHIE HigL
TWwh. 72720, HEMICY A P E2ED L 0T, EICE
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