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A Study on Generation of Parallel Task in High Performance Language
Sung-Soon Park' - Mi-Soon Koo'

ABSTRACT

In task parallel language like Fortran M, programmer writes a task parallel program using parallel constructs
which is provided. When some data dependencies exist between called procedures in various applications, it is
difficult for programmer to write program according to their dependencies. Therefore, it is desirous that compiler
can detect some implicit parallelisms and transform a program to parallelized form by using the task paratlel
constructs like PROCESSES block or PROCESSDO loop of Fortran M. But current task parallel language
compilers can’t provide these works. In this paper, we analyze the cases according to dependence relations and
detect the implicit parallelism which can be transformed to task parallel constructs like PROCESSES block and
PROCESSDO loop of Fortran M. Also, for the case which program can be paralleized both PROCESSES block
and PROCESSDO loop, we analyze that which construct is more effective for various conditions.
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DO i=1,b
CALL P
CALL Q

CALL Z
ENDDO
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(Fig. 1) Execution model of sequential DO loop
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3}+= 7H53tt PROCESSES 88729 Hd3e
g 4 ¢l3, LID(FDD)7t EAlste 7 9-9& PRO-
CESSDO #X 73z #7 ol PROCESSES &
TZ2E WHdsirl stedich 22 LCD(BDDM
ZA3te 7o+ PROCESSDO £ X722 HE
31" 4 ¢lou} PROCESSES 887z 2+ YH3r}
7bs 8kt

(B D H3s 7ts8el 1
(Table 1) Parallelizable form 1

58493} ¥ | PROCESSDO | PROCESSES
EPVES-] FELIZZ 72
®LID(FDD) 0 X
@LCD(FDD) O O
®LCD(BDD) x o)

32 0{3| E5ME0| EXst= ER

oA B4 X FEE (E 1)9] 4AL 7o
FH FZ 259 A8 FEAH4E0] EAze A%
of g WP JME AL ool d & A} AEE,
(22198 99 (a)¢} 7ol LCD(FDD)$} LCD(BDD)7}
TA EAse AL, ¥ $44 2% PROCESSES
EEFZ2E W] 7t 2 ol f& [AE 3l 9
Aste) LCD(FDD)Y LCD(BDD)e #7)%1°] PRO-
CESSES #8312 % W3} 7153t7] g &ojd.

DAlE H0{0IM O} W ENAT MA0H RIS 017 1643

ag 3l LCD(FDD)7F EAlste 4ol (4 4]
o] 9J3} PROCESSDO X -tz29 Wgo| 7H53}
1}, LCD(BDD)e] Aol [4a Slel <3 PRO-
CESSDO #x7zx2 H{Y + g} 2822 (12
g 9)9] (b)$} 7o] PROCESSES B8 x29 Wi
3t 7hedin) o9 e BHE B39 oA
F&Ago] EATe 75 BEsE HeAS (B D
A A B 2449 HE sbe gl oid 23
(intersection set) ¥A & 7132 ¢ 4 U}

DO i=1,M
DO i=1,N
CALL Pi(D:A(iy,12),U:B(dy, i2-1),...)
CALL Pp(U:A(dy, i,-1),D:B(d1, 42)....)
ENDDO
ENDDO

(a) A =219

DO i=1,M
DO i=1,N
PROCESSES
PROCESSCALL Py(A(iy, iz),B(dy, iz-1)....)
PROCESSCALL P2(A(d, iz-1),B(dy, i2). ...
ENDPROCESSES
ENDDO
ENDDO
{b) PROCESSES &2 22 AHF )

(22l 9) LcD(FDD)2} LCD(BDD) 7t EXN 5 HR Off
(Fig. 9) An example which exists LCD(FDD) and LCD{BDD)

B2 M2 g8 F45480°] EAlst= 44, 7t
58 A9 F& 713U AHr7t LID(FDD),
LCD(FDD), LCD(BDD) A} 7tAje|B® 2°-1=77
Aol gt N2 kg F&4 ) SAsE 34
sl (X 2)$} 7to] PROCESSDO & =1} PROCES-
SES BE7x2 ¥ 7t5# A8 £4Y F U
(¥ 2)8 ®%¥ LCD(BDD)$ LID(FDD)7 &4 3+
7%-2 PROCESSDO # X1} PROCESSES E& 1%
AL Rozx MY F gL Bol3 AUt

ol 4ol RAAFZ BE F 7kx o|F9 M= &
Z4& 40| 2x8= 74, LCD(BDD)2) &A1& PRO-
CESSDO #EZpzze] WL HrM5dA 3tz
LID(FDD)¢] &)= PROCESSES B&23xz29¢ ¥
Be B e ¢ 5 A bEgM F R
ag7iel LCDBDD)} 24814 4+ A4 PRO-
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(B 2)HEs JhsgeE 2
{Table 2) Parallelizable form 2

Zbs 83 ¥4 | pROCESSDO PROCESSES
224 28 B2z BEETR
@LID(FDD) +LCD(FDD)| ONO=0 | XxNO=x
GLID(FDD) +LCDBDD)| ONXx=x | XxNO=Xx
®LCD(FDD)+LCDBDD) | ONXx=x | ONO=0

CESSDO #=Z 722 ¥ Y387t 71533, LID(FDD)
7t EA8A &+ 749 PROCESSES EE&1z=
Hd3}7t 7b538ic). 28]2 LCD(BDD)7F 438k
WEst Wto] BredA He ASEC dsAe
FAstg H 45t R M WY
F A o] wetd td e thE 3370 A =g}

3.3 &g

o] Aolx LCD(BDD)7} A3l 39
F%3 3E(outmost non-equal entry: o] 3} ONEE<};
EL)NEE F 83 23 B T2 AN WY
she Wt £ S 55 gAa IRz
A HEshs Y-S AAF T

331293 Y55 8 ol §

¢ HolME 244 F5YE SHL £A45] B
2 9YaFzze) WE AL e o |
239722 PRA0E YAt A48
At (201914 FSIE ONEE NS 2580} & &
£ 44357 A8 48 ONEES] A& &3t
2t}

(B 1) 3 FZse] T RZ2aP e F&£4o
EAE o, F&AAN A Y 2z2aY A5
F& FE2aY A dEse ddgty Rolg
AdE 5 ok 2N Y Fz2a We 9
92 gho] & RI20Y WA A2 gun 2
A, Fen |, Zed =2 FARY. o £
Ao & ghef Rpol7h Y Ee (A 7Hg wig £ Q)
9 £ 58 ONEEZ} Zo@itt. [

DO i;=1,M
DO i=1,N
DO isz=1,R
CALL Py(U:A(dy,i2-1,45,...),...)
CALL Pp(D:A(4iy,iz,43,...),...)
ENDDO
ENDDO
ENDDO

(2&! 10) ONEE 0j
(Fig. 10) An example of ONEE

AEES (2 1094 Wi HF Al, iz, is,
Lol disl 22 a3 P,ojA P22 LCD(BDD)7
EA e, FX QU2 FE gE ol i —i =
=, iz~ D~i:='C, is—is="=" 5] Hr}. FHUA
L AHAQ Qo th@ Zo] gho] X FE HEp ¢
ol £HA 42 FE i,7} ONEE7} "t}

4E (2 1D 33 FEZF24A LIDFDD)%}
LCD(BDD)E 7t 7 $-9] @ dojt}. [A g SlAe
o] 7 $-o] LCD(BDD)Z <lsle] WHsa & gl
Bolx glch. =& [20]9] Aol 93A g HSFE
el $44 & ONEES! X Q92 o3 2349
t}. & OMNEE 3}o} ‘Yo" FDD7} &8z, ‘(o™
BDD7} &7 &t (29 11)2] oA wjdu4 B
(1 =1, i2)9} B, i2)AFo] 9] ONEEQ)! £ Qg i,
o] BDDE AA#L ¢ + Utk

DO iy=1,M
DO i=1,N
CALL Py(D:A(dy, iz}, U:B(41-1,d2),...)
CALL P2(U:A(41,1iz),D:B(i1, iz2)....)
ENDDO
ENDDO
(a) ollA] =138

=1, 171 Pi(...A(1,1) = B(0,1)...)

P(...B(L.1) = A(1.1) )
i=1, iz=2 Pi(...A(1,2) = B(0,2)...)
11=2, i=1 Pi(.. A2 1) = B(1,1)...)

(by B H¢

(3% 11) uD(FDD) 2t LCD(BDD) 7t EX 3= 2= of
(Fig. 11) An example which exists LCD{FDD) and LCD(BDD)



°j21g 43¢ PROCESSDO #7229 ¥3s}
ol o] &3t7] A3kl (B2 61¢ FETot.

(¥ 6] 3 FZulo] LCD(BDD)7t EAjsle ¥
FEZIPZ] wjdAFo g R FE o}
Y G A (innerlevel £+ lower level)2] 3 Qld) Ao
tisi A= PROCESSDO £Z 322 Hgd 4 qlvh
(39] 5 ¥ZTz3Y7¢ FDDY BDD o3t
ONEE ol 98 A2y dct. aeps FZ A4 izt
ONEEZX 7t g o), i olefo] EA3le 2 A4
£ @& FDDY BDD &% 4%& F4 &eoh
Z, i ofdflol] EAste = Ad A9 utEEA7} W
sex T2 Sgone Wt gt gabA i
ofejo] £ Qe 2o thafA]= PROCESSDO X
T22 48g U O

(29 1D9] ofolA] iy Q20 Q&) oju] F&ut
go| AA ] slemg 1B} ol ALY 2= Q
429 iv AFMFHQ & U0 9% FA 43
£ ¢ F A F, i, Y29 B4 = PROCESSDO
Fx3zz BEdsld s Fon 7} HalA gt

DO i1=1,M
PROCESSDO i,=1,N
PROCESSCALL Pi(A(iy, iz),B(ir-1,1z),...)
ENDPROCESSDO
PROCESSDO i;=1,N
PROCESSCALL P2(A(i,, i2),B(iy, d2),...)
ENDPROCESSDO
ENDDO

(322! 12) O3 112 PROCESSDO S ET P2 MBSt HEY
(Fig 12) Transformed PROCESSDO loop of Fig. 11

w2} A i 9 tfs) A= PROCESSDO £ X pz2 o
8 4 QAT i;9) tis) PROCESSDO £ X722
M3l (29 12)¢) Zo] LR Ao 7 WA AT

332 %= 2%

(Z¥ 1)#= 238 ONEE olaidAdle o o4
o] FZ e 27t EA3x] &3, ONEER T} SighA|
FX Y2 Ao] glo] FE(=)Y FXZ A2y &

Aste 347 At ol @ -9 ol & (27 13)9]

DA LIOJOIAIQ] B EfA T MA0| 2 917 1645

A 2 4 Qinh

of A4%= (2 1DAY (2% 13@)] vigW+ B
E 7o) LCD(BDD)H| &9 PROCESSDO X722
HEgy & Qe Sl 28 (F9 1)d o3
ONEE7} i;o]22 gl e FZ dd2 &
AA &0 FEE vAA Fed gebd 22
QL i} i, E Ze FEEL 23 (2 13
OIAY HE@sldx AF fygolue WA gt
(229 13(b))= ONEE 3to] L0122, [33 6o <3l
iz ofe) @Al T2 Qld X9l j, o 8= PROCES-
SDO #FZ-7x2 HEY & Ak g (28 13(a)
o TP disl FERHE FH3 (2 13
(b)A Y PROCESSDO £X 722 2y yygsigc).

DO i;=1.M
DO i=1,N
CALL Pi(D:A(i1, 12),U:B{d1, 12-1),...)
CALL P(U:A(4y, 3z),D:B(4y, 12),...)
ENDDO
ENDDO
(a) o)A ==& 13

DO i=1,N
PROCESSDO i1=1,M
PROCESSCALL Pi(A(iy, i2),B(4y,1.-1),...)
ENDPROCESSDO
PROCESSDO is=1,M
PROCESSCALL Pp{(A(ii, iz),B(dy, i2)....)
ENDPROCESSDO
ENDDO
(b} PROCESSES -2 23 H3lst )

(3& 13) UD(FDD) 2 LCD(BDD) & 2= 2422 of
(Fig. 13) An example of LID(FDD) and LCD(BDD)

4. 24 Y Hjw

SAH 22 WEsE FY3ke #4 A PRO-
CESSDO F#x9] PROCESSES EE7% $714 &5
2 WES 78 AT, AHstE 2= AA ) 9
3 o= Rg Adste Aol o AAAA N§g BE
g Ae 71F0] a3t o] FeMe 0@ A
Fol dsl F 7349 +3 Jul& 2Ysaio 479
TY ¥ S HRPe 2N o] W J/1E S B4

Y o] FoHe At Tz agvid o5 4 E
€ 22 A3 & =894 Adste 544
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F2Wee HEsto] FAd AN 2AE BE
R e

4.1 PROCESSDO S Z1X 2} PROCESSES 227X
H|m
411 5983 2
B =8 ddezsle B ALY 8745
Aol Fgu L At FFL nAJe 24E g 4
7Aj ol e},

- M8 e E Z2AM Fon)
- ZEHe rzaay 2l
- EEEE R 20 £ AlojF &
PiifA 33 $X2ade 3 Ao F
Pu: 32 HE REZ2IPEY £ A2 &
7heH 71 7§38 Aol & &
Pup: &S REEOPE9] G 53 Alo)F
- FZ UESS (b)

2R FELrxe FYPHEL FZ Ausrs
FZ R8T E 2713457] A FZ Y (loop en-
try) |4, £32 ZA(loop body)E F¥sl =&
Hg, o) WEAjuic} dRje] FE QEF5L A
FILGE £ ¥Es] FZFYL FEATN] A
# FZ ole(loop exit) H]-§22 FAET 7]
FE 3E Y &-E b33 o] P I3

(2 X AQ0H1L (1 Alo|E 2 7HY-MIPS RE 7] %)
(R oL (5 Al ER JHY-MIPS ZE 71F)

o972 714 sle] PROCESSDO £ 729} PRO-
CESSES £87 %8 o33 7o) 2938 & Qo

@OPROCESSDO #x

PROCESSDO £Z &= 22 ERY o8 234 3 &
EZ @)l disf o] HEEL A /14T T2 AN
(p#o] T2 B3t W) ooz
=z Aol 32 [b/p#l g 2T gidog 3
AL AYE ¢ U gl § BN @ 23
o] #Yuj gL 53 P}

En +Pix[b/p#] +E.X[b/p#]

PROCESSDO $X72& X B £3 22
o tial 2z A9l v go] auFER, F SYulg
& 9e3t gk

En +Py x[b/p#1 +E.x[b/p#] — A &3
+En +szrb/P#] +Ex><rb/P#] - "f“ﬂﬂ 'E"'%

+E, +PcXb/p#] +EX[b/p#] — kA £3
=Enxk +[b/p#1 X (Z5.,P) +Ib/p#] X E, Xk

@PROCESSES 2

PROCESSES B+ @ FX 8 s £
W o8] EA4Eo] 7% T2 A 1d12 TF5 o
¥z dg8d. gy 27y 34K 7}
£ Z2AAN st e S FE BE
Zb) BE vt& yd. 2y gy} AEA @
E A% §ou 2 [k/p#] Xb 1HE yHE 3 Hc)

PROCESSES E&FZAM = 7185 Z2A A
ko EFo] Ztzt ¥FEo HER FIYH7) RE
o, 8 Azto] HL EZEL 1 F4d dld 4
AZke] FH(overlap) E37t G ¥}, 2gu= G
HHE o] 8 A7te FEZ ERESFzZ=aY
83 /M A Y LS Ze £ Puadll 938 2
A g} 28 22 PROCESSES B8 249 53
H 28 o537 2

En +(Pmax +EJ X[k/p#]1 Xb
= En +Puax X[ k/p#1 Xb +E, X[k/p#] Xb

412v 2 24y

dulF oz FHAHYE Z2aPe) AL, F&HE
Frzage kRt FI e J4b)7 & 3¢
(k<b)7} ci{-Eo|c}t. wel & =M e o 3¢
8 (¥ 3)7 7ol £F35t9 7 399 dis) PROCES-
SDO Fx¢} PROCESSES E&9] 3 4& v|%
Lid=3

‘k<b’'Y ALE JHEE Z2AA FpH), 3EHE
REgadel 4, FE B350 Ao di}, (B



3)olj 4} 8} 7+o] CASE 13} CASE 2 ¥9¢] 5 7}A &
E 4 AT 714 ‘b<p#'Q A58 23R ¥
olfrE YRtHOo R NAT WHAS MM =2
aYPe FZ BERFE 100 @9 o149 A7Yd
Hja), T2 el £ 100 @9 olEed A& 28
g3 A7) WEejct

Ogog 5 A48 wi4ad e get gzt )
7tA 7§59 A 7HA A2 Al AR 8t 23]
4 EHAG (X 3)e] 7 € ¥4 A3 g
FHE [FEAN ¥ 4 gUnh (F 30X B bl
7o, CASE 12] @9} @, CASE 29] @3 @9] A%
£ 34 PROCESSDO £ X 9] 43 u] & 0] PROCES-
SES B529] 43 v & ¥}t AUt aguz o] F¢

T8s AOOIMC HE el HA0H 2Bt 47 1647

gol s & PROCESSDO #zg #H¥sle 2ol
o adAYe & 5 Aok

18]3 CASE 19 @3 @), CASE 29 @, @, ®9
A4EL 32HE HX2IYEY Hol Y Alo]
g 79 4 FY Aol E 79 20l (Pmax — Pavg) 9t
M8 T2 M £, R EF, SEEHE FE2
3 #, 3&5He $Z2aPSY F 5 Aol
4 59 @A) wa} PROCESSDO #3229 £3 v &
o] PROCESSES £%29 +8 Hlgrur} AU FA
I dsis®

WA o] A M e g 27 W} e
¥ v &g zte 722 q¥dte Ao ARHYE
¢ & AUt

(¥ 3) PROCESSDO £Z(PDO)2} PROCESSES B&(PsSS)e| #id|2 vim
(Table 3) Comparison of execution costs between PROCESSDO and PROCESSES

2 A (k, b, p#, P, Pag, P

A 0w F ® % 2 ¥ ® THE
(Prax— Pavg)> p#{k — 1)/bk PDO < PSS

@®b=nxp#, k#mXxp# (Pras —Pavg) < p#(k — 1)/bk PDO > PSS

(Prrax — Pavg) = p#(k —1)/bk PDO = PSS

@b=nXp# k#¥mXp# PDO < PSS

CASEL | p#<k<b Pruc—Pag > p#(Z5-1P) +6k—1)/bk | PDO < PSS
@k=mXp#, b#nXp# | Puu—Pus<p#((T5i-1P) +6k—1)/bk | PDO>PSS

Pvax — Pavg = p#((Z* - 1 P) +6k —1)/bk PDO = PSS

@b#nXp# k#FmXp# PDO < PSS

(Prax—Pag)> (k—1)/b PDO < PSS
Ok=p# b=nxp# (Prax—Pug < (k—1)/b PDO > PSS

(Poax—Pup) = (k—1)/b PDO = PSS
(Prmax—Pavg) > (Z%5-1Pi +6k—1)/b PDO < PSS
@k=p#, b=nXp# (Prax—Pavp) < (T4 1P; +6k—1)/b PDO > PSS

CASE2 | ks<p#<b (Prux = Pav) = (i1 P +6k —1)/b PDO = PSS
@k<p#=b PDO < PSS
@k<p#<b, b=nXp# PDO < PSS
5P > 5b—6k +1 PDO < PSS
®k<p#<b, b#nXp# T4 P> Sb—6k +1 PDO > PSS

4o P = 5b—6k +1 PDO = PSS

(&, n, me& 499 ¥4 A4)
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42 7|Z2| =224 e g e| Hlw

B =R 7Ee WY 2oy A
z2agvel o dAR HAY £ e FAF
S Age M g Ae FHES et

AR, 528w LT 2P F540] Ba
EFAde A4S Z2adve 2 FH5H4EL 2H38Y
F2£3A FAE 9% e B ZYEEES
A steiof gtot. 53] 2 F&AAC EReHASE
ZgadoE £33 T4 AR E W)
A8 e B4 ZnElHES A Yste euE
=g Zesol 8] o, ZRadno] u} o] e}
Ze W EE IRt e ¢AE Ay
g Zlo|t}. ¥ =FdAE Aude dAdM 22
aIPERY FE£AAE B8, 44 e "W
3 YE3zxz A5 HYsAgezn =299
Yol ZolE Wyt oh AN E FAE)

(29 149 Z2agve g3 WEstg F=9t &
=EAAM Ag ARdy aAdA FAH ¥E
A F2d o8 YEE Z=E w237 A A
olth. (29 M4()9 +£3 T2 YA P2y
P13} Py7tol g Aol disi A& LID(FDD)7}, wj ¥
Bel &A= LIDBDD)7F A%t T2 a8)vis}
PROCESSES BE7zE Adstd (28 14(b)9
(F Z2ad)s Zo] Wy, F F22aY
7+ F&£BAIE 2AHEA (Y 14009 (FEZ2Y
PO (FZ2a PollM e} o] F REZIYPL
7138 A% 542 ZHvE BE AlFok @t ¥
Z2ahd7be A8 A F&Aol EXSA HE =
2adgee 2z F544 el Zelsiol 3z, of
of Wt Agsio gl $4 v EEE FrlEa
B Xgodvie ¥} sz AR a3y
¥ =RdMe olgd e ZEadvEyE
sy =2 dolA .

EA, Z2adve F 2R FTE&A4E
Hxaoay 3&A UdE udsStey Bad 3,
i3 WEpzs YEsgd o §F Rxaadne §
713HE 918 54 ZEuElBE 49 yiEe] B
wEAAE A 1A [Fe szt oS
B F ARl dFd F540) EAstaEE Ao
27t F4A49 F5 2 2 A% ¥y odep ¥z
2PELA FAlo] HAHA e HYE FAFRE

LG £ 2 =fdMe 4 Znernsg
Al ¥ 8 a8l ‘communication free” ¥ e} e} 23
HEIsg YAFoEN 5 ZuElE 49 2
Halzo EHad 5N YU 42 £9 F .

(29 14)8] A 22aegve A2 g
o} PROCESSES £ 128 MAgo gy &2 =
2oy AdY FAE 9% S Tugugg
FEZ2a@ S Addsfior sk 2y 8 =84
E (29 14a)9 £33 Tz W2 ‘communication
free’ Yele] WEd T2aYPoz WPy s, A
deizt AAHQA F54 4L T3 (29 14()
9 o] RxzzaPd S ZvelErt 4YE
P AaglE PROCESSDO #1237 WEM§d. 2
HFHog AN ZugHE AR FdozA
A v go] Fo]ET.

A, z2adgve TEI MY g2 Hiaqrz
¢l PROCESSDO # %721} PROCESSES BEE7%
8 AHgEte Z2aggden. 28y 4 nal o
L FZE AHEEE Fol o A3AQAXE ey
W 4Fo A BEErie 41 ¥ 4238 (F 3)9
AN BRo] dgrix] agle] uizt )
£o] ge}x7l Wi, Zaadgv el FFA Bt
3 HYE Fx7 dARE & F2EY v ES
A gt 2y AudEe B =4 =
(R 39 AE 7|Ntos T WIB RS 52y
© HxZ2ayd £ 2 4 Rzeaye £ Ao|g
T, ZEAM ¢ 9 o8 714 8JQES FH e
2 FHste] A HEY22E J Y3 Agd
At}

(2" 1499 AN = PEZS b 100] 3,
F2He FEZ2aYPF ki 20|th o|d) 7HE =24
A Q) p#7} 581 34, (F 3)¢) CASE 29 @<
p#<b, b=nXp#, n& Y&} F4)QA Aol 33
B2 Iudzyle oJ2%E PROCESSDO #x7}
PROCESSES £&7x4t} f3do|gts JRE A
o] PROCESSDO X2 2 wiggc 2ey X8
v g A olzd o7 kA aUEL FHAFHow
28do B B3E pxg ydsgde AL
47 %L dolt. AfHoz B =HoA Agw
ANdy dAo] WHsg I A4 JHER
FE AAFHA BHE 53 Y44HEE Z2adq9
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PROGRAM EXAMPLEL
INTEGER A(10), B(10)

Do i=1, 10
CALL Pi{D:A(i+2), U:B(i-1))
CALL P;(U:A(i+2),D:B(i-1))
ENDDO
(a) 4 Z], 3L j_?é

PROGRAM EXAMPLE1
INTEGER A(10), B(10)
INPORT (INTEGER) PI(2)
OUTPORT (INTEGER) PO(2)

Do i=1, 10
CHANNEL (IN=PI(i), OUT=PO(MOD(i,2)+1))
ENDDO
Do I=1, 10
PROCESSES
PROCESSCALL Pi(A, B, i, PI(1), PO(1))
PROCESSCALL P:(A, B, i, PI(2), PO(2))

ENDPROCESSES

ENDDO

END

<F ZR Y

PROCESS Pi(A, B, i, PI, PO) PROCESS P:(A, B, i, PI, PO)
INTEGER A(:), B(:) INTEGER A(:), B(:)
INPORT (INTEGER) PI INPORT (INTEGER) PI
OUTPORT (INTEGER) PO OUTPORT (INTEGER) PO
A(i+2) = ... :
SEND(PO), A(i+2) > RECEIVE(PI) A(i+2)

: = A(i+2)

B(i-1) =

RECEIVE(PI B(i-1) < SEND(PO), B(i-1)
= B(i- 1) :
END END

<cExz g p> CHLER IR P>

(h)y T2 207} LTEZF M2 PROCESSES HEJZRE *Fﬁs}&] W 33 of
PROGRAM EXAMPLE1 PROCESS Py (A, B, i) PROCESS P;(A, B, i)
INTEGER A(10), B(10) INTEGER A(:), B(:) INTEGER A(:), B(:)
PROCESSDO i=1, 10 : :

PROCESSCALL Pi(A, B, i) A(i+2) = :
ENDPROCESSDO : L..o= A(i+2)
PROCESSDO i=1, 10 : .

PROCESSCALL P:(A, B, i) : B(i-1) =
ENDPROCESSDO ... = B(i-1) :

END : :
END END
< T2 AY> <Rz W P> <HIEZ 7N P>

(c) Axtdeist L EY M) PROCESSDO FE7ZFE AM8-3lo] #gg 4

(a3 14) =200 2|3t Waasiel Hmelaioll 2lEt Ao of
(Fig. 14) An example of parallelization by programmer and compiler
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o o3 WEslg F=wo) ZAFolr),
5.d &

B =RdAE F5408 Q8 g Ho ok 3
e z2ayd U Pude Sl EAF BE
A& gA s, B Hed A fole TEFE M9
)22 W 729 PROCESSDO % X9} PROCES-
SES BE7x8 WHEdsia, Erled ASde d
R daMete Wdste HAs PgE AL
&t t}. 28] PROCESSDO ¥ =9} PROCESSES
EE7x RFE WPo] 5@ A, 219 w)
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