W FI GC %I % 72 3 Lisp & 2 7 4
EEBT AiH %E B BR B EE PEER
BIESRA R RERE T2 UFER] BRI

—HERHO GCTCR—EGCHEIEN S &, U X MABOHME A U 2 /oo, 25502 SR % 7
EH5BARKE, —FERO GC Tk, U X MAM E GC 2 %FlIcfFA 5 %51 GC % ¥ 0EZHRE GC 256%
T35 #WHIGCIKXY, ¥ X MABOEREILIE N XA LT %25, LEHEOHTRELMGC X V%
TLYS5HBEXED 5. ARWTR, ¥F Lisp K¥5 GC #RAT 5 & T, ¥ X MM 7 =+ X (mutator)
¢ GC 7w+ X (collector) % FIRFICHBEERT L, MY HEE ¢ 3 ¢ L CHEME Y =R+ 3 X 5 R WwHl
Lisp > 2 7 a0 EFHEOBRELTE 5.

Parallel Lisp System Equipped with Parellel Garbage Collection

Satoko TAKAHASHI Atsushi MAEDA
Yoshio TANAKA Teruo IWAI Masakazu NAKANISHI

Department of Computer Science
Graduate School of Science and Technology
Keio University
3-14-1, Hiyosi, Kouhoku, Yokohama 223, Japan

Sequential garbage collection causes a disruption of list processing when invoked. Instead of execut-
ing garbage collection sequentially, realtime garbage collection such as parallel garbage collection that
executes list processing and garbage collecting in parallel, is effective for an interactive system and a
realtime system. Parallel garbage collection can improve a realtime performance of list processing, but
it is inferior to sequential garbage collection in throughput. We report an implementation of parallel lisp
system equipped with parellel garbage collection that yields improvements in throughput by executing

mutators and collectors simultaneously and balancing load among them.
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1 GFL&IiC

GCIc X 3Rl 28 < T 30F%R, S8 iTid
NTw 53, —ER GC TRk, REFERE L 5e&IcEY
BectdTithn ToHBGCRY X MAMLE
WIFLTEC RS, 5 GC i & DERE GC 0H
EHRnL oL REEINTE X [1]4][5]. #FIGC KX
b, ¥ X MAMoERELERERE LT 54, Y X
MLER & GC DT ORI o HAEHEE QT T &
EIERGC XV ->TLESHENDS.

B x ¥ 5 Lisp & 2 7 L3 FUESHRCHE b ic 2B
XhTw 3 [6][7][8][9][13] 2%, ERESBIEHFE Lic
#H GC % %% Lisp > 2 FAalkCEAT T LK
b, Y =% MLE S o€ X (mutator) & GC 7w ¥ X
(collector) % FIRFICBEMET L, MBL R T &
SYAD N HELEEEBT 5.

2 %l Lisp

WHINE O BAHFEC L, B WFIHE & BT
Hap 5. BoWEFIME &, BFICETT 28I %
2 - FRIZHERNICIGRTE 3EGOETIEE -,
BoiFi & ke — ¥R EHE ¢ F R ER
NEETESHEoWFHED T & EET

3 #%GC

EREGC & ik, )V X VAR EERBITTRES C
RO T 5 GCHIETH 5.

EFE GC oM A b D& LTH, on-thefly
GC[2], ERX A v 7 Y A v &1 GC[3], Snapshot
GCH] B ¥#H 3. & bic, Snapshot GC WAL
7c GC c Partial Marking GC[1] %% 3.

Partial Marking GC

Snapshot GCIC TEEAE¥DFT Y= 7 P HER
HEDBELFATLEV, DIBEERVE (BE®
GCEYHER-oAcH 7 V=7 + RIEARANICEER

lrrenpsowred, BRToxy 4 %iRT.

F3] &wsERAIER Y AT, #5] GC IR
"o LR M™% GC & LT, Partial Marking GC
235 3. Partial Marking GC &, EIft 0 oxd g %
B+2ctTcCGCR»2RELHEIEL, CHtr
OEEHEEE LE ¢S GCTHD

Partial Marking GC 2# A L /¢ collectorl BT,
Snapshot GC %8I L % collector2 & & E%EDRhH
BTBHT EHEREINTVS.

4 KYRTFLOHNEREH

Ay 27 LGS Lisp [11][12] # X—AKLTHEY,
WM OHFIELXZBAL TS, 7, GC I
Partial Marking GC ##f3 5.

4.1 IS Lisp

IS Lisp & Lisp E&5® 1SO Bk & LTl &
Hicd 0T, BIIE DIS BB/ DOVEERTTHOL
T3 Lisp E8ETH 3. IS Lisp it Common Lisp
PERLTHITATV S, toBERKBCHE
MNERTWSE. £/, CLOS 2 R—RELEFT V=
7 vREBBEL A T3, BEIS Lisp REXY
ST VEBETHLH, toBE RSBy OFITET
TREREL T 3.

4.2 HHESL

WHIMSC & LT, Multilisp cHATh T3/
M future 2 EHT 5. future X SKEFIFcE H
O SKEFET 3 7HD Lisp 7R X2 Hfcc—
DHR L, future 2 FIE L 7 Lisp 7 2 & 2 &, IRD
SHOFHECHE 5.

¥/, Lisp D7 v 2EIcE T 3RO D ICH
B touch 2EBF 3. touch 15 |18H & KMt D
place holder DIBE, £ DM & FF > CHEHZET.

2ARNTH, 2—-FRABICEAETEHER L TTEETO
Hifir% Lisp 79 € X EFEL,
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5 Ko RAFLONBLHE

Ay 27 4Ll Solaris23 ¥ FARv—F4 v 7
27 LETHEREEETIZHE SPARC Server
20/514 EICEF L. EHFicik, Solaris2 @
LWP(light weight process) 74 75 ¥ v 3.

5.1 EOXFLOWER

A 27 Ltk 1 D0 scheduler & B @ mutator,
collector 2 LI X 11 5 (D 128).

scheduler @& 2 7 A2 BHT 5 LWPTH 5.
MIC DT it scheduler DETIRR 3.

mutator It Lisp 7w+ 2 OFHli 2 T4 5 (KBS =
+ »¥-C»H 5. mutator ik Lisp 7" v & 3tk
KEN D &, runnable queue CEHFL, LT D
Lisp 7o 2O ST £z T v v 7 LI BE
IC runnablequeue &> HHifc Ak Lisp 72z % 10
Lo TECIMER TR S

Lisp 7 2t RDFHBSHT LM, ZD7 w2
KXoTSay 73 NTW3 Lisp 7uatkx5d 3
&, 72y 7ENTw3 7 2+t X% blocked queue
2» & runnable queue ICE3 D b mutator DH:FT
53,

collector & GC 2T SRE7 v » ¥ TH 3.
HHICO T GCOETHRRS.

5.2 Lisp 7otxOERF*

K27 Lk, Lispa— FREE7T vty 30D
I~FRI VAL AL s pa—F% Lisp 7ot
ADANET D, & Lisp 7utv AL, coa—-YF%
ZIalb—bLTETTEISNL ba—Ff 27
AELTERTS.

521 /S bA—-FAL5TYS

NAVYI—FAf 27y 2L THEET IR
LTREUTOC EBBITLNS.

2}y v ~<aAdLisp 7 o+ X FHE LT3 mutator i,
2o /uxexRnsay s LePBBY =4 PCAS.

o BHEDA VLTV XX VEHTH B,
o I VAL T ELTUHBHENE .

o FAET vty »EEHLLT W,

522 RFyor=wor

- mutator TRy 7=V THBIcH, N -
FOGHRRE y 7 K5 B BATHS TIPS, Kl
BAEy 7 CRENDZIXF v o2FRL—Ta riisk
BEEo>TwnS. Ry 2F_L—avyDfTHIC
HRCHAVLRE W 2h0@mHK2 TR, i
DTFRLI €y MCHIBEHDAL C & TREOFEEH
It ->Tw3. %/, DEAHS L luture 5 IEIC
DEFERELILCDRE 7D 2/, v ATy
FELTEDTWS.

5.2.3 Lisp 7At® XOERIEH

mutator IC Lisp 7' =€ X %54 v F L CHFIEST
s¢dicit, & Lisp 7o 2Affca vy FE¥ XV 2F
BLAdhdhbAEw, 3V FF XK, EXZ »
7, EfF2 4y 7, KHL P2 % (PC, SP & &), Lisp
Tut 2EOBTHERALREDE. chboarF
F2 PO EEEE LTE Lisp 7 o 2%
BLTw3.
53 XEUER

Lisp 7 n 2 RIBICHFEHTE LA EY KIETO
5 FEXD 5.

o T ul T Affl

o TP

o b — 7iHEIK

o TAY — VR

o LV EAF—T A

INOLDOEKI, & Lisp 70t AETT 7 € 23
BT 3 O HEHRBELETH 585, b — 7K
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runnable queue

[® -
plaiggs v blocked queue
r s. !

Lisp l i
process

1: &Ky 27 Lo

OHEHRIC X 34— "—~y FEIEX gLl A s £& mutator T2 ¥ Xt ABLEE T TiBER,
HirhD AKLRFLTR, e—THREYR— VB (Fe—-FERAXO7 I V2LHEMRDIL TRV
AELTEET 5L TCTEIXTHENRKCEY -7 X— V%RV %D freechead % mutator fEiC
537ut2D Y2 PHEEVISICLTVS (M22 ABINATVWEZ)—)Xt~aE—F3. 2otk
m). ‘ IV R ABBEICE 5 e HE K, & mutator D

H—HAF—E~DT 7 ZICk 3 I HDHEHER X

SHEAE W, freetail ik collector & DA FEER % &

== i = FhHBLHVTnE,
Heap Table el == i Heap
A e
el — 5 ey 54 Garbage Collection
page(2)

A L R 7 LT Partial Marking GC 28 LTw
57, GCRAr— MEAT =— X, BIff} 7 2 — X,

— ....... - B 7 =— X3 b 3. A — HEADIH mutator
flag  head tail pagein] BEFES.

B3 2: & — 7R 5.4.1 JA— MEA
& nmutator R ENEFhr— yBARADOX Sy 7 %
E— 7 R— UEERT B DI E—~TERRK (Heap ¥H, TDXEF v 7KA— e RJELAL~DFL v
Table) #fiv 3. b — 7 EHER e —F—-VHIK 2. GCoOr— Pk T v 2GR, v F
FABIh, b —TORBEET 7 I VB —T R AF—TA BRF—TARBEH, L v HAF—F
Po7Y—Y=x FO&EEE,'\U)*% v % freehead, 7 A EERTF—TABZ7a—r"ACEBLTW330
Y—Y R+ DORE~DEL VX freetail 2 bR 3. EHOTRIICHEE L /c mutator 25X 2 v 7 LT



5.4.2 Hf$7

EMfd 0 AD R £ » 7 124 collector KENENFED,
EhERFICKEL, Y2 BERIADR 2y s % 1D
REF 3. collector KEMFT % LTw 3K, ¥ X
MABECHRA v A BE & 254 e BE 1K ik mutator
BEORA 2R 2y 7KL T, £ v i
EM A % collector CEHMLT 3.

54.3 [ER

BRIk e —-7—HIcfTh 5. collector iE~=—
VHICT Y —Y R D £ — SEHED freetail I
MEL3. E@TCOe—T2—JICEL T OVEERK
T3 CHYIET.

5.5 Scheduler

A 27 LTH, mutator & collector 25 F L EHE
BIIT 37 GC 7 2— XU ICIXFIEYE &
SLENBDY, COEHE LT3 LWP 2 scheduler
T3 3. scheduler HEEFEFTL T % mutator &
collector DA XU DREZFHL , KDT =—
Z~DEWER%ES.

ke, GCOBRC L OBBIREL T3 C
& T mutator & collector @ CPU 8 b 24T ¥ By ic
REFT DL S5 AEELML 3. mutator & collector
B, ENENER L roREERLLLrOH
284, scheduler REIR 7 = — XB8KT L ABEICE
DBEEHBE LT CPUHID M TREEL, EOMM
Tk 5.

6 XX FLOHAETH

ZA4RFyFBIIRHAFTET T r—vav
mutator DEBREELE ETET L. EHER %
SIKRT. Y TASL LREBCANE2ELTH
ORERVRESETORME, 2—¥4 4 L0ETD
CPU o LB E oM CH 5. K& SPARC Server
20/514(4CPU) <% » .

Execution Time
Time(sec)

\"”‘

mutator

B 3: SEBRAEE (7 4 #F v 8 35)

K RFLTH Py 7T L_AD Lisp 7 2 & 2 % 5%
{54 3 mutator 4o Lisp 7' =+ 2 # T % A& v
7c®, mutator A 2DFCRY TALL L Lz~
P2 LHBEITELWEERT £ 0%, mutator
BoHz s L > THEBHRSMB o 4H
DEL I CPU B8H 4 8 D% mutator 25 6 HLL
ks éd—r—~y Fic X 2 0BEHEIETF 2535
o,

T BREIUSHEDORE

AL 2 F Al mutator & collector % [ERF IC B
EHFscicky, ¥ rAMERERC, 2of
Biidcth{fThdScLeTfEt LTV,

YADHBOR—ZZT SV r—vavick-TR
Y, ¥ CPUOEMHABICL->TRES. koT
B8 % mutator & collector DRIZT 7V —2a v,
HEBC X -TREZLELONS. 4, &A=
T LI ADHBIREEIC X 5T mutator & collector
D CPUHI ) BTEMMICHET MR MA 5. T
RCXDIILERT 7Yy~ a vICHL, BB
RELEREMLONT v 2D LR BEETE S
T & XRTREI L 3.
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