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Abstract

Message vectorization is an important optimization technique for distributed-memory compilers, but it
cannot be performed if there is any unresolved data dependence in the target loop nest. The existing
approach, called “versioning™, solves this problem. However, it has a serious drawback due to its code
explosion problem, particularly when SPMD code is gencrated. In this paper. we propose a new tech-
nique that exploits innermost loop parallelisin without using versioning. In this new approach, message

vectorization can be performed even when there is an unresolved data dependence in the innermost loop.
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1 3IU®IC

—RICT — S WFIEHEAO T Y84 T [1, 214, V-7
FEITICSELT -4 2 VT ETORMIE T Oy 358
RZFAvE—-TFEBCLV T )72y F L, BES
FZ LIV T 2 ETERB L FEETH L, 20
7D Ty B HFEARALT - 2 EOTuky Y
FHAL. TROEFAET L7 0y LD TER
L7AEZRBB L OD M L. 207 — 5 KA % HEF
THLICBEI-F2AERETAIEFERCRS, Th
537 — S KM OB RICE T TIT 2 bh 3 |4, 3],

L#4* L dynamic dependences[5] & 335 & 1L 5[ 1%
DEIBN—T Tk, F— ¥ KFF [6] 4% true dependence
(EERBRZOHTHAHR) @5\t anti dependence (5t
BRHBEZOHREEZAR) OELLITHEATHE TIRES
BWEIRHE, T EFEICEI Ry S LAy &
VRFERA LIV —THFUL [T BATETH 572,

read(n)
do =1, 20

afi] = a[n]43
end do

X 1: 7 NVipl

DL ) BRBPENT BT S U —F & LTid versioning
PREEN T2 [8], versioning 137 — & IR %
RIGEEDLITET2I-F 2 A T4 VBT HFET
Hb, PIAITHLI oFTIE, M2 0L KBHENE,

if (n >= 20) then
do =1, 20 :
a[i] = a[n]+3
end do
else
do ¢=1, n—1
afi] = a[n]+3
end do
afn] = afn]+3
do i=n+1, 20
afi] = a[n]+3
end do
endif

2: versioning 2N/ T IVL B

versioning SN RO I-FIKEEINE 32DV —
TIZFNFN loop-carried 2 F — ¥R L%, 7
V7 2y FIZEBN—THHUEFTEEIC RS (H3).

LALRAP5K 30 L 9 IC versioning (22 —F - =4
ATR—=VarveRId, MBROBITRALI 14T
YRTHolh. AUOBIPIEZ 55 - TS 5 IHM
%O—FTHELIT TR TER S 2V,

if (n >= 20) then
call compute_lis((1:20),a[:],b1,ub1)
call compute_receivers((1:20),ali],e[n], PGreco 1)
if (i_own(a[n])) then
call send_to_grp(a[n],PGrecv 1)
else
call receive_from(buf,owner(a[n]))
endif
do :=Ib1, ubl
a[i] = buf+3
end do
else
call compute_lis((1:n—1), a[i], b2, wb2)
call compute_receivers((1:n—1),a[é],a[n],PGreco 2)
if (i—own(a[n])) then
call send_to_grp(a[n],PGrecv2)

else
call recewve_from(buf,owner(a[n]))
endif
do i=b2, ub2
afi] = buf+3
end do

if (i_own(a[n])) then
a[n] = a[n]+3
endif
call compute_lis((n+1:20), a[i], b3, ub3)
call compute_recewvers({n+1:20),ali],a[n],PGrecv 8)
if (i_own(a[n])) then
call send_to_grp(a[n],PGrecv3)
else
call receive_from(buf,owner(a{n]))
endif
do 1=(b3, ub3
ali] = buf+3
end do
endif

3: versioning &N /z 7 VizHlo SPMD a—F

—fMICSPMD 70/ S Ak 1 DO a— F THEET T
Yy IHIET A0, B—T oy Hoa—-F ik
RTP»HYKRE RS, versioning D X ) ZFEM AR HE
Sk aREfbe —RICEATAE, a-F¥ A4 X%
ELICHARIETLE ), 2020, TELZFa—F
A X & KIBICHE R 3 TICEIME T 2 FEFEETH 5,

AR TRETDRAN =T AT 7 4 LRI dy-
namic dependences ¥ ff-72)b— 7122V T versioning %
BTV =752 TR I LT 7T u—FTh b,

COFAPHHAL TV EREMEE, M1E26lick -T, 8
B2, FTRAT. COV—TTE. AV FyZr ALy b

o i=1l.n DFETFTE. V—TEITHD a[n] DfE.
o i=n+1.20 DFELTTI, V—TELHED an] DI
BUBEET B, n FEARHCRE WL, aln] AT BT

Oty Hid, v—7EFRICA Ty 7 2y b i=1.n
PEATT BT 0y RS V=T ETHRIC I = n+1..20
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PETTETO Y FHIC ofn] OEEZETE, F—
SRR RETE S,

BLICE a BTy HiTLoTT Oy ZRITHE
ShTwE, #6070y EREFRE, i=1.n
EPEFTHTO0Ly I, HBvidi=n+1.n 2FEfT
T570 Ly POELLPSETHIENTESL, T
Bkaln #FETLT Oy FiZEREFR,

L V=7 EATANIREE SNz on] DL ZERD D,
2. V=T FEFRICRE I Nz o[n] DEEZEHD

DELLPICHEEIND, AP an] 2FIETH TR LY
FIH L TOARLELZOT, FEHILCES T uty fHL
REFUCFATEND , P2 OWTHFABETH B, LT,
SEL, 2epEEhsTu Ly SR FNRENR PGpre,
PG.post LR,

PDEBRRTELLIKC, HIONV—-TOEITTIE, &
SOy RV — T EFOMC an] 2FET 7 0Ly
FrEE 1EEZ72F T, BFICETTE B,

M nENV—T, m REEAST Oy S RICHEE
RTWwBE4E4TH, dynamic dependence O ERATERH
V=T ik jEBOBRIRE (j=1.m) Tholk &
o, W UERATE Y Lo,

PLF. 2% T dynamic dependences OfEfE TNV — 7 i
FULFTELVWIBEOEBELHAT 5, 3ETHRALV—T
NRAT T4 AR HAT 5, RBICERHRELZ
B£Y¥5,

2 W—THF{EICZH T 3 Dynamic
Dependences () §2E

ABETEHEMIT — s WF 705 T B TERER
W—THF b e ZO&B%FHHET 5, KIC dynamic de-
pendences % FEOBM A ERFI AR L, LI hin
SPMD 2 —FOFEOEIETRT,

2.1 Ayt—IN72EICLDBI—TATIE

W=TDAYTFT Y I RAERDE BEOHREEA VT
2 REy b ERER, V=75t T owner computes
rule[d] (K- TA U F v 7 A1y b 43E 3] 2T b b
DB TH L, V—T 2EFNEATT B 720100

L AYFy 2 ALy VGEDSTEETHELI L.

2. FON—T OFRBFICEETNBZMRALOHBITDONT
BETAHTRCOBEEL. TONV—TOIMITIT%

>

AT Y (AvE—TURy &4k
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PLETHD,

a8 T3 T — & KRR CHIBE L 72 loop-carried
7 — ZRAEIC T & | true dependence 7 S5 iEN—7
Bi7 Y7 2y FD7zH@, anti dependence 72 51T/ 7
SAVDRODRTF Ay e—VUBEI-FEERT S
[7o

DENDIVNAWERIC 1) AT v 7 Ay FAGER
WHEP LD AR E )| () RAELDT — 5 RS 1
DREHENNE, TUNA TN T R EHIETT S
JI—-FPERTE S,

2.2 Dynamic Dependences & SPMD O
_IQ‘

1BON 12 BEZL LD, BHBEO X 9 I versioning % &
HLZwE 281 VBT —  4K7E 4% anti dependence
& B i3 true dependence @ ¥ 5L —F Ik E 57,
W=THHFUETE 2V, DBEITHER S M55 SPMD
2—-F%., 106 2EEH L T 4R T,

do i=1, 20
if (i—own(a[i])) then
if (i_own(a[n])) then

buf = a[n]
else
call receive_from{buf,owner(a[z]))
endif
else

if (i-own(a[i])) then
call send_to(a[n],owner(a[r]))

endif

endif

if (i_own(ali])) then
ali] = buf+3

endif

end do

[ 4: BFUL RN TV SPMD 2—F

M4BT 2ABIIUTOLI LD TH S, iown
BEINTEFIBERELZHSPHAEL TR L0 E IO
BEEEL. HOWHA LEVEFEE~NDT 722 %
7200 IF L (Faky A —F EIRER) 2HHT 5
el D, owneriZIEI NI EERTAT
A70kyHEEL, send.to & receive_from L THE
ANTEFER T EET S,

X 40 SPMD a—F 2 Ef77 5L, £ EhDOT 1
Ly I INT Oy S TOETEREOETRIT
Jo BWIE, BHOFFAE LEVESN~NOHEERARL H —
F5azEe, BHODHAE LZWESIOHRALAASLE (BT
BET¥A7a0tyhrbodEcERTLIETHE,
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TAHDIC
1. &7 0y HBL Ty s Xy FNERBREEFTL.
2. BELBT 7R ENBWFNEET L itbh 5

TETHD IO AT YREERTCRT— 5 DMEH
WRBICR % F T latency BIEEICENWI L2 EET S
L, ZOSPMD a—-FOETIZY I 7oty TE
TTH0LHERTHLEZ>TEL B 5,

— M HPF 0 L ) 27— s BFIET/ A WH L LT
VBT UT T ATIREFY A AFFEFITRENZD, &
FBEBFEINF A XD —F—THHI LidKERME
L b,

3 g'?—zw_)b—7°/\°4’7°-3 1 1k

AETRBEANIIE 1OV — T P EOEFIMEL R T, KiC
1% —BLLCERAN =T 8475 4 AR ET
BV—TDEHRET D, BKFEIC, BRAN—T 25RO
HEBIEHI NS T T v fba—-FAEZOF AL L, &£
BXNBEM SPMD 2 —F 27571,

3.1 BAIL-T DA

X 1i n O ICHFE L T, loop-independent %25 — %
HWHEOBEIDINE, 1 VFy 7 A1y b O--E4 anti
dependence THE Y D —EBAS true dependence DIFA D
H5b,

LA L aln]) DFFFE 70X v 4205, PGpre KET A
7aty AU ALEITHIC on] DEZ . PG.post i
BT570%y $~MUALETRIC a[n] OEZRETH
i¥. PG.pre, PG.post #ENENOHRTHFNIEITTE,
PG.pre DEfTE PG.post DEFTE THEDSRET L0
AThH5b,

B2 TEF) a P2 EXETO 1007 Oy FicTay
RicpEsh T TrL.n=100L &, PGpre={
Tty H 1.4}, PGpost={ 70+t vi#6.10} &2 D,
TaeyH 1Hho 5 FTHELVICEFIC, 7akyi6
P65 10 ETHREWVICEFICET SRS, Tty 1p
55 ETOTN—TDEFTHIMBE, 70y F 64510
ETOF VT OETHMGIE. Tty 5 OETOR
EBRLMEEDITENG, MBI, ThbORREROK
BBERLIZDDTHD, KoDpi 370y, EREK
EMidFIHARGR . BERAENTETHRER. 2R,

Lo s, V— T TR PG.pre, PG.post &
SHELEBE T2 - F 2AERTAER sTRTIEFEE
FIEHTZLENTESL, THIEH 20 versioning Sh iz
TRTFEDEN—T 2T )T 2y FTRIEY B0 L

C&h R 20 H5, versioning 7O F A LY b 9THR<5

i=1
Pl 4reV suigmeexe musm

i=7..8
Pa| , rev ssigeeXe i

i=9..10
P5 N\ snd sigexe wsosigpsnd
i=11..12

p6 POV i @X € wimsmnecesniifie.
) ’ i=19..20
p10 FCV i @X€ sovmssessmsiffion

X 5: 704y ## 10,n=10,block &l DK D FELT

LB AyE=—TVRy FETVHV, BT, PG.pre,
PG.post OFIE L BEIC L BEIULEBEAN—T 84T
F 4 AL EIPE,

3.2 HRL-TOEE

H1ITRENZNV—T %, BNV —TIZBIT 5 dynamic
dependence, LW HHEMERIEO n BV —TF, m ATTEF
R b L7z b DR GITRT o i in i FNFRN—T A
Iy I AR, UB.UB g V—7 LB CH 5, Slhs;.
Srhs; iz FNFNEL, ABD i(i = 1.m) RTORER
TdHbo Expr(in) = Cl*i, +C2TH Y InvExzpr = C3
Thb, 2 TCLCLCIFEFNFN LDV TNV—T
AEBPOBRENDIKTH Y .| i1.in1 DFATH L,

K 6Dk i, ELEFAAOERFIBRAI 1 >DRIL%E
BLTYXTHLRFER2ROHEZ. VYT VERER
LI (9],

VY TINEBBRORRELN—T7TIE, LT 6D
& 92 Eapr(in) ¥ Clxin,+ C2D LI BEEDONV—T
ATy s AD—RXOBE, EONV—TCHWTEHT —
SEFEDOHR LPRE LRV, 20728 31 TR V-7
WHHEDE 0 L —T IOV THFE U HFEET 5,

GBI BAALD a ® X %2 dynamic dependence %
BEZSETVEFRT Y FIREEST KA1,
SICRT D ERAN— T OBFINE — M2 Kb TITHIRT
X50T, UTH 62 EE N —THERTZONL—TIC
WL THREED D,

dO 7:1=1, UB]
do :,=1, UB,
a(Sthsy,. .,Sths;—1,Bxpr(iy ), Shsjt1,. ., Slhsm )=
F(a(Srhs1,..,Srhsj—1,InvEzpr,Srhsji1,. ..Srhem))
end do

end do

6: fEHE L — 7
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3 1: PG.pre, PG.post DEtE

(C3>C1xUB, +C2)

20 IS.pre IS.post
mod(C3 — C2,|C1[)! =0 tn =1, UBy, 73
2 mod(C3 — C2,|C1) = 0A(C1>0)A | in =1,UB, L
(C14C2>C3)
3 mod(C3 — C2,|C1]) =0A(C1>0)A | 4, =1,UB, %L

4 | mod(C3-C2,]C1) =0A(C1 > 0) A
(C1+C2 < C3<CL+UB, +C2)

in=1,(C3=0C2)/C1

in =(C3—-C2)/C1+1, 0B,

(C3> C1+C2)

5 | mod(C3—C2,|CI)=0A(C1<O0)A | in=1,UB, %L
(C1%UB, +C2 > C3)
6 | mod(C3—C2,|[C1) =0A(C1 <O)A | in =1,UB. L

7 mod(C3 — C2,|C1]) = 0A (C1 < 0)A
(C1+UB, +C2< C3<C1+C2)

in =(C3=C2)/C1,UB,

i =1,(C3-C2)/C1—1

Z T 31T o - liER 2 AEHE L — T I o v THEAT
>THBL BEVN-—TEEAV-TICAL T, BFERX
Ezpr(iyn), InvEzpr OBARIZ & § 7 — #ARFEDS anti (2
b true KHDHEEL BV FOOT — FEKFICHE T
Xy =T Ry FbER BN —THFULIZTE RV,
—% ., InvExpriS 2 Y N4 VERCKRERET L V—T A
EETHHBEY, ETHIEBVTREREARTI LD
T&5%, BFIO JATES7 0y ZRICGE S THh
I, PG.pre, PG.post # KOBZ L IZL o THRAN—T
UL TE 5,

Thbb (1) EEL—T T (i) By jRkTHFETT Y
IREINTVEEWV) 200%& %2 - ITBERV—
TNATF 4 bz @EH L THEFUESTE S,

3.3 O—F4&mR

MELLTOAV—TFEEN-TORT, EFlaid
TaY ZRICHEIENT VD & T84 5 55308 L 7zk.
UFO LI BFHETa—-FERT 5,

331 A Fy IRy hrpEO-F

AYFy s Aey b ET Oy FEICHET B, 1~
Fv s Aty b DO5ELIL. loop bounds reduction & LT
Bl ZEIELWD, FMITERT 2, COFEE2ITE
vE= 4-%4

call compute_ 1D lis(a(.., Expr,..), b, ub)

ET5, ZCThubld, COFREZIFAZ SO LYY
DHEINIA Ty 7 Ay bOFREFNRTR, LR
Thbo

3.8.2 PG.pre, PG.post DFtE1—K

PG.pre & PG.post 518+ 5 Hia %

call compute_pre_post(U B,
a(.., Expr,..),a(..,InvEzpr,..), PGyre, PGpost)

L% %, compute_pre_post iz, Expr =Clxi, +C2 &
InvExpr = C3 OBR & BFIGENEERICES VT, V-
THRETHBRALTETHOMEMEI A Ty 7 Aty
b e, EIATROMEERE) 4Ty 2 ALy b LICSET B,
BIZ % IS.pre. 5% IS.post LIE5, £11X C1,C2,C3
DHERE, HIETEA YTy 7 Aky FFHTH 5,

IS.pre,IS.post % &5, & 5ICHS] o O5EINER
dsc.a & RICH OWRFN Expr(in) = Clxi,+C2 2ffio
T, IS.pre,ISpost DETHIWVIE—HE2 ATy 7 A
£y b ELTES7 Oy FREEHE L. PGpre, PGrost
ELTET,

1 3.3.3 @EI-K

ML % 5450 of..,InvEzpr,.) 2FETH 70ty
FiE N — 7 DOETRIC

call send_to_grp(a(.., InvEzpr,..), PGpye)
W—T DETHRIC
call send_to_grp(a(.., InvExpr,..), PGpost)

BEITTEZEICE 5T al.,InvEzpr,..) DIE%REET
5,

FRLH D PG.pre U PG.post [ZE T 7 0ty ¥id,
N— T EITRUCRE NIz a(.., InvEzpr,..) DfE%R

call receive_from(buf, owner(a(..,InvExpr,..)))

CEoTHET S,
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3.4 EEISPMD o—FK

B TRV — T 847 5 4 AL S i L — 7 0
SPMD 2 —F THh 3, ¥ in PG 3, AR IEA S
By ESNAET Oy V—F A >TWV12
BES D EEF,

call compute_1D_lis((1:UBx),a(.., Expr,..),1b,ub)

if (i_own(a(...InvEzpr,.))) then
call compute_pre_post(

UBu.a(...Ezpr,..),a(...InvEzpr,.),PGyr., PGpop)

call send_to_grp(a(...InvEzpr,..),PGyr.)

else
call receive_from(buf,owner(a(.., InvEzpr,..)))

endif

do in=lb, ub
o(...Ezpr,..) = F(buf)
end do

if (iown(a(...InvEzpr,..))) then
call send_to_grp(a(..,InvEzpr,..),PGp,st)
endif

B 7 JAN—~T 8T 5 £ AL SN AERE L — 12
% SPMD a—F

4 EE

4.1 FEXFHMEI—F ICHT 258

BRN—T LT T 4 b7 % b VO SPMD
I-FPRTHTETREI A7) EZ20ORKE . 4% -
THRELERET S,

TTTLRbEVBEETIR, EADH—F 07odiZ UB,
0l iown RIER, 04— F M true D & & | HlFEAA
BOK—F D70 iown % |LIS| [dME5, |LIS| 3%
Ty ISR ENEZAVFy 22y FOY 4 XT
Hho FEALH—FHfalse D& &, HAUEEOH—F D=
OIZUB, — |LIS| H iown 25WHEN B, Thbbh, H—
FD701245 2 UBLBI® i_own 2NN 5,

TABEHAT ST 0Ly 4 TIRUB, - |LIS| @0
send_to,ownerd®, FNUNDOT Oty 4TI [LIS| [

D receive_from BIRITN 5,

BeFla D JRTHEGEHL T E T Ly ¥k Pk
$5. |LIS| = UB,/P;ThaDT, EfTHI 475 Y
DTOEAT Ty 7§ 5ERLEREITRME 2R
Timei_awna Timesena, Timeowner'a Timepeey T 5L N
EAWIAT I THBENIBMIZAD L STk 2,
HBEFRAT A7 0ty OB % Time,. RSO
Tty ¥ % Time, b5,

Time,s(UB., P;) 2% UB, * Time;_own +
(1-1/P;)*UB, * Time,na +
(1 —=1/P;) * UBy» * Timegwner
2% UB, * Time;_pun +

Time,(UB,,P;) =

(1 —=1/P;)* UBy * Timeouner +
UB, [ P; * Timereco

BL 170y MV EHORTEXZORTH D
UBn/Pj% Nepp& B& Pt +HsricKE VT2 L, &
BAOL S CERTE S,

Time,(UB,) =

UBy + (2% Time;_own + Timesena + Timeowner)
Time,(UB,, Nepp) &

UBy #(2%Timei_own +Timeswner) +Nepp* Timere o

Times, Timerid UBy, Nepp lHBIT 2, —F, BAL
—TRBICCLELRI AT 5 ) OETER Time; it
UB,, Nopp LEBERTH L,

4.2 EAAI

B 8IZRT Did Perfect XV F<— 7 [CBH+ 5 | pivot
% v 7z Gauss-Jordan ¥R1C & B ATHIEIE L — F 212
Ronsn—7T, FHEHME, V-7 ERLERL
OO TH B,

do wI=l, n
do w2=1, n
if (iv1 = k) then
if (w2 = k) then
kj = nxw2 — n + wl — vl + k
a(ivl4nxj—n) = a(ivl+n*ivg—n)+
a(ivl +nk)*a(ky)
endif
endif
end do
1 =1 4+ w2
end do

BJ 8: Perfect RV Fw— 2R NBL—TF

Fdla 257 0y 2 RICHEENTV DR, 81X Cl =
7,02 = vl - n,C3 = vl + nkD & EDEHE L —F D
BThobizH, BAN—TRBILIT L BHFMEATTEET
Hb,

4.3 NJFAy -

BAN =TI E A v 2=V Ry L AL bYE
B LT, V=7 EFICBIT LAY, B4 —
N=AY F 236 IlHP g5 ENTESL,

communication dependence vector[7] #4EHT 5 & |
BV —T RV VT NBBRDID, V=T iy.ip_112D
WCHER LEHIBTTE S, - IC, n EOEEL -
B BRPIV— 7B BEfEIERs LM TH B,
B, BHEL~T 2BV Tn=2,Cl>0DHBAaIc Ay
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InvExpr SR

K9 BN —F Ay E—TDRY 54k

t—TVRs GbE LEGEORTFTH L, 7L A OENS
Ry yIhizx vk —-IThb,

5 Fe&o

A5 dynamic dependence ZSFEAE T 2 512 version-
ing 2N, BAN—T LT 5 4 40iC & BH51EIC
LoT, BETAT7 5 VIR LEERD . V—THEE
FHARIER, 7Oty 5 F— FHIBRFERE N, $/254
77 VEGRHEIIZOWT S, BEL—FIZonT, HiC
dynamic dependence DEK & 7 5 BFIKRTT % 5E14 57
Oy FEFECHE, V- T Eh v L—T T
WREATRET 47 F) OMIREEE Times, Time, 55 O(U B,,)
THoDITK L, BN =T LT 5 4 LTI UB,
Lo —gETRMIEER SN,

A= TURy L DS T, S5 ICRMEMZ A
ELL. BFIEEZHITAZ L DTRTHLZ E 2R LT,

BEZ oM % TRL HPF 21284 F [10, 11, 12, 7]
KEELTBY, EBOT SV r—2 a3 VETHREET
flis2TFETH 5,

o B

AR D, BARIBM HAEBRIETO, H5%
EHK, BEBK. KERK, TERBK. Al —-BK
CEHBE LT,

SENH

[1] Philip J.Hatcher and Michael J.quinn. Data-
Parallel Programming on MIMD Computers. The
MIT Press, 1991.

[2] Charles H.Kowlbel, David B.Loveman. Robert
S.Schreiber, Guy L.Steele Jr., and Mary E.Zosel.

The High Performance Fortran Handbook. The
MIT Press, 1994.

3

Chau-Wen Tseng. An Optimizing FORTRAN
D Compiler for MIMD Distributed Memory Ma-
chines. Technical Report CRPC-TR93291-S, Rice
University, Jan 1993.

[4] Seema Hiranandani, Ken Kennedy, and Chau-Wen
Tseng. Compiler Optimizations for Fortran D
on MIMD Distributed-Memory Machines. Techni-
cal Report CRPC-TR91162, Rice University, Aug
1991.

[5

Dror E. Maydan. Accurate Analysis of Array Refer-
ences. PhD thesis, Stanford University, September
1992.

6

D. Kuck, R. Kuhn, D. Padua, B. Leasure, and
M.J.Wolfe. Dependence graphs and compiler opti-
mizations. In Eight ACM Symposium on the Prin-
ciples of Programming Languages, January 1981.

[7

TG —8, MABIR. BRI E%O 20 05|
Bl B EBUEBE F RIS, Vol. 94,
No. 163, pp. 97-104, 1994.

[8] Mark Byler, James R.B.Davies, Christopher Hu-
son, Bruce Leasure, and Michael Wolfe. Multiple
version loops. In Proceedings of the 1987 Inter-
national Conference on Parallel Processing, New
York, August 1987.

=

Jingke Li and Marina Chen.

communication-efficient programs for massively

Compiling

parallel machines. IEEE Transactions on Parallel
and Distributed Systems, Vol. 2, No. 3, pp. 361-376,
July 1991.

[10] 2555, Compiling HPF for A Cluster of Work-
stations. WFIMLE L >R 4 JSPP'93, pp. 1-6,
5 H 1993.

KEBBE, IMAYFER. T— 7 AF—Yay 2 FRFC
BIBHMLT — 5 M/ EITER . EHLE
FRH 48 M FE K ARG E (4). pp. 7374, 3
H 1994.

11

[l

[12

HIRBRE, MBI, < VFT7aty ¥ 255108
B sTarFb—ar, EHRLEES
48 [ & E R SR 304 (5), pp. 69-70, 3 J§ 1994,

-159—



