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Processing on Shared Memory Multi-processor Systems
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This paper presents an implementation and performance evaluation of the macrodatafiow
computation scheme that is a coarse grain parallel processing scheme on shared memory
multi-processor systems. In macrodataflow computation, the compiler automatically gener-
ates coarse grain tasks called macrotasks, exploits parallelism among macrotasks and gener-
ates a dynamic scheduling routine to assign macrotasks to processors. A conventional coarse
grain parallel processing scheme such as multi-tasking has drawbacks such as difficulty in
the extraction of parallelism among coarse grain tasks by users and large dynamic schedul-
ing overhead caused by OS calls. However, in macrodataflow computation, the compiler
exploits parallelism among macrotasks automatically and dynamic scheduling overhead is
small because the compiler optimizes a dynamic scheduling routine for each source program.
Performance evaluation of the macrodataflow computation scheme on an Alliant FX/4 and
a Kendall Square Research KSR1 shows that macrodataflow computation reduces execution
time of programs to 1/1.92 - 1/8.10 of execution time by conventional schemes such as loop
parallelization and multi-tasking.
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Table 1 Earliest executable conditions.
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#define MTnum MT(<? 7
#define PEnum PE(7 U
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int MT_State(MTnum];
int MT_Branch[MTnum);
int ReadyMT_queue (MTnum) ;

int flag_queue, flag_insert; /*
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int id;
{
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switch(newMT) {

case 1: MT_1(); break;
case MTH 5 : wr_ MTH Y O
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}
}

MT_1() /* R 20% X8 N—F

break;

break;
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HF MW EMO v 2 MK (flag_insert);
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Fig. 3 Generated code for a processor in the distributed scheduling method.
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#define MTnum MT(7 7 O % X 7) ¥
#define PEnum PE(7 O+t v % X1 L £ > M) ¥
#define STATEnum MTDstate® 5 N

int PE_State[PEnum] ; o A Y a—7  pEMMIEHENR ~/
int Branch [PEnum] ; /* Ar Y a—7 - PEMEAHEY +/
int Finish[PEnum] ; /v R4y Y a—-7  pEMMIIHEYN +/
SCHEDULER ()
{
int  MT_Condition[STATEnum}; /* MTBR P KA HATH +/
int  ReadyMT_queue [MTnum] ; J* EArolEMTABRINAF 21— vy
int  newMT; /* ®H ST RMT +/
int  StateNo: /* state® Y +/
int i;

ArZa—) s 7REBRODMIL:
K 17 8] ABMT ? ReadyMT_queue B # ;

while(! 70 7 7 L# )
/v 7O X WD ETRE -
for(i = 0; i < PEnum; i++)}
if (PE_State[i] == 0) {
newMT = GET_MT_FROM_QUEUE; /* ReadyMT_gqueue”' © OMTH h it L +/
PE_State[i] = newMT

}
/v 77O A BMRRITOIMEMNRE +/
for(i = 0; i < PEnum; i++){
if(Branch{i] t!= 0){
StateNo = Branch(i]:
StateNoll Ko U 7:MT M & K 17 o] B % 1 B & (StateNo, MT_Condition);
LK AT o] fEMT A )
F A1 o] AEMT M) ReadyMT_queue i §t ;
Branch([i) = 0;
)
if (Finish[i] t= 0)(
StateNo = Finish{i};
StateNoll i U 7:MT M ¥ K 47 o] At % # B & (StateNo, MT_Condition);
L (K AT O] BEMT A )
% 41 o] BEMT O ReadyMT_queue i § ;
Finish[i] = 0:
}
)
}
}

4 BYAYCa-FHRIBIAAYr Y a—FHAMI - ¥
Fig. 4 Generated code for a scheduler in the centralized scheduling method.

#define MTnum MT(Z 7 O ¥ X 7)) ¥
#define PEnum PE(7 Ot v# T L 2 ¥ M) ¥

int PE_State(PEnum) ; AY Y a—-5  PEMAGRALY -/
int Branch (PEnunm) ; /Ay Y a—7 - pEMAERAIEY
int Finish(PEnum}: /o A Y a—5  PEMALTHER
PROCESSCR (id)
int id; /* pEEY +/
{
while(t 70 7 7 48 [)(
while{PE_State(id] != 0){
switch(PE_State(id}){
case 1: MT_1(id); break;
case MTE Y. Mr_% ¥ (id): break:
caée MT_num: MT_MTnum(id); break;
)
PE_State(id] = 0:
)
}
MT_1(id)
ur_wT & 5 (id)
int id; /+ PEH T +/
{
MTE DR, .
if (5 # R &) Branch(id] = DB IZHIE L Zstate®H ¥
MTA K O R

Finish(id) = & [IIHIE L Zostate B %,
}

HT;M‘I‘num (id)

B5 ®BhRArYa—7 B s Tty FHERI—F
Fig. 5 Generated code for an ordinary processor in the centralized scheduling method.
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FALy Tty /B0 rs07F—4 70— 0HEDR
Fa=rTF ==~y FORBIZOWTHRNS.

4.2.1 KSR1 L TDI—TXFH{E, TILFXL vy

T4, 7oOaF—270-0NBOMEE
3 afii

8 nrur 74, 280 DO-all V-7, 418
D= —"7, 3D BPA»LEREN
BEN—THFHLBFRTLE T O T T LDFTH B,

25, 87O 546% KAP W72V —
THEFINE, <LV FAL vy FAVY, vra7F—47
O—EYHWT, KSR1D4 7oty H ETEFL
TRERERT.

T3 KAP /v — 7HFI0E Tz, KAP @
HENIEHL#EEIC L Y 2 D DO-all L —7 (MT2,
MT4) AOEFIEIHH Sh, Zh 6D —TIZ3L,
W—THFINBEEEHL 2. RIZTVFAL Y T4~
7 Tid, 2o DO-all v — 7 (MT2, MT4) ADif
FIZEFIAT A0, 25D DOl V—T% %0
FHERT A0ty By, T bbb 4OV —
TICaEL, FTFMD2roa8shlov—T%~<
WFAL T4 275475 ) #BOTEFETLE.
KIZMT4 DS F3EERNTINV—FIZDonT b EHIC
WHEFLZ. T2, MT6 BIUMTT DY —4 >
AN —TREFIE[TAEEZDTINLETILF A
LyF 175475 ) % BOTHERET L. <2
oF—4570—-0BTIX, 328D DO-all V-7
(MT2, MT4) 2hEhxFEHT5 70t v 3857,
Thbb4BONINV—-TIZ5EL, DO V— 7R
OFFIEEMHE L7, 72, 270 A IBOBRRE
ITUTRERGBATICE Y, 48D ~F v =T
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REAL X1 (400000),Y1(400000),21(400000)
REAL A{100)

REAL D(4000)

INTEGER B(500000),R({500000)

INTEGER Q(480000),P(480000),C(480000)
REAL AJ4. X,DP

n o

X1(1)=0.1
¥1(2)=0.2
21(3)=0.3
X = 0.0
A{l)=1.0
B(l)=1
B(2)=2
C(1)=0
D(1)=1.0
DP = 0.0

an

»»»»» MT2 DOALL LOOP -----
DO 10 1I0=1,480000
C(10)=10"2
Q(10)=480001-10
P(I0)=Q(I10)*10/480000
10 CONTINUE

a0

fffff MT3 SEQUENTIAL LOOP -----
DO 20 I1=2,400000-2,1
X1(I1)=I1+X1(I1-1)
YI(I1+1})=(I1+1)+Y1(I1)
21(I1+2)={I1+2)+21(I1+1)
20 CONTINUE

ool

————— MT4 DOALL LOCP (REDUCTION LOOP) ----
DO 30 I12=1,480000
DP = DP+P(I2)*Q(I2)
30 CONTINUE

----- MTS BPA -----
IF(DP.LT.0.0) GOTO 100

0o a0

77777 MT6 SEQUENTIAL LOOP -----
DO 40 I3=1,450000
X=C(P(I3))
C(Q(I3))=X+Q(13)
40 CONTINUE

c
c - MT7 SEQUENTIAL LOOP -----
DO 50 14=3,500000
R(I4)=B(I4-1)+B(I4-2)
B(I4)=R(I4)/2+1
50 CONTINUE
C
S MT8 SEQUENTIAL LOOP -----

100 DO 60 J4=2,4000
AJ4=34
Do 61 I5=2,100
A(IS5)=(A(IS-1)+AJ4/A(15-1))/2.0
IF (ABS(A{I5)-A(I5-1)).GT.10000) GO TO 62
61 CONTINUE
62 D(J4)=AJ4*D(J4-1)*0.0001«AT4
60 CONTINUE

(sl

-~ MT9 BPA -----
WRITE(6,*) (X1(II), II=1,5)
WRITE(6,*) (A(II), II=1,5)
WRITE(6,*) (B(II),II=1,5)
WRITE(6,*) (C(II), II=1,5)
WRITE(6,*) (D(II),II=1,5)

c

END

8 #I¥ Fortran 7O/ 7 L
Fig. 8 An example Fortran program.

(MT3, MT6, MT7, MT8) MDIEFIMH %t L 7.
FrwruFr—y70—0BIIBIIART IO RS
OETHEZ, Surssa—FhilEDRAINIR
roa—)rra—-FilloTirol:.
£2IRTIHIZ, KAP WL — 750
BT ETRMAY — 7 Py VETRD 1/1.37 1
ERINTVEDIIML, YV FALYy T 1 v 7T
1/1.64 2SI hTwa. Zhid, wLVFAL Yy T4
v 7T, 280 DO-all L—7 (MT2, MT4) A®D
WHEIRICMA T, 2O —r v v—"T (MTS6,
MT7) MoEFIHEI M SN TVE7-0THS. =

Fortran ¥R & & R 7 50 M4 FEET i 425

;2 KSRl ETor—7#HE, vV FRAL 712 Y, w70
Ty 7u-ABOMELE

Table 2 Comparison of loop parallelization, multi-

threading and macrodataflow computation on a

KSR1.
FArRE [s) EE R
Seq 8.39 1.00
DO-all 6.11 1.37
M-thread 5.13 1.64
MDF 2.66 3.15

Seq: ¥—#7 ¥ VET
DO-all: V— 75 E (KAP)
M-thread: ¥ WVF AL v 74 7
MDF: v 7u7—% 70—

L Terso07—4% 70— BT, SLIZEST
B A L — 7 VX VETRHD 1/3.15 ICERTE T
Wwh, Thit, vz7u5Fr—4y7u-RB T2 @D
DO-all V—7HOEFIHIZMZ T, 709X 7D
BREETTREGRTIZL, 4B -7 %l
V—7 (MT3, MT6, MT7, MT8) MDOIEFIE %
HTxa2k, $72LVFALYy T4 7IZHRT,
a0y S aRIZBORAINIA Y a—-)yFa—-F
DETRFH —/N—~ KISV DOTH 5B,

4.2.2 FX/4 LU KSR1 LTNHCG 7075

L3 B MERERHE

X9 (xR~ b 2 AT AR OEL R
XRBD7-DDCC TOUYSFLDIITTIAI T ST
27T, M9, vz 0¥ A2 14 (MTI14) 35K
V=TT, 7075 LO0NEBEBHOIIEALIIZOY
ray Ay (W—7) OVBBEMTHE:0, TO<
705 A7 OEELENEEONMEBEFMERD 2012
BETHA. $/-MT1413, SHETHIN-BHIR
F I, NP THRBHICY T/ 0y A2 44K T
X5, UEAERLTACG 70”5 4TI, MT14
AERDH T2 705 A7 ESIIH L TREREMIZT O
F—y7u—MBEr#EBET AT, £/, KSRI X5
HEHFX vy A AEYRITAFTOL v L AT AL
TH A7, KSRl LThwraF—470—-AET
ik, F—su—HnI34¥—3 a3 FEIIOLERT
AI LIz, 7Oy HMT-vEEF— =AY
FEBERTS.
TNFEIAXF L IBLTVFAL Yy T4 VT,
9, MT14 A DO-all V—7 (MT14-1, MT14-
3, MT14-5, MT14-7, MT14-9, MT14-10) * #h
FIWERT 270y BSIZGEL, £hENFX/4
o FIRXL T 475, KSR/ LD VF
ALVyFA T4 75) B TENEFTLE. K
IZwro7F—770-REBTIE, FEIZMTI4AD
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Fig. 9 Macrotask graph of CG program.

DO-all V— 7% AT A 70ty H BT IZTET 5
eI, M9 sus Ry 7 R85 89
BV—7BIUEETOy 7 HOIFIES Mt L.
IhHTI2USRAIDAY Va1 yIERE LTA,
FX/4 LTto<wsuo7—s7u-0BTiE, FX/4®
7at vy EIFA4EENSVID, TRATYVa—
SHRA*HBHW/. KSRl LTovw/r a7 —4%70—M
BT, KPBLUTHAT V2 -7 EREN
Huw7-.

£3IBIUE4A X, ThEN4 TOL Y HHRED
FX/4 BXU 16 70t v +#%K D KSR1 £ To CG
TATILDY v VET, SVNFSAXZLT
FIINVNFALYFA VY, v7uF—4 701
BOEFTHERETRT. £P, matrix size I3, R E
THELHBRROBRBITIINA XERLTWA.

£I3IWRT LI, 4 oy KD FX/4 £
TOINFIAF LT TI, v—7 v v VEFTHIC
ERTEITHMERSTE TRV L, ¥ 7
O57—4%70—0B T3, matrix size A% 240 x 240,
AHTETDOBET1/3.67, X7 PNVEFTOHET
1/344 ICEMTIT VA,

F7, R4 IWRTEDIC, 16 7oty BN
KSR1 L COTILVF AL v 714 7T, matrix size
A5 256 x 256 DFHECTETRME > — 7 ¥ ¥ VET
B 1/3.24 IZEMTE AL, v 2u7—%7
O—RBTIE, TERAY P 2—-IFHFRDBHET1/14.95,
KPRy V2T HROBET/14.73 IZHEMTET
Wwa,

IhoHDFERLY, v uF—45 70— NETII,
FX/4 LTOTLF Y A% 7BLUKSR]I LTHw
NFAL Y T4 TIIHRT, BUiEFitx it ci
BEEDIZAY Va—-" )y TF ==~y FH/hEN

Mar. 1996

®3 FX/4 LTOCG 7u¥ 7 Liixt$ 2 E5IREFiLEOtEE
fid 73
Table 3 Comparison of parallel processing schemes on an
FX/4 using CG program.

matrix size
128 x128 240 %240
EArREM [s] | B | EARM(s) [ EEL
Seq(s) 98.24 1.00 611.12 1.00
Seq(v) 39.54 1.00 249.38 1.00
M-Task(s) 173.22 | 0.57 600.74 | 1.02
M-Task(v) 154.04 | 0.26 522.34 | 0.48
MDF(s) 27.49 3.57 166.69 3.67
MDF(v) 11.62 3.40 72.41 3.44

Seq: ¥y~ vy VELr
M-Task: YLV F YA ¥ 7
MDF: v uo7—% 70— M
(s): AH 7 ¥ir

(v): ~}7 b NVESS

¥4 KSRl LTOCG 707741283 5 E5RE FiEoME
Jid 14
Table 4 Comparison of parallel processing schemes on a
KSR1 using CG program.

matrix size
128x128 256 x 256
EAresm [s] | EEEH | EATRSM [s) | EE
Seq 44.08 1.00 328.24 1.00
M-thread 35.16 1.25 101.39 3.24
MDF(d) 6.06 7.27 21.95 14.95
MDF(c) 4.34 | 10.16 22.28 | 14.73

Seq: ¥ — ¥ NELS

M-thread: ¥ VF AL v 5741 ¥

MDF(d): w7u7—% 70— (5BATrYV2—-7KKX)
MDF(c): v707—% 70— (KDPRYrVa—-FHK)

e, TUY T LOETRMEERTED I LY
HHENG.

KSRl LT~ 0F— 49 70—0BiZ BT 5%+
BIUBBAY Y 12— T FROEB T, matrix size
D256 x 256 DIFE, EH Ay V21— FHRTITETH
Mz —7 2 v VETRDO1/14.73 1CE#EL T 5
DAL, DAY Y2 —F5HRTIX1/14.95 (248
TETVD, KPRV a2a—-FHRTR], Arda—
FELT1 7oty s b5FT500, ZOBHBEIR,
FHAT V22— XAV EPAT V2 —-FHARLNE
W FPLEBHERERL TV 5.

—74, matrix size #% 128 x 128 OB E, TEHAY
Va—F AR TRETHME L — 7 > O v VETRD
1727 I CEBLTVADIIH L, BPAY V-5
FHRTIZ1/10.16 (@M TETVE, FHAY Va—
SHRTIE, YIUIAIDAY P a—") v FTHEIZE
Tat v HIIIEESNIA Y Va—) Y TRHF—%7
IR ADIODHHOREILEE LY, Ay a—)
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T F NNy FEEF RS V2T HFRICHRT
KEWV., #0/:%, matrix size 7% 128 x 128 DA,
Thbbvr09 27 ONBEREASLEN/NSVHE
2, EHRT Va-FHRANTHATr V2 - /R E
DHBVILFTBEHRERL TS,

4.2.3 A& Ta—UrTH ==~y KOMEEFE
R5IZFX/4 BXUKSRLI ETOZLFZ XX
Y, ehNFALy T B0 F—4s 70—
MBIZBIIAARY a—1) v Tt —N—~v FERT.
FX/4 LTOINF 5 XX 7B X UTKSRL ETH
TINFALY T4 TIIBITAF—IN—~v FiX, &
NENFX/4 LORNVFIRF L TTA4TT7)ThHS
fork??), KSR1 FCORNFAL v F 4 v T T4 T 7
') T % pthread_create?V D EFTHMEMEL 20
DTHbH. vrur—s70-U0BIZBITHL -/ —
Ay FiE, 7JurSaa—Fh|IZBDAENLRA YT
Ja—)rra—Fivwroy Ay 1flr oty
AL THUE (w2 0% R D ReadyMT_queue
~DEEFE £ O ReadyMT _queue 6 ND~v 70 % A%
OBMHHL) LETAENFELAEL-6DTHS.
#5 &0, FX/a LTowrus—5 70—-REBD
Ay a—Y Tt —=N—=~v FiE, TVFIAF
7N 1/2518 THY, F/2KSR1 LToHwro57—%
TUO—MBOAYy Va—") rFr—"—~v FiZ, =
NFAL Y T4 TIIHRT, FBAT P 2a—-FhHRK
DHBETL17, BHAT V2~ FHROBAET1/226
THLIENGH,AE. ThHOERLY, FX/4 LT
DINVFIAFTBELUFKSRI LTOIYLFAL
FATTR, O ABLUAL Y FORYr TV a—
N TAT0SIZE o TiTbiad (0S DRERIKEEIZ L )
BTHro¥BAsay s BLBIILRBBENH L) 720,
F—IN—Ay PRIV LD, FRIIX LT,
2 O0F—¥ 70—REBTIX, SO0V 5L3—FpZ
BOAINIArPa—) v 7 a—-FPEArTJa—)
VURMBAEITS I, A=Ay FREIRLDOF
FCHARTHEIANASWI ERTD S,

¥7:, KSRl kT 07— 7u—MBiIB8wn
T, PAY 2 —FHRDARr Y a—1) > 75t —I3N—
ANy FPEBFRTrV2a—-FHREID O KREVDE, 77
WA 12— 9HRIIBIRARYr a2 Y TRT—
77 AR ILEL 2 A MBI OO D F — 3 —
Ay FBELBEHRTHS. FX/4 B LU KSR ETHE
fHEIHWE T4 77) BXUFOETHELERE
IR

Fortran YK & ¥ R 7 5 RLFR o> 4 fE T 427

W5 FAFTIv oA TVa— )Tt —I—~y FORB
Table 5 Comparison of dynamic scheduling overhead.

T—%57 | BmBHIX A —s8=~y ¥ [us]

¥ x

FX/4 MDF(d) 45.56
M-task 114739.50

KSR1 MDF(d) 29.66
MDF(c) 10.08
M-thread 2273.50

®e HMME T 1 77 EATREM

Table 6 Execution time of libraries for mutual exclusion.

T—*X77 4775 FEATREM [us]
7 ¥
FX/4 lock, unlock 16.89
KSR1 pthread_mutex_lock, 13.00
pthread_mutex_unlock
5. & ¥ U

AKEBXTIE, FAEYVRIZLF SOy H T A
7 4 Alliant FX/4 3 X UF Kendall Square Research
KSR1 ET® Fortran v 7 07— % 70 —MBOEH
FHHEIZOWTARNR, HEEFMEIT- 7.

INHENT Ly ETONRFHEOER, v 707 —
y7O0—NBIL, BHRERT—FT 7 F v 2 B2 HE
HvLF7utyH L A7 L ETEBRITETHY, £
neLnvwrET,

(1) ROV —THEFIEICHZ, HEEETIELH
HiFIHTE B,

(2) ToNATHERLEAY Ya—)yra—F
WEBTAFIv s AT T a—1) r7h, R
DINVFEYAF L TFRITNVF ALy T4 72
HERTAY V2= ot ==~y FEIEE
NS HRZBIENTES,

7o, e LT, koL —THFIE, v F R

XUU INFAL Y T4y EORFIMBFEICH

RTEYW RO LG AELERTESL L PHES

(AR

¥/, vrO0F—-y 70 —UBIIBIFLAY Va1
Dy ARV TR], R YL F SOy
AFLDT —¥70FxR707 7 L0FFMEIZLD,
BHAT V2 —FHREFRATF V2 —-FHARDOEL
S5A8 L TWE»HEbLID, 5%, Tur/Ldh
BVWRRTIUS A TEILBY A VA Y TR
REBRTA2FEORBEVLETHS. 612, BEE
E£513, EHL ANV 707r—-F7u—-ars (5%
BBEPTHNH, K3 /314 5 % HWT Perfect Bench-
marks ENOKFEE IO /S Lt s~ raF—57
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