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ABSTRACT

PROPERTIES OF AGE-BASED AUTOMATIC MEMORY
RECLAMA TION ALGORITHMS

FEBRUARY 1999

DARKO STERNOVIC
Dipl.Ing., UNIVERSITY OF BELGRADE
M.S.,UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTSAMHERST
Ph.D.,UNIVERSITY OF MASSACHUSETTSAMHERST

Directedby: Professod. Eliot B. Moss

Dynamic memory managemenéenablesa programmerto allocateobjectsfor arbitrary
preiodsof time. It is animportantfeatureof modernprogramminganguagesandis funda-
mentalto object-orientedanguagesAutomaticreclamationalsoknown asgarbageollection,
automateshe detectionof thetime whena dataitem cannolongerbe used.

Thework describedereinconsidergarbageollectionalgorithmshatbaseheirdecisions
solelyupontherelative ageof data.This age-basedlassof algorithmsgeneralizepreviously
definedgenerationafarbagecollection algorithmsand includespromisingnew algorithms.
Thework identifiesrelevantperformancdactorsandreportsthnemfor a setof object-oriented
benchmarkprograms,establishinga fair comparisorby imposinguniform maximumspace
constraintsA precisdracingandgarbagecollectionalgorithmevaluationframenork provides

accurateaesultsandthusmeaningfulcomparisons.

vii



Theresultsindicate,contraryto assumptiong theliterature thatthe new algorithmscopy
lessdatathanthe generationaélgorithms,eventhoughthey retaina higherpercentagef re-
claimabledata. In agreementwith the assumptionsn the literature,the resultsindicatethat
generationablgorithmsdo lesspointertrackingwork. Thus, given suitablerelative costsof
copying and pointertracking,the new algorithmsperformbetter Estimationsof the relative

costsfor atypical modernprocessosuggesthatthe new algorithmsareusuallysuperior
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Garbagecollection,the automaticreclamatiorof dynamicallyallocatedmemory is a ma-
ture memory-managemertgchnique.lt hasbeenin usesince1958[McCarthy, 1960]andis
now acceptedisa customaryelementor dynamicmemorymanagement run-timesystems
of modernprogramminganguagesegspeciallyobject-orientesnes,for reason®f safetyand
for its clearsoftwareengineeringpenefitGoslingetal., 1996]. Theincreasingacceptancef
object-orientedanguagesnakesit moreimportantthaneverfor garbagecollectionto work as
fastaspossible.

Multi-generationalcopying collectorsare the most popular memory reclamationalgo-
rithms in usetoday Generationakollectorshave two real advantagesover original non-
generationatollectors:pausdimesareshorter(on average) andtotal costis lower.

Thereare,however, threetenetshatarecommonlyheldasexplanationsvhy generational
collectorshave theseadwantagesandthat have discourageaxplorationof alternatve strate-
gies. Thefirst hasto do with a property empirically confirmedin object-basedystemsthat
young objectsdie fast(more precisely that object mortality is a decreasingunction). The
popularwisdomis thatgenerationatollectorsexploit this propertyby concentratinggffort on
collectingyoungobjects.Furthermorewheneer only a partof the heapis collectedat once,
the remaindemustbe assumedive for the purposesf the collection,andall pointersfrom
outsidethe region collectedinto it arerootsof the collection. This approximations conser
vative,andconsidersnoredatalive thanis actuallythe case andthuscopying costis greater
The secondenetis thatthis excesscopying effort is smallin generationatollectionbecause

pointersfrom outsidethe region into it are, by construction pointersfrom older objectsto



youngerobjects,andsuchpointersarefew. Thethird tenetis thatfor thesamereasorit is easy
to maintainthewrite barrier(actionstakenduringthe executionof theprogranwhena pointer
is stored)andrememberedets(the setsof pointerscrossingnto aregion).

Taken together thesethreetenetsdo more than explain the good performanceof gener
ationalcollection. They have beenunderstoodn the pastto rule out usingary stratey that
mightcollectolderobjectsin preferenceo younger Any suchstrateyy would apparentlycon-
centrateeffort on regionsof lower mortality. It would alsocausethe collectedregion to have
mary incoming pointersfrom outside,thusfrom youngerobjects,and have both a high ex-
cesscopying penaltyanda high maintenanceostfor the write barrierandrememberedets.
Our study shaws that, althougheachof the threetenetsis intuitively and plausibly basedon
truthful obsenationsof particulargarbagecollectors’behaior, alternatvesto youngest-first
generationatollectionareneverthelesgeasible. The several plausibleinferencesdravn from
theobsenationsdo notin factrule outgoodincrementatopying collectorsotherthangenera-

tional: aswe shalldiscover, they merelysetthe stagefor a performancerade-of.

A
1-

fraction surviving

0

0 V/2 Vv
age
Figure 1.1. Surviving objectsin anewly allocatedarea.



First, theintuition thateffort shouldgo to regionswith high mortality is counteredy the
intuition thatwithin a givenareathathasbeennewly allocatedjts olderhalf haslesslive data
thanits youngerhalf, soit oughtto be betterto collectthe olderhalf.! A plot of the survivor
functionof thedistribution of objectlifetimes(Figurel.1)graphicallyillustratesthis fact—the
survivor functionis alwaysa decreasindunction, thusthe areaunderthe curve, whichis the
amountof surviving data,is smallerin the sggment[V /2,V] thanin the sggment[0,V /2]. In
fact, it would be bestto collectjust the oldestobjectin the area. Figure 1.2 illustratesthe
point: imaginethat newly allocatedobjectsare placedin a queue,which playsthe role of
theyoungesgenerationin generationatollectors(alsoknown asthe nursery). Whenobjects
emegefrom thequeuethey aretestedfor livenessldeally, thelengthof the queueshouldbe
equalto the lifetime of eachobject,sothatno objectexits the queuealive. However, objects
have diverselifetimes, which a queueof fixed lengthcannotmatch. Yet if objectsallocated
in closesuccessiomave similar lifetimes, thenthe queuecanmanagehemwell, andif it can
adjustthequeudengthto theobjects’lifetimes,somuchthebetter Ourdesignfor thedeferred
olderfirstcollectorin Section3.1.1,p.26,canbeseerasanattempto realizeanapproximation
to a collectionqueuewithin therestrictionsof a finite andfixed spaceavailablefor the queue

andits surviors.

old end young end
7 * queue 4@
liveness test allocation
Figure1.2. A collectionqueue.

With regardto the empiricalobserationson which thefirst tenetwasfoundedwe should

point out that, even thougha decreasingnortality hasbeenattestedn all measuredystems

1This point is subtle. For instance,in discussinggarbagecollectionin the implementatiorof SML, Appel
statedhoththatthelonger onewaitsbefoe a collection,themore recodshaveturnedinto garbage [Appel, 1992,
p. 228], andthat newer cells havea higher proportion of garbage, which is why the garbage collectioneforts
shouldbe concentated on them[Appel, 1992, p. 208]. Both of thesestatementsretrue, but not in the same
contet. If themeaningof characterizationsuchastheseis improperlyor simplisticallyunderstoodit is easyto
derive incorrectinferences.



for relatively youngobjects,the behaior for relatively older objects,and certainly for very
long-livedobjectsin long-runningprogramsremainsunexplored.

Concerninghe secondenet,excesscopying: we empirically examinedthe differencein
copying costbetweena collectorthatassumeshat everythingoutsidethe collectedregion is
live,andonethathasanoracleto tell apartthelive from thedead.For the collectionschemes
we consideredyve foundthat, aslong asthe schemepreseresthe objectsin a logical order
of allocation(thusalwayshaving dataof a contiguousagegroupin theregion collected),the
excesscopying is usuallynot excessve. We thenmeasuredhe statisticsof pointerdirection
andfound that neitherolderto-youngemor youngerto-olderdirection dominatesacrossall
studiedtraces(Smalltalkand Java). But, moreimportantly we found that pointer distances
(differencedn agebetweenthe object containingthe pointerand the objectpointedto) are
very smallindeed whethermositive or negatve? While this propertyworksin favor of gener
ationalcollection,it alsoworksin favor of ary otherage-ordeipreservingcollectionscheme,
by reducingthe numberof pointersthatmustbe maintained Section3.2.2).

Concerninghethird tenet,theimplementatioroverheadsit withstoodour validation. In-
deed,the circumstancehat neitherpointerdirection dominatess not significant,in light of
anotherempirical fact: mostpointer storesare into new, or very recentlyallocatedobjects.
Generationatollectorsdo not needto recordthesestores regardlesof direction. The other
age-basedollectorswe introducehere mustrecordthe youngerto-older pointer storesinto
new objects,andpay a significantprice for it. Neverthelessye shall seethatfor mary pro-
grams,it is worth payingthis priceto receve the benefitof lower copying cost.

In this study we explore generationahndothercollectionschemesamongthosethat pre-

sene the relative orderof objects,using simulationstudiesanda prototypecollectorimple-

’DeTreville reportsthat in Taos,an operatingsystemwritten in Modula-2+, the youngerto-older pointer
storesbarelyoutnumber(by 1.96- 10° to 1.17- 10P) olderto-youngemointerstores[DeTreville, 1990b,p. 29].
Thereportedemporaldistancesrealsovery short;sincethey wereobtainedwith respecto a particulargarbage
collector execution,they are not directly comparableo our measurementsf Smalltalkand Java distancesn
Section6.2.



mentation. We examinethe obvious oppositeof youngest-firsicollection, which is a strict
oldest-first:choosinga fixedamountof oldestdata.lt sometimesvorkswell, butif thechosen
amountis small,the collectorworks poorly. Similarly, a strict youngest-firstollector which
alwayschooses fixedamountof youngestata(i.e., thenursery) workspoorly. Theseobser
vationsleadusto explore stratgiesin which the collectorchooseghe collectedregion more
flexibly, andvisits both olderandyoungerregions. A deferredolderfirst collectordoessoin
the simplestpossiblemanner by moving a window of collectionacrosshe heap,but looking
at older objectsfirst. It performsremarkablywell, sometimexloseto the performanceof a
locally-optimalcollector The intuitive reasonfor this good performancas alsoremarkably
simple: asthe window of collectionmovestowardsyoungerobjects,it findsitself eventually
atapositioncorrespondingo anageby which mostobjectshave died; and,sincefew objects
survive in thewindow, the window doesnot move very fast. Thus,this collectorhomesin on
theregion whereit is mostprofitableto collect, andstaystherefor along time. A welcome
propertyis thatthebestconfiguration®bsenedin our experimentsarethosewith asmallwin-
dow size,and,sincetheamountcopiedper collectionis limited by window size,thelow total
copying costis accompaniedby predictablyshortpauseimes. Pointermaintenanceostsare
inevitably higherin this collectorthanthey arein generationatollection. Neverthelessthe
trade-of betweerthesewo costcomponent$avorsthenewly proposedollectorfor anumber
of programswe examine.

In Chapter2, we presenthe stateof scholarshigandintroducethe termsusedin the study
of garbagecollectionalgorithms. We discussa classificationof age-basedollectorsandthe
designandimplementatiorof new algorithmsin Chapter3. We setthe stagefor the exper
imentalevaluationof differentcollectorsby examiningthe intrinsic propertiesof benchmark
programsn Chapter4. The copying costof collectionis the subjectof Chapters, while the

pointermaintenanceostis discussedn Chapter6.



Note on organization. Chaptersd—6 includelong seriesof figuresandtables. Theseare
printedenmasseatthe endof eachchaptersoasnotto disrupttheflow of text, yetkeepthem

closeto it.



CHAPTER 2

BACKGROUND

This chaptenntroduceshe conceptsandthe terminologyusedin the subsequendiscus-
sion while suneying the vastfield of literaturerelatedto memorymanagemenandgarbage

collection.

2.1 Dynamic memory management

Undertheappellatiorof dynamicmemorymanagementye studytheprovisionin therun-
time systemof a programminganguageof mechanismsor allocationof contiguousblocks
of memoryof arbitrary size and unrestrictedemporalextent at the requestof the program.
Theseblocksof memoryareknown asobjects In object-orientedanguagesthereis usuallya
one-to-onecorrespondendeetweenra linguistic objectandits representatioasa dynamically
allocatedblock of memory In othercontexts,therepresentationsf aC st r uct createdising
acalltomal | oc, aPascalrecordcreatedusingnew, or aLISP cons cell, areall objects.

A significantamountof researctasgoneinto algorithmsfor managingdynamicallyal-
locateddataunderthe restrictionthat the objectsmustnot be moved, andthat the program
mustexplicitly requesbbjectdeallocatiorfollowing its lastuseof anobject. Thesealgorithms
concentrat®n fastallocation,typically usingfreelists, andefficientmemoryusage avoiding
fragmentationWilsonwroteanexcellentsurwey of thefield [Wilsonetal., 1995].

Ourfocus,however, is onalgorithmsthatautomaticallydetectthatthelastuseof anobject

musthave occurred py proving thatno furtheruseof the objectis possible. Thesealgorithms



are calledgarbage collectors. They remove the burdenof objectdeallocationfrom the pro-
grammeyandin sodoingeliminateanimportantsourceof programminggrrors:

The garbagecollector considersan objectto be garbaggor dead if it is not reacable
the programcannotaccesst by ary chainof pointertraversals.Any objectthatis potentially
reachables consideredive. Althoughthe nameimpliesthatgarbages collected,it is usually
thelive objectsthatthe collectorworkswith: it preseresthem,while reusingthe spaceof the
garbagebjects.

We shallbriefly introducethe conceptsieededo understandhe argumentsnadelater; for
acomprehenske treatmentthereadershouldconsultCohens suney of theearlydevelopment
of garbageollectiontechnique$Cohen,1981],Wilson’s surwy, which concentrateen newer
algorithmgWilson, 1992],aswell asJonesandLins’stextbookpresentatioof thefield [Jones

andLins, 1996].

2.1.1 Livenessand reachability

Let usfirstlook at simple(non-generationabollection,in which theentireheapis subject
to collection. Ideally, any objectthatwill not be usedby the programafterthe time of collec-
tion canbe discardedasgarbage.Unfortunately this criterionis not effectively computable.
Insteadthe consensuss to usepointerreatability asa conserative approximation Givena
setof rootpointersinto theheap ownedby the programin its dataoutsidethe heap(stack,reg-
isters,etc.),everythingreachabldrom this setis consideredive. In otherwords,thetransitve
closureof the points-torelation,startingwith theroots,defineshe survivorsof the collection.
This approximations safe,sinceno computatiorcanusean objectunlesst canreferto it by
a pointer andif it doesnot alreadyhave that pointerit canonly obtainit by following some
chainof pointersstartingfrom someotherpointerit doeshave. Pointerreachabilityis simple

to computeandis foundin the coreof all garbagecollectors. Betweenthe approximatiorof

A studyof softwareerrorsin IBM MVS ascribesalmostonehalf to pointerandarrayacces®rrors[Sullivan
andChillarege,1991].



livenessdy reachabilityandthe unachieableexactlivenessaccordingo future use,therecan
be a gradationof techniqueso make the approximationmore accurateusingdifferentstatic
analyseof the program(compile-timegarbagecollection, live variableanalysis,etc.). We
do not considerthesehere;hereaftemwe equatdivenesswith reachabilityfrom the root setof
pointers.

We are concernedhowever, with anotherdistinctionthat arisesonly with region-based
collection,whichdividestheheapH into acollectedregionC andaremaindelJ. Live objects
in the collectedregion arethosereachabldérom the setof root pointers. The goal of region-
basedcollectionis to avoid having to look at the (normallylarge) remainder Instead a write-
barrierensureshatall pointerscrossingromU to C arereadilyavailableattime of collection.
All suchpointerscalledtherememberdsetfor regionC, areaddedo therootset,andthenthe
transitve closureof pointerreachabilityis computedonly within C. Let uscall thisresultS,,
for survivors by rememberd-setreadability. Theactualsetof livedatais SC S. Calculation
usingremembered-seeachabilitytreatsall objectsin the uncollectedemaindet) asif live,
sinceit doesnotexamineU, andthuspotentiallyoverestimatethesetS. In anyregion-based
collector, thereis potentialfor suchexcessretentionor “nepotism”[UngarandJackson1988]
on eachgarbagecollection.

How much excessretentionis there? Clearly, a collection schemecould have dramati-
cally high amountsof excessretentionif it werethe casethat (1) pointerstendedto cross
region boundariepredominantlyinto the collectedregion, thustherewere mary pointersin
theremembered-segnd (2) mary of thesepointerswerefrom objectsin the remainderthat
areactuallydead,and (3) the pointerstructurecausedhe transitive closureoperationfalsely
to mark very large amountsof dataaslive, startingfrom suchfalsepointers. The effectson
performancavould be profound,sinceboth the costof eachcollectionandthe frequeng of
collectionswould be high.

We have assumedn the precedinghatthe setof externalrootsin the stackandregisters

is accuratelyjknown. Thisis predicatedn the ability of the collectorto examineandinterpret



the stackandregisters. A systemmay opt for self-descriptre data,which incursthe space
overheadof taggingeachword, or a more compactform using stackmapsdescribingstack
contentsat admissiblegarbagecollection points. Additionally, a data-flav livenessanalysis
may reducethe numberof registersin theroot set[Agesenetal., 1998].

Onthecontraryif thesystemis uncooperatie,thenit maybethecasethatneithertheval-
uesin thestackandregistersnorthevaluesn theheapcanbeaccuratelynterpretedit maybe
impossibleto distinguishsomepointerrepresentationfsom somenon-pointerepresentations.
Suchis thesituationwith languagesuchasC andC++, whichweredesignedvithoutgarbage
collectionin mind. Conservativggarbageollectors(or ambiguous-ootscollectors)have been
developedto copewith this problem[BoehmandWeiser 1988;Demersetal., 1990;Boehm,
1993]. Althoughthe analysesn this studyhave beendesignedandexperimentallytestedwith

accurate-rootsollectionin mind, they maybeadaptedo anambiguous-rootsetting.

2.1.2 Presewing livedata

The collectormustpresere the live objectsfor future useby the program. However, a
distinctionis madein collectordesignamongtechniqueshatkeepobjectsin place,andthose
thatmove them. Mark/sweepcollectorsdo not move objects|McCarthy, 1960]. Instead free
lists are usedto managespace,asin manualdynamicstorageallocation. The mark phase
automateshe detectionof objectsthat have becomegarbagewhile the sweepphasenvokes
the deallocatiorroutine of the underlyingdynamicstorageallocatorfor eachgarbageobject
in turn. Copying collectors,which are the focus of our study move the live objectsinto a
nev memoryarea,the “to-space, allowing the entireold area,or “from-space, to be reused
for allocation[Minsky, 1963; Fenicheland Yochelson,1969]. The copying is accompanied
by the updateof pointersthat point to the moved objects. The detectionof live objects,by
transitve closurefor pointerreachabilityandthe copying into to-spacereusuallyinterleaved
in a Cheng scan[Cheng, 1970] which also eliminatesthe needfor an auxiliary stackto

computethe closure. With the useof two semispacesllocationis from a contiguousarea,

10



hencesimpleandfast. The collectorvisits only live objects,which aretypically fewer than
garbageobjects. However, the memoryrequiremenbf the copying collectoris, in the worst

casedoublethatof themark/sweeollector

2.1.3 Incrementalcollection
Collectorsthatcollectentireheapsatonceincur very long pausdimes.In applicationgol-

eratingonly shortandpredictablepausesincrementakollectionis needed.The coordination
betweerthe collectorandthe runningprogramto allow the collectorto make progresiece-
meal,or even concurrentlywith the program,is not simple. It is accomplisheckitherusinga
read-barriermechanismor a write-barrier mechanism.With a readbarrier the programis
alertedwhenit triesto follow a pointerto anobjectthatthe collectorhasmoved[Baker, 1978].
Becauseeadoperationsaareextremelyfrequentreadbarriershave usedhardwaresupportfor
efficiency [Zorn, 1989]? With a write barrief whenthe programstoresa pointerinto an ob-
ject, thewrite is recorded Whereashardware supportfor the write barriercanbe providedas
well, asin the SOAR SmalltalksystemUngar, 1986], pointerupdateoperationsaretypically
muchfewer in numberthanpointerreads,so a softwarebarrierin the form of in-line codeis

generallythoughtto beacceptable.

2.1.4 Generational copyingcollection

Generationatopying collectiondividesthe heapaccordingo the ageof objectsinto mul-
tiple areaspr generationsandcollectsyoungergenerationsnorefrequentlythanoldergener
ations[LiebermanandHewitt, 1983;Moon, 1984;Ungar 1984]. Therearesubtledifferences
amongthesealgorithmsasdescribedn theliterature,becausenostdescriptionccombinethe
organizatiorof the heapinto generationsvith particularpoliciesfor promotionof survivorsof
garbagecollections.Evenwhenthesealgorithmsaredesignedasnon-incrementa(“stop-and-

copy”), they canbeeffectively incrementalpy virtue of thefactthatmostcollectionsareonly

27orn finds that a softwarereadbarriercould be implementedvith a CPU overheadof not morethan20%,
however[Zorn, 1990a].
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of the youngestgenerationandthus most pausesare short. Numerouspracticalimplemen-
tationsandstudiesof predictve andadaptve managemendf generationfiave reportedgood
performancgCaudill and Wirfs-Brock, 1986; Courts,1988; Shav, 1988; Sobaharro, 1988;
UngarandJackson1988;Wilson, 1989;WilsonandMoher, 1989;Appel,1989b;Wilsonetal.,

1991;Hudsoretal., 1991;Stefanovic, 1993b;Stefanovic andMoss,1994;Diwanetal., 1995;
BarrettandZorn, 1995].

The performancef a collectoris affectedby a numberof factors:the numberof genera-
tionsin thesystemthepromotionpolicy, or how longanobjectmustremainin onegeneration
beforeit is advancedinto the next older; whento initiate collection; and how to track the
pointersfrom older to youngergenerationgWilson, 1992]. This spaceof designchoicesis
immense.Moreover, the allocationcharacteristic®f languagesndindividual programsare
varied,andthey stronglyaffectthe performancef collectors.Theperformancenetrics—time
overheadpauseime, andspaceoverhead—ar@nsidiouslyhardto defineandmeasureDoes
thetime overheadncludethe write barrier andhow canthe costof the write barrierbe extri-
catedfrom otherrun-timecosts?ls maximumpausetime moreimportantthanaveragepause
time, or somepercentileof the distribution thereof? Shouldone measurehe peakmemory
usageor the averagememoryusage?Shouldpeakusagereflectthe spaceneedednly during
copying to hold the to-space?Is it reasonabléo let the oldestgeneratiorbe “tenured” (al-
lowedto grow indefinitelyandnever collected)or shouldmeasurementse takenwith respect
to a constantavailable space?The answerdo thesequestionsanustdependon the intended
application.As aresultof theinherentcompleity of generationatollectordesignandof the
methodologicadifficultiesin evaluation theunderstandingf generationafjarbagecollectors
hasremainedncomplete.

Aside from remarksin Wilson’s surwey [Wilson, 1992]andJonesandLins’ book [Jones
andLins, 1996, p.151], which admit the possibility of collectingan older generationinde-
pendentlyof a youngerone, generationatollectorsare youngest-first:when collecting an

oldergenerationall youngeronesmustalsobe collected. The numberof generationss typ-
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ically small, so the choiceof the size of the collectedregion is limited. Barrettand Zorn
examinedan adaptve schemewhich dynamicallychosean ageboundaryfor eachcollection
[Barrettand Zorn, 1995]. Our work insteadproposedo collectamongolder (but not neces-
sarily oldest)objectspreferentially postponinghe youngesibjectsuntil they have hadtime
to becomeolder anddie. The work closestto oursin this respectis Clinger and Hansers
“non-predictve” collector, which organizesobjectsaccordingto the time elapsedsincelast
collectedandperformswell with a hypotheticalexponentialdistribution of lifetimes[Clinger
andHansen1997]. However, aswe shallseein ourempiricalstudyin Chaptel5, thatparticular

organizationdoesnotwork remarkablywell.

2.1.4.1 Pointer maintenance

In orderto collect one region (a setof youngestgenerationsyithout collecting the re-
mainderof the heap,the setof pointerscrossingthe boundaryfrom the remainderandinto
the collectedregion mustbe known. Pointersinstalledin anobjectat thetime of its creation
canonly point to older objectsandcannever crossthe boundaryin the interestingdirection,
only pointersinstalledby updatescan. Eachupdatingpointerstoremustbe checled: if the
storedpointeris p — g, andp is in anoldergeneratiorthang, thena recordof this storewill
allow the pointerto be foundat thetime of collectionof g. Early generationatollectorsused
indirectpointersandregion entryandexit tables,mechanismsghatarevery expensve without
hardwaresupportfor pointeroperationsandnottransparento thelanguagelUngarscollector
usedaremembexdsetof updatedbjectsin theold (tenured)generatiofUngar, 1984]. A set
canalternatvely recordthe precisdocationof theupdatedbjectfields (“slots”), tradingextra
spacefor reducedtime to find the updatedfields at garbagecollectiontime [Hosking et al.,
1992].1f therearefew repeatedtoresnto thesameocationbetweercollectionsadatastruc-
ture simplerthana setmay be preferable suchasa storelist [Appel, 1989b]or a sequential

storebuffer [Hoskingetal., 1992].
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Virtual memorymechanismganbe usedto recordthe approximatdocation of updated
objectfields to within a page. Pagesarewrite-protectedthe first updateof a pagecausesa
pageprotectionfault,andthesoftwarefaulthandlermakesanoteof thepage(in anauxiliarybit
array)andunprotectst. This schemas calledpage marking Unfortunately virtual memory
primitivesin currentoperatingsystemsarenotwell adaptedo thetask(non-pointerstoresand
null pointerstoresequallycauseprotectionfaults)andareslow (becaus®f user/lernelmode
switching)[Zorn, 1990a];morecver, the granularityof pagess too coarse(the ratio of page
sizeto thetypical numberof pointerupdateswvithin it is high) [Hoskingetal., 1992]. Software
surrogatesf pagemarkingareknown asword marking[Sobaharro,1988],or moregenerally
card marking in which the addresspaces conceptuallydividedinto sub-pageunits (cards).
Eachpointer storeis augmentedvith codeto index into an auxiliary cardtable and setthe
bit correspondingo the cardof the updatedield. Whereasvord markingrecordsthe precise
location of updatedfields, card markingwith cardslarger thana word saves auxiliary table
spaceatthecostof scanningndividual cardsatgarbagecollectiontime [Hoskingetal., 1992].
Cardtablesasdescribedendto retainscatterednarked entriesover time, andit is betterto
summarizahemat collectiontime (into a conciseremembered-seepresentationothatthe

cardtablereflectsonly incrementalipdate§HoskingandHudson,1993].

2.1.5 Maturespaces

Bishop[Bishop, 1977] andlater Hudsonand Moss [Hudsonand Moss, 1992] proposed
dividing the heapinto spacesnanagedy differentalgorithms. Bishopallows several inde-
pendentareasnot necessarihall garbage-collectedinduseslists of incomingandoutgoing
inter-arealinks. Hudsonand Mossdivide the heapby ageinto a younganda maturespace,
which is in agreementwith the intuition thatthe patternsof pointerstructurelinking the ob-
jectslosethestrongdirectionalbias(seeSection6.2) afteracertainage hencehegenerational
algorithms,which exploit this bias,loseefficiency. The maturespaces dividedinto areasof

boundedksize (or blocksof fixed sizein animplementatiorin the BetalanguagdGrarupand
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Seligmann,1993]), which are processeaneat a time. It is assumedhat a generationahl-
gorithm manageshe youngspaceandengageshe incrementaimaturespacealgorithmonly

whenpromotingout of the oldestgeneratiorof theyoungspace.

2.2 Object survival and mortality

A recentbookon garbagecollectionstatedJonesandLins, 1996,p.144]:

The insight behindgeneitional garbage collectionis that storage reclamation
canbe mademote efficientandlessobtrusiveby concentating effort onreclaim-

ing thoseobjectsmostlikely to begarbage, i.e., youngobjects.

Hayesandothersobsene that youngesiobjectshave the highestmortality [Hayes,1991;
Baker, 1993;Hayes,1993;Stefanovic andMoss,1994],whichis arefinemenbf thesomevhat
vagueobsenation that mostobjectshave a very shortlifetime while somelive muchlonger
[Liebermanand Hewitt, 1983; Ungar 1984; Shav, 1988; DeTreville, 1990a;Zorn, 1990b].
Figure2.1graphsatypicalmortality functionusingTomcatv writtenin Smalltalkasanexample
(seeSection4.2.2.3),with the ageof objectson the horizontalaxis, andfor a givenage,the
rateat whichthey die ontheverticalaxis. Both axesusealogarithmicscale.

Is high mortality the sameasbeingmostlikely to be garbageNo, sincethe very newest
objectsare patentlynot garbage.In statisticalterms,it is the survivor function, andnot the
mortality, thattells uswhatis live, andthe survivor functionis always1 at age0. Formally,
the survivor function s(t) is the fraction of original allocationthatis still live ataget. The
mortality m(t) = —% is the age-specifideathrate, or likelihoodthat an objectwill die in
the next instantprovided it hassurvived until aget [Cox and Oakes, 1984; Elandt-Johnson
and Johnson1980; Baker, 1993]. Figure 2.2 plots a typical survivor function, againusing
Tomcatv. The horizontalaxis is objectageon a logarithmicscale. The vertical axis is the
fractionof original allocationstill live ata givenage.

Givena region of just-allocateddataof sizeV, is it moreprofitableto collectits younger

half, ages0 to VV /2, or its older half, agesV /2 throughV ? Statisticallyspeakingthe answer
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Figure 2.1. A typical objectmortality function.
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Figure 2.2. A typical objectsurvivor function.

mustbeto collecttheolderhalf, whichis clearfrom thesurvivor functiondiagram Figurel.1,
or thesimplecalculationj{\//2 s(t)dt < 8//2 s(t)dt, becausehe survivor functions(t) is non-
increasing.

In practice,we have to decidewhereto put the survivors, which complicateghis simple

analysis.Theanalysissuggestshowever, thefollowing revision of the precedingjuotation:

Geneational collectionis efficient, providedits genemationsare well configued,
becausat concentateson a setof youngobjectsthat includesthe objectsmost

likelyto begarbage, albeitalongwith objectsleastlikelyto begarbage.

If the collectorcanconcentratenly on the objectsmostlikely to be garbagethenit may

be ableto achieve evenlower copying cost. This discussiorwasentirely independenof the
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actualshapeof the survivor and mortality curves, but the relative merits of generationaand
othercollectorswill certainlydependnthem.

Assumedor measureabjectlifetime distributionscanbe usedto predictthe performance
of collectors[Clinger andHansen,1997]. However, the implicit assumptiorthat objectlife-
timesareindependenidenticallydistributedrandomvariabless far from true: phaseébehaior
of programanustleadto highly correlatedbjectlifetimes. The collectorperformancealcu-
lationsaretied to the assumptiorof a steadystate,but this assumptionrestrictsthe classof
admissiblaistributions. Thequestion®f thefeasibility andthe utility of analyticalmodelling
of objectlifetimes thereforeremainopen[Stefanovic et al., 1998a;Appel, 1997; Stefanovic

etal., 1998D].

2.3 Theoretical modelsof memory management

Object-basedomputatiorappearsn its purestform in the StorageModificationMachine,
or pointer machine[van EmdeBoas, 1990; Kolmogoros and Uspenskii,1958; Sctbnhage,
1980],a modelof computatiorbasedon afinite directedgraphstructureof storagansteadof
anarrayof memoryregistersasin themorecommonlyusedRAM model. Thegraphstructure
is dynamic.Themodelincorporateshenotionof new nodecreation.Therequirementor what
we call garbagecollectionis expressedabstractlyin the following dictum [van EmdeBoas,
1990, p. 32]: “The map p* doesnot have to be surjective; however, nodeswhich cannot be
reachedy tracingawordw in A* startingfrom thecentera will playnosubsequenbleduring
thecomputation®f the SMM, andthereforenodesmaybeassumedo have disappearedhen
they becomeunreachablé.

A complementargspecbf theoreticabpproaches the developmenof semantianodels
of memorymanagementderiing the propertiesof dynamicallyallocateddataby linguistic
means,usuallyin the context of typed functionallanguagegMorrisett et al., 1995]. These
modelsindicatewhich objectsare garbageand why, and additionally allow oneto express

memorymanagemenactionssyntactically andthenreasonabouttheir correctness(Unfor-
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tunately thesemodelsdo not answerquantitatve questionsof the kind posedin our study)
Similar modelsaredesirablefor memorymanagemerin object-orientedanguageshut their
semantianodellingin generakremaindesssettled[Abadi andCardelli,1996]. A relateddis-
cipline is thatof compile-timegarbagecollection,or type anddata-flav analysego improve
therun-timeperformancef collectionin (usually)functionallanguage$Appel, 1989a;Har-
rison,1989;Baker, 1990; Goldbeg andGloger 1992;Boehmand Shao,1993;Fradet,1994;
Aditya etal., 1994;Mohnen,1995]. The primaryideais to eliminatethe needfor heapallo-
cationin thefirst place,by proving that certainobjectscanbe allocatedon the stackinstead,
which is consideredalthoughnot universally cf. [Appel, 1987]) to be faster More ambi-
tious analysesim to provide hintsto a generationatollectoraboutobjectlifetimes|[Yi and

Harrison,1992].
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CHAPTER 3

AGE-BASED GARBAGE COLLECTION ALGORITHMS

In this chaptemwe establisha classificatiorof garbagecollectionalgorithmsthatpresere
theageorderingof objectsin theheap.We introducenew algorithmswithin this classification.
Unlike generationahlgorithms,the new algorithmsdo not alwayscollect a youngestsubset
of heapobjects. We proceedto discussthe repercussionsf this designdifferenceon the

implementatiorof copying andpointermaintenancén the collector

3.1 Conceptualdesign

The garbagecollectionalgorithmswe considerareall “generational’in thebroadestense
of theword: whena collectionhappenseachschemepartitionsthe heapH into two regions:
the collectedregion C, in which the collector examinesthe objectsfor livenessandif live,
they survive the collection; and the uncollectedremainderregion U, in which the collector
assumesheobjectsto belive anddoesnot examinethem. The non-generationatollectoris a
degeneratecasein which the latterregionis empty The collectorfurther partitionsthe setC
into the setof survivor objectsS andthe setof garbagebjectsG, by computingroot pointers
into C andtheclosureof the points-torelationwithin C. To make thefreedspacecorveniently
availablefor futureallocation,acopying collectormanipulateshesurvivors Sby moving them

to the*“to-space”. This manipulationis a primary costof collection[JonesandLins, 1996].
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Denotingby || X || thetotal volumeof objectsin asetX, we useasameasur®f thecopying
costof collectionthe “mark/cons™ ratio, the ratio of the volume copiedto the volumefreed
(i.e.,availablefor allocationin the subsequentycle): u = %

It is desirableto minimize . If theinitial partitioninto C andU is suchthat mostof C
fallsinto G, the copiedvolumeof survivors||S|| will besmall. However, if arbitrary schemes
areconsideredthenclearly the bestschemes onethat always makesthe initial partitionso
thatG = C, andthusp = 0. Butis it realistic?The computationagffort to performtheinitial
partition ideally is asgreatasto performa non-generationatollection—exceptif anoracle
wereavailable.We considemasrealisticonly thoseschemesvhich computeheinitial partition
very cheaply

We restrictour attentionto a classof schemeshatkeepobjectsin alinearorderaccording
to acertainobjecttimestamplmagineobjectsin theheapasif arrangedrom left to right, with
the oldesttimestampon the left, andthe youngesttimestampon the right, asin Figure 3.1.
Theregion collected C, is restrictedtio be a contiguoussubsequencef this sequencef heap

objects,thus the costof the initial partition, simply choosingthe two boundariesjn some

prescribednanneris virtually nil. We call theseschemesge-basedollection.

—

oldest youngest
Figure 3.1. Viewing theheapasanage-orderedist.

We considertwo notionsof timestamp:true age andrenaval age. In thefirst case,each
objectis given a permanentimestamponce,at the time of allocation. The relative order of
objectsin the sequencef heapobjectsnever changes.In the secondcase,uponcollection,
thecollectorgivesall survivorsfresh,renaved,timestampsasif they werenewly allocated.lt

thenmovesthesesurvivorsto theyoungendof the sequencef heapobjects.

Thenameis usedfor historicalreasonsin the original mark/sweeollectorfor LISP [McCarthy 1960]the
live objectsweremarkedduringcollection,whereagheallocationconsistedolelyof LISP pairs,knowvn ascons
cells.
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True-agetimestamp$permitthe collectorto focusattentionon particularagegroups,i.e.,
on setsof objectsallocatedconsecutrely. They arisenaturallyfrom consideration®f object
lifetime beharior—clustersof objectsallocatedogetheitendto expiretogethefHayes,1993].
Ontheotherhand, thenotionof renaval-agetimestampganarisefrom considerationsf ana
priori exponentialifetime distribution [ClingerandHansen1997].

Traditionalgenerationatollectionschemesre,in the main, age-basedThey arebased
ontrueage,andtheregion collectedis somesubsequenciatalwaysincludesyounges{most
recentlyallocatedpbjects’ In thefollowing, weintroduceandcateyorizealternatvecollection
schemesiccordingo theirchoiceof objectsfor collection. Theage-basedollectionalgorithm

is alsopresentedh theform of codein Figure3.2.

3.1.1 True-ageschemes

Thesimplestage-basedollectorandthebasepointof ourcomparisong thenon-generational

collector It will belabelledNONGEN in thediscussiorandfiguresbelon. Theregion of col-
lectionin NONGEN is alwaystheentireheap:C = H,U = 0.

We now considerage-basedchemesdistinguishedby different choicesthey make for
the collectedregion. A true youngest-fist (TYF) collector always choosessomeyoungest
(rightmost)subsequencef the sequencef heapobjects(Figure3.3).

Generationatollectorschemesre variantsof true youngest-firstollection, differing in
the sizeof C andin how they trigger collections[Barrettand Zorn, 1995]. In the basicde-
sign[JonesandLins, 1996,p.147],new allocationis into onefixed-sizepart of the heap(the
nursery), andtheremaindelis reseredfor olderobjects(theolder geneiation). Wheneerthe
nurseryfills up, it is collected andthe survivorspromotedo theoldergeneratior(Figure3.5).

Whenthe older generatiorfills up, thenthe following collectioncollectsit togetherwith the

2A slight divergencefrom the age-basedriterion may arisein copyingcollectors,becausehe orderof the
objectsin to-spaces determinedby the heaptraversal(typically breadth-firstasin the standardCheng scan
[JonesandLins, 1996;Cheng, 1970]),andis in generaldifferentfrom original orderin from-space Hence the
ageorderof objectsis perturbedslightly within Sfor eachcollection. In compactingcollectorsreorderingdoes
notoccuratall.
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initialize:

availablespace= heapsize
currenttimestamp= 0

allocate (numwords):
if availablespace> numwordsthen

else

fi

createnew objecto with

0.size:= numwordsando.timestamp= currenttimestamp
currenttimestamp= currenttimestampr numwords
availablespace= available space- numwords

Garbage collection:
settimestampoundarie$min, tmax accordingo scheme
C := {o|o.timestampe [tmin, tmax }
U:=H\C
S :={0jo€ CA(3r € RootsUU)r — o}
S:=TC(—,C,S), wheretransitve closureis computedas:
S ={0joeCA (30 € §-1)0 — o}
S=Un_o Si(unionfinite)
G:=C\S
availablespace= availablespacet ||G||
discardobjectsin G

if ||G|| = 0 thenfail

Figure 3.2. Pseudocod®or theconceptuatiesign.

22




oldest —™M — — — — youngest

U C
S Collection 1
S
C
U S Collection 2
T

Figure 3.3. TYF: Trueyoungest-firstollection(generakase).

|C|: collectedregion U: remaindei(region not collected)
S@: region of survivors . areafreedfor new allocation
Two successiveollectionsare shown.For sale of illustration, the survivingamountis 2 on collec-
tion 1, and3 oncollection2. Thecollectedregionis enclosedn vertical bars.

Legendfor Figures3.3-3.12.

nursery In atwo-generatiorcollector, thatcollectionconsiderghe entireheap.The collector
deliberatelyresenesspace so that, unlike in TYF, the region chosenfor collectioncontains
exactly the objectsallocatedsincethe last collection (exceptfor full heapcollections). The
operationof the GYF collectoris summarizedn the codeof Figure3.4.

We studytwo- andthree-generatioachemes2GYF (2 Generationsyoungest-First)and
3GYF. We stipulatethat the size of eachgenerations strictly greaterthan0, andtherefore
3GYF neverdegeneratemto 2GYF. Whendiscussinggenerationaschemegyenerallywe use
thelabel GYF. We alsoexaminea schemen whichtheoldergenerations allowedto grow and
useall thespaceof thenurseryandvice versg/Appel, 1989b],andno spaceds heldin resene;
this schemas denotedNGYF, andits operationis shavnin Figure3.6.

The simplestyoungest-firstcollector is one that always choosesa constantamountof
youngesbbjectsto collect; we call this scheme~C-TYF (Fixedsizeof Collectedregion; True
Youngest-First)Note, asis clearfrom thediagramin Figure3.7,thatsurvivorsof the preced-

ing collectionremainin the collectedregion. Onecanexpectthis collectorto be inefficient,
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initialize:
Geneations1-N:
setzg:lnominaLsiz% = heapsize
forg=1,..,NdoGeny:=0
reserve= heapsize
nextgen:=1
allocate (numwords):
if min(nominalsize — currentsiza, reservé > numwordsthen
createnew objecto in Gen, with
0.size:= numwords
currentsizq := currentsizg + numwords
reserve= reserve— numwords
else
Garbage collection:
gen:= next.gen
C:=Ug; Geny
U:=H\C
S ={0joe CA(Ir € RootsuU)r — o}
S:=TC(—,C,S)
forg=1,...,gendoSY := SN Gen
Gen =0
forg=2,...,gen+1doGen, := Geny U S%~Y,
exceptif gen= N thenGery := SN UgN-1
reserve= heapsize— Zgzl ||Geny||
nextgen:= ming' : (Vg > d')||Geny|| < nominalsize
fi

Figure 3.4. Pseudocod®r GYF collectors.

24




older generation nursery

resene oldest —— c youngest
U from Collection 1
freed reserve
NN - .
U from Collection 2

freed reserve

Collection 3
(full heap)

Figure 3.5. Generationayoungest-firstollection(2GYF).

becausebjectsare repeatedlycopied,and collectionsare frequent,becausenly the space
freedis availablefor new allocation. Indeed,the older region remainsuntouchedafter it is
initially allocated.Contrastthis with the GYF collector, which doesnot useall the available
space putting someon resene, but is thenableto collectat regularintervalsthat correspond
to the nurserysize,anddoesnot copy survivors of minor collectionsagainuntil the next full
collection.

A true oldest-fist (TOF) collectoralwayschoosesnoldest(leftmost)subsequencef the
sequencef heapobjects(Figure 3.8). An FC-TOF collector considersa constantamount
of oldestobjects. It is clearthat survivors of the collectionwill be collectedrepeatedly If
the oldestobjectsin the heapsurvive indefinitely, asin mary programs,and the collected
regionis smallandonly encompassesuchobjects,FC-TOF necessarilyails becauset finds
no garbagen the collectedregion. However, we encounteredomeprogramsvhereFC-TOF,
with a moderatesize of the collectedregion, works betterthan other age-basedaollectors:

intuitively, it givesobjectsenoughtime to die beforethey enterthe collectedregion.
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Figure 3.6. Generationayoungest-firstollectionwith flexible generatiolboundarie§NGYF).

The simplicity of FC-TYF and FC-TOF schemess in the fact that collectedregionsare
fixed. However, it is intuitively clearthat performancesuffers becausesomeobjectsare sub-
jectedto collectionrepeatedlywhile othersarenot subjectedo collectionsoonenough.Thus,
we mustlook for schemeshatconsiderall partsof the heapatappropriatentervals. Notethat
GYF, whichis known to work well in practice revisitstheentireheap andatregularintervals,
by meanf full collections.Let usinsteadexaminewaysto revisit all of the heappiecemeal.

A defered olderfirst (DOF) collector choosesa middle subsequencef heapobijects,
whichis immediatelyto theright of the survivorsof the previouscollection(Figure3.9). Thus
theregion of collectionsweepghe heaprightwards,asa sliding window of collection. If the

remainingareato theright is smallerthanthe window, the collectorcompleteghe sweepby
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C
U S Collection 1
A
C
U S Collection 2

Figure 3.7.FC-TYF: Trueyoungest-firstollection(fixed collectedregion).

oldest youngest

Collection 1

Collection 2

Figure 3.8. FC-TOF: Trueoldest-firstcollection(fixedcollectedregion).

collectingthe remainingareaof youngesbbjects® The FC-DOF collectoremploys a window
of constansize.

Theintuition for the potentiallygoodperformancef the FC-DOF collectorcanbegleaned
from thediagramin Figure3.10,which shavs a seriesof eightcollections,andindicateshow
thewindow of collectionmight move acrosshe heap.The mostimportantaspecis thatif the

window is in a positionthatresultsin small survivor sets,thenthe window movesby only a

%In the original descriptionof the DOF algorithms,we proposedhat as soonasthe remainingareato the
right is smallerthanthewindow, thewindow is resetto theleft end. However, we subsequentljoundthatbetter
worst-case&opying costis achiezed with the currentdescription.Additionally, full sweepis requiredfor certain
pointerfiltering techniquegseebelow, Section3.2.2).
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S U Collection 1

U
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Figure 3.9. FC-DOF: Deferredolderfirst collection.

smallamountfrom onecollectionto the next. If it continuego maove slowly, thenit is likely
to remainfor along time in the sameregion, correspondindo the sameageof objects,and
it continuego enjoy smallsurvivor sets(Collections4—8). The outcomeis thatconsiderable
progresss madein allocationwhile but a small amountis copied: 1 is low. The question
thenis how long the window canremainin sucha goodposition,and,onceit hasleft it, how
costlyis thereturn,whichinvolvesfinishingtherightwardsweepresettingo theleft end,and
sweepingover olderobjectsbackto the “sweetspot’

A defered younger-first (DYF) collector similarly sweepsthe heap,but leftwards (Fig-
ure3.11). As soonastheremainingareato theleft is smallerthanthe window, the window is
resetto theright end. The FC-DYF collectoremplo/s a window of constansize. Despitethe
apparensymmetryof definition,DYF doesnot enjoy the window-motionbenefitof DOF: the
window movesleftward by onewindow sizeevenwhenthereareno survivors. We shallfind

thatfor thisreasorDYF never performswell.
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Figure 3.10. Deferredolderfirst collection,window motionexample.

3.1.2 A renewal-agescheme

The collectorproposedecentlyby Clinger andHansenClinger andHansen 1997] and
its generalizationthe “oldest-first” collector [Stefanovi€ et al., 1998a],are also age-based,
but accordingto renaval age,andolder objectsform the collectedregion. Similar ideasfor
circularmanagemenf heapscanbetracedto earlierliterature[Baker, 1978;Bekkersetal.,
1986; Lang and Dupont, 1987]. A renaval-oldest-fist collector always chooses leftmost
subsequencef the sequencef heapobjects—Ilot the survivors areplacedto theright of the
uncollectedremainder(Figure 3.12). Therefore eventhoughthe collectionwindow remains

attheleft, “old” end,the collectordoesnot procesghe survivorsof the collectionagain,until



youngest

Collection 1

Collection 2

Figure 3.11.FC-DYF: Deferredyoungeffirst collection.

they have beenpushedackto theleft by new allocationafter severalsucceedingollections.
Note, however, the conspicuougrosseer of the logical pathsof survivor andremainderob-

jects,which resultsin irreversiblemixing of true objectagesin the heap,evenin compacting

collection.
oldest w youngest
(renewal time) C U (renewal time)

U S Collection 1

Collection 2

Figure 3.12.FC-ROF: Renaval-oldest-firstollection.

3.1.3 Towards optimal schemes
Thereis a final categgory of schemesclearly unrealisticfor actualimplementationsthat

we consider Recallthat a deferredoldest-firstcollector collectsa middle subsequencef
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age-orderecheapobjects. Contemplatfor a momenta generalization:let us chooseary
subsequenaaf agivensize,notnecessarilgtartingfrom aknown point, but insteadvhichever
subsequencgeldsthelowestmark-congatio onthis collection. Thuswe arrive atthelocally-
optimalcollectorschemd-C-OPT.*

Is therea globally optimal scheme?The global optimumneednot coincidewith the ag-
gregateoutcomeof locally optimal decisions. The overall copying costcan be reducedby
selectingheamountof garbageeleasedn suchaway thatthenext collectioncomesata par
ticularly propitioustime, namelywhentherearefew live objects.However, the consideration
of globally optimal schemess beyondthe scopeof this investigation.Instead we shall only
usethe resultsof the locally-optimal collector schemesas an upperboundon the minimum

copying cost,for comparisonsvith realisticschemes.

3.1.4 Collection failur eand recovery

It is possible gspeciallyfor an FC collectorwith a smallsettingfor C, to find no garbage
in the collectedregion. If that happenswe let the FC collectorfail for the purposesf this
study An implementationcould increasethe heapsize temporarily or retry collectionon
anotherregion. A moving-windov schemecanretry collectionat the next window position.
Alternatively, thewholeheapcanbecollected.NotethatGYF scheme®y designoccasionally
considethewholeheap hencehey enjoy anadvantageovertheFC schemesssimulatechere,
with thedisadwantagehattheirmaximumpausdimesareno lower thanwith non-generational

collection.

3.1.5 Garbagecycles
A cycle of garbageobjectscanbe solargethatit cannoffit in the collectedregion. Evenif

thecycleis smallerthanthesizeof the collectedregion, it canconsistof objectsof sufficiently

4Similarly, we could explore the limits of true oldest-firstandtrue youngest-firstollection: insteadof fixing
theamountto be collected let the collectorchoosehatamountwhich resultsin the lowestmark/congatio p for
thecurrentcollection but we leave this explorationfor futurework.
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diverseagethatit is never entirelywithin thecollectedregion?® In eithercasethecycle cannot
be reclaimed. Traditionalgenerationatollection, at the risk of long pausetimes, finds such
cyclesby collectingthewhole heapoccasionallySincethe presencef suchcyclesis liable to

leadto poorperformancendultimatelyfailure,the sameremedy suggestedh the preceding
section,applies.Alternatively, the purely age-basedchemecanbe modified,with provisions
similar to thetrain algorithmfor the mature objectspace which tacklesthe problemof cycles
while maintainingincrementality[Hudsonand Moss, 1992; Seligmannand Grarup, 1995].

Notethattheresultspresentedherearebasedon a simulatoranda prototypeimplementation

which do notimplementarny mechanismo enforcereclamatiorof cycles.

3.1.6 Locality

Our studyis basen extensive simulationsjn orderto explorealargenumberof collector
configurationsandindeeda numberof altogetherifferentschemes.This focusesattention
onthe primary costs,namelycopying andpointermaintenanceHowever, we cannotmeasure
certainother costs,without integrating our implementationwith a live objectsystem. The
chief of thesecostsis the effect on locality [Zorn, 1991; Reinhold,1993; Gonalves, 1995;
Diwanetal., 1995;Appel andShao,1996]. The schemeshatwe foundto performwell with
respecto copying costalsosharethe propertythat they do not change the relative order of
objects;think of themascompacting.Therefore they do not adwerselyaffect the locality of
accessvithin themutator Unlike traditionalgenerationatollection,whichrepeatedlyollects
from the samememoryregion of youngobjectsandoccasionallythewhole heap,someof the
proposedschemewisit differentpartsof the heapmoreregularly. Althoughit is temptingto
predictthe memoryhierarchybehaior of theseschemesby observinghe patternf collected

region motion, the compleity of interactionof allocation,copying and pointermaintenance

5This scenariois madeunlikely by the fact that an unreclaimedcycle of garbageobjectsmigratesto and
concentratem the oldestendof the heap.Thereits adwerseeffect on collectorperformancas indistinguishable
from thatof truly live but permanenbbjects(Section5.4.3).
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accessewith the memoryhierarchyrequiresthatthe behaior shouldbe measuredn a fully

implementedsysteminstead.

3.2 Implementation

In precedingsectionsyve outlinedseveralage-basedarbageollectionalgorithmsthatwe
useto explorereducingcopying costbeyondgenerationayoungest-firstollectors py prescrib-
ing which portionsof the heapshouldconstitutethe collectedregion. The following chapter
will shav thatthe promiseof the DOF collectoris actuallydelivered but now we considethow
to implementin practicea collectorwith a collectedregion that rangesoutsidethe spaceof
youngesbbjects.

If welook at all theage-basedchemesogetherwe find two requirements$or implemen-
tation. First, it mustbe possibleto identify arny setof objectsaccordingo their age,anduseit
asthecollectedregion. Secondit mustbe possibleo enumerat@ointersinto the collectedset

from outside,in orderto collectit correctly

3.2.1 Blocks

Thefirstrequirementanbefulfilled efficiently by dividing theheapinto blocksandlinking
blocksinto anage-orderedist (Figure3.13). The collectedregion mustconsistof a numberof
blocks. This restrictionon the freedomto choosethe collectedregion is acceptableconstant
overheadf collectionwill surelyrendertoo expensve ary schemehat choosesxtremely
small collectedregions. Therefore,imposinga block asthe minimum size of the collected
region, aswell asthe measureof granularityof window positioning,mustbe appropriatefor
someblock size.

T =0 e Jae [ o

oldest block ) youngest block
Figure 3.13.Heaporganizedasanage-orderedist of blocks.

33



Hence the heapaddresspacss dividedinto blocks. Eachblock consistof 2° bytes,and
is alignedon a 2°-byte boundary Assumefor the time beingthat no objectis largerthana
block. Eachobjectis entirely containedwithin oneblock.

Theblock tableis anauxiliary datastructure anarraythatlists all the blocksavailablein
the addresspaceandrecordsthe statusof each(free, or in use). Additional informationfor
blocksin useis accessethdirectly, to avoid the spaceoverheador unusedlocks.

Giventhe addres®f a heapobject,or a field within anobject,a constanb-bit-shift oper
ation calculatesan index into the block table correspondindo the block in which the object
lies.

Blocksin usearedoublylinkedin ageorder sothatage-basedollectorscaneasilyfollow
their collectionpolicies.Eachblock recordshe next freeaddresswithin it, sothatobjectscan
be addedto it: by the mutatorin allocation,or by the garbagecollectionin survivor copying.
During collection,eachblock recordswhetherit is in the collectedregion or not. During the
Cheng scanphaseof garbagecollection,a block alsorecordsthe next addresso be scanned.
In generationatchemesthe block additionallyrecordshe numberof the generatiorto which
it belongs.

The stipulationthat whole blocks are subjectto collectionraisesconcernaboutpossible
fragmentationif the survivorsfrom anentirecollectedregion mustbe placedin blocksthem-
selwes,thenwe canexpect,on average half a block of wastedspace.The situationis easily
remediedfor the DOF collector, if the collector promotessurvivorsinto ary available space
in the adjacentlock to the left (youngestamonguncollectedblocksolderthanthe collected
region),asshavn in Figure 3.14.Becausef therightward sweepof the collectedregion, ary
incompleteblock left at the the endof onecollectionis filled in subsequentollections,and
fragmentatioris eliminated.

Objectslarger thanoneblock are allocatedin a specialarea,the large objectspace but
eachlarge objectis logically assignedo a block. The collectornever physicallycopieslarge

objects,but ratherlogically movesthemfrom a particularblock to anotherby manipulating
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Figure 3.14.Filling precedinglockto avoid fragmentation.

efficient indexing datastructures.The implementatiorof large objectspacecanbe adapted
from the onein the GC Toolkit [Hudsonet al., 1991]. The handlingof objectsin large object
spaces moreexpensve thanof thosein ordinaryblocks[Hicks etal., 1998]; anexamination
of the sizedistributionsof objects(Section4.2.3)shaws, however, thatlarge objectsarearare

occurrencdor our benchmarks.

3.2.2 Remembeedsets

The secondrequirements to be ableto find pointersinto the collectedregion, no matter
which blocks,or how mary blocks,arein theregion. Themostgenerakolutionis to trackthe
setof pointersinto eachblock (the rememberedet),andthencomputethe union of the sets
for all blocksin the collectedregion.

In contrast,notethat a garbagecollectionalgorithmthat definesfixed boundariegor the
collectedregion cansafelyrecordjust the pointersthat crossthat boundary For instancea
generationatollectormaintainsonerememberedetper generationno matterhow large the
generations. The needto maintainrememberedetsfor eachblock can causesignificantly
largerspaceoverheadaswell astime overheador recordingandprocessinghe pointers.

The generationatollectordoesnot even maintaintruthful rememberedetsfor eachgen-

eration:by designacollectionof generatiom alwayscollectsall youngergenerationgswell,
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thereforeit is only necessaryo know the pointersinto generatiom from older generation$.
As we shallseein Section6.1.3,this structuregreatlyreducegshenumberof pointersthatmust
betracked.

Therefore,while the designusing perblock rememberedetsachievesthe desiredfunc-
tionality for the fully-generalage-based@chemesywe mustalso considerthe implicationsof
the particularage-basedchemeon the setsof pointerstoreshatthe systemcansafelyignore.

Notethatthe majority of storedpointershave the sourceandtargetwithin the sameblock,
aswe shallseein Section6.2. Sincea block is alwaysentirely within the collectedregion, or
entirelyoutsideit, suchlocal pointersdo not needto berecordedn therememberedets.This
optimizationappliesto all age-basedchemes.It eliminatesa majority of pointer storesfor

reasonablélock sizesat very low cost.

- N\ N\ N\ N X

= AN AN AN AN
=%

region of next collection
N

/N
Figure 3.15. Directionalfiltering of pointerstoresatrun-time(DOF).

A more aggressie elimination criterion is possible. Supposethat the storedpointeris
p — @, andthatthe objectp is subjectto collectionbefore objectq. Thenthe pointerwill be
invalidatedbeforeq is collected eitherbecause is movedif live,or because is dead.Hence
the pointer p — g shouldnot berecordedn therememberedetof g. Thusthe generalrule
is to filter out thosestoresfor which the sourcewill be collectedbeforethe target, or at the
samdime asthetarget. Someage-basedchemesave strict policiesfor the positioningof the
collectionwindow in the heap,andit is thereforepossibleto establishwhetherthe sourceor

thetargetof a pointerstorewill be collectedfirst. Amongthemis DOF, with thefull, cyclic,

5Note as a specialcasethat in the two-generatiorcollector the (single) rememberedsetis always empty
following a collection,thusthewrite barrierat collectiontime canbeelided.
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sweepof the heap. The directionalfiltering for the DOF schemds shown in Figure3.15for

pointerstoresn the mutator

-7 "< collected region . - _
oldest K PN 9 - ~ youngest
i YV N/ \l
4 - N ) ,

\ / ~--" "\ 7
N 7 s~ -
X X
\/
7\
Z Y
A
survivors

Figure 3.16. Directionalfiltering of pointerstoresat collectiontime (DOF).

Distinguishingthe region thatwill be collectednext, andthe regionsolder andyounger
thanit, thereare12 casesf pointerstoresat run-time. Onehalf areeliminatedby observing
thatthe sourcewill be collectedbeforethe target,andadditionally the casewith both source
andtargetwithin theregion of the following collectionis eliminated.

In Figure3.16we shaw thefiltering scheméor pointerstoreduringcollection. Thedashed
linesindicatethe pointersasthey existedbeforethe collection,andthefull linesindicatethe
pointersestablishedluring the collection,as survivor objectsare copiedinto to-space.Here
the filter eliminates3 out of 6 cases. The actualbenefitsof directionalfiltering dependon
the distribution of differentpointer storedirections,and we shall returnto this questionin
Section6.2.

In the designof rememberedetsfor the newly proposectollectors thereis anadditional
consideratiorthatdid not arisefor generationatollectors.Namely whena collectioncopies
objectsfrom the collectedsetC into the survivors setS, thenary pointersfrom C into the
uncollectedremaindelJ, recordedn the rememberedetsof the blocksof U, mustbe dis-
cardedprior to collection. Otherwise the rememberedetswould containentriesfor source

addressem thefrom-spaceof the collection,which, following the collection,areinvalid. The
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collectionthenreestablisheeememberedetentriesfor the surviving pointersfrom Sinto U.
Thereforethe datastructurefor rememberedetsmustsupportdeletionefficiently. (In gener
ationalcollection,the pointersfrom C to U areyoungerto-older hencethey arenotrecorded

in rememberedetsto begin with.)

3.2.3 Write barrier

We now considethow to constructrememberedets.In betweercollections,new pointers
comeinto beingby meansof initialization of pointertypedfields of newly allocatedobjects,
and by updatesof thesefields in older objects. Pointerupdatesare tracked using a write-
barriermechanismAs for pointerinitialization, eithertheinitializing storesaretrackedusing
thesamewrite-barriermechanismasit is, in effect,donein the Smalltalksystemor thenewly
allocatedareais scannedor pointersatgarbagecollectiontime.

We considettwo write-barriermechanismsT hefirst write-barriermechanisnimmediately
insertsstoresnto rememberedets.Whena storeoccursin themutator thefollowing filtering
actionsoccur First, it is establishedhatthe storeis of a pointerasopposedo a non-pointer
value.In dynamicallytypedlanguagesuchasSmalltalk,this checkis atrun-time.In statically
typedlanguagessuchasJara andModula-3,thewrite barriercodeis only emittedfor pointer
storessothis checkdisappearsSecondthewrite barrierverifiesthatthe storedpointervalue
(the target) is not nil, sincesuchstoresdo not createnew pointers. Third, the write barrier
verifies that the pointer crosseslock boundaries. This checkinvolves the comparisonfor
equality of the high-orderbits (full addresdengthlessb) of the pointer sourceand taget.
Fourth,if the particularage-basedchemepermitsfurthereliminationof pointersaccordingo
the ageof the sourceandtarget, thenthe write barriermay eliminatesomeadditionalstores.
Fifth andlast,thepointersources insertednto therememberedetof theblock corresponding
to thetarget.

The secondwrite-barriermechanisnis a hybrid of card marking andrememberedets

[HoskingandHudson,1993]. The heapis logically dividedinto cardsof size2° bytes,where
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¢ < b. Experiencewith generationatollectorssuggestshat cardsaretypically muchsmaller
thanblocks: e.g.,while blocksof 64KB wereusedin a Smalltalkimplementationthe most
efficient card sizeswerein the range256 bytes— 1 KB [Hosking et al., 1992; Hoskingand
Hudson,1993]. A cardtableis an array with an entry for eachcard of the heap. At the
endof a collection, all entriesof the cardtable areclean In betweencollections,at every
pointer update(the storeof a pointer p — q) the write barrier marksthe entry for the card
containingp asdirty. At the beginningof eachcollection,the collectorscangsthe cardtable
to find dirtied cards. For eachdirtied cardtable entry, it thenscansthe correspondingcard
in memory i.e.,it examinesall pointervaluedfieldsin all the objectsin the card,andupdates
appropriateememberedets—inourexample,it is therememberedetof theblock containing
the addressy. When cardsare examinedand summarizednto rememberedets,the same
filtering criteriaapplyasdiscusse@bove for the caseof immediatansertioninto remembered
sets. Onebenefitof card markingis that duplicateentriesareimmediatelyeliminated. The
price is paid insteadin scanningthe cards,sincethe location of the updatedpointersource
is recordedonly imprecisely (Whenscanninga card, the collectormay examinemary more
pointers dependingnthesizeof thecard,in additionto theone(or ones)}thatcausedhecard
tableentryto bedirtied.) We shall see,however, thattherearefew duplicateswithin a block

(Section6.1.3),thuscardmarkingis notlikely to be profitable.

3.2.4 A write barrier designfor largeaddressspaces

Returningto the write-barriermechanismwithout card marking, we obsenre thatit can
beimplementedespeciallyefficiently if alargevirtual addresspaceds available. Thegoalis
to malke the sequencef write-barrierinstructionsshortfor the commoncase namelythat of
storesthatthe barrierdoesnot record. A large addresspaceallows a heaporganizationthat
avoidsthe needto index into a block tableandis ableto make the pointerupdatefiltering de-
cisionssolelyfrom thetwo addressesf pointersourceandtarget,which arealreadyavailable

in hardwareregistersfor the storeitself.
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Figure 3.17.DOF heaporganizationn alargeaddresspace.

Weillustratetheheaporganizationin Figure3.17! Theaddresspacas dividedinto zones,
eachzoneconsistingof a large numberof blocks. At any momentexactly two adjacentzones
arein usefor the heap. Initially, all allocationis into zonel, at the high endof the address
spacewhereasll copying by the collectoris into the next lower zone2. Both allocationand
copying proceedrom higherto olderaddressewithin azone.As soonastheamountallocated
in zonel becomegqualto the specifiecheapsize (expressedsa numberof blocks),garbage
collectionbeaginsin the DOF manney with the collectionwindow sliding over zonel, from
high addresseto low. The survivors of collectionare copiedover into zone2. Subsequent
collectionsaretriggeredwhenthetotalamountn theheap(i.e.,in zonesl and2) againequals
thespecifiecheapsize. Thisprocessontinuesuntil either:(a) thewindow of collectioncatches
up with allocationin zonel, or (b) the allocationin zonel reachedhe limit, i.e., runsinto
zone2. Case(a) correspondso the naturalend of the window sweepof the DOF collector
(Figure3.9). Casg(b) is coercednto caseg(a) by enlaging thewindow to encompastheentire
remainderof zonel. Thusin both casesa full sweepof all objectsallocatedin zonel is

completedAt this point, which correspond#o theresettingof thewindow in Figure3.9,zone

"Notethatthe address-orderddyoutof Figure3.17is logically equivalentto the age-orderedayout of Fig-
ure3.9.
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1 is abandonedandits role is assumedby zone2: allocationproceedsn zone2, from thelast
copiedobjectontowardsloweraddressesZone3 is introducedor thesurvivorsof subsequent
collections® In this fashion,allocationand collectioncan proceeduntil all zoneshave been
exhausted.Underthe assumptiorthatwe have a large virtual addresspace mostprograms
will notexhaustall availablezonesjf thatdoesoccur however, theremedyis to move thedata
backinto the high addressest the price of onenon-generationadollection(or relocation).

Choosinga goodsizefor the zonesis challenging. On the one hand,a zoneshouldac-
commodatehe amountallocatedduring one sweepof the collectionwindow: if it doesnot,
thenthe prematureendof sweepwill beforced(case(b) above), whichwill resultin alonger
than-normajpausetime anddisturbthe desirableoperationregime of the DOF collector On
the otherhand,whenthe DOF collectoris in its mostdesirableregime, Figure 3.10,thenthe
window movesslowly, andtheamountallocatedduringa sweeps large. Therefore sinceboth
thenumberof zonesandthesizeof azonemustbelarge,alargevirtual addresspacas truly
necessaryor this organizatiornto beeffective.

Thedirectionalfiltering atrun-time,shavn in theage-ordetayoutin Figure3.15,becomes
verysimplein thisaddressgayout,asshavnin Figure3.18:if theaddres®f the pointersource
is higher than the addressof the tarmget, the pointer store neednot be recorded. Thus the
directionalfilter canbe implementedn a single comparisonnstruction. Note that the store
of a null pointer normally represente@s a machine0, is also caughtby this filter, hencea
separategrior checkis not needed.The block-localfilter remainsasdescribedabore, but it
can be coalescedvith the directionalcheck: one of the valuescomparedn the directional
checkis first roundedo the nearesblock boundary In all, thefilters requireonly a handfulof
instructiong(a bit-maskingoperationa comparisonanda conditionalbranch)andinvolve no

memoryaccessefrigure3.20,p. 48, ontheleft).

8The operatingsystemmustcooperatéy allowing the garbagecollectorto acquireandexplicitly disposeof
sggmentsof theaddresspace.
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Figure 3.18.Directionalfiltering for DOF in alargeaddresspace.

Thus, the majority of pointer stores,thosethat do not needto be recorded,are handled
quickly. We now considerthe remainder We have obsered (aswe reportin Section6.1.3)
thattherearevery few duplicatepointerstoresfor therememberedetof a block in general,
and,in particular betweentwo collections.Hencecardmarkingis not advisable However, if
we wish to keepthe costof the write barrierpredictableandlow, we shouldnotimmediately
insertthe pointerstore,thatis, the addresof the pointersource,into the rememberedetof
thepointertarget. Insteadwve canwrite thesameaddressnto asequentiastorebuffer [Hudson
etal., 1991],andsubsequentlflushthe storebuffer into therememberedet. Therewill bea
sequentiaktorebuffer for eachblockin currentuse.

At collectiontime, we form the setof rememberegbointersinto the collectedregion by
consideringhe“union” of therememberedetsof all blocksin theregion. We choseto main-
taintherememberedetof ablock betweercollectionsasa sequentiastorebuffer; now, rather
thanconstructthe remembesetexplicitly andthencomputethe union, we simply meige the
storelists for the blocksinvolved, andeliminatepointersthatgo betweenwo blocksbothin
thecollectedregion?

Recallthatwhenrememberedetsareexplicitly maintainedit is necessarfo purgethesets
of uncollectedlocksof entriesfor pointersfrom collectedblocks,prior to collection.With the

addresdayout proposedhere,togethemwith directionalfiltering, thatis no longernecessary

°Note that eachstore buffer is likely to be a nearly sortedlist (with decreasinqaddresses)yecausenost
pointerstoresareinto the newly allocatedarea,andthusthe sequencef pointersourceaddresses correlated
with the directionof allocation. This circumstancenay influencethe choiceof the meige algorithm. Also note
thatanactualmegeoperationis notabsolutelyrequired:it is possible andit maybelessexpensve, to recognize
duplicateentrieson thefly.
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sinceentriescannotbecomestale:the collectedregion lies within the highestvalid addresses,
andno pointersfrom higher now invalid addressesyererecordedn therememberedetsfor
the collectedregion, sincesuchpointerswould have beenhigherto-loweraddrespointers.

The directionalfiltering describedhereis cheaperthan the traditional generationatest
[Hoskingetal., 1992],whichrequiresndexing into a block tableto determineghe generations
of the pointersourceblock andthe pointertargetblock, at the costof two memoryaccesses.
For fairness,however, underthe assumptiorof a large addressspace the generationatest
canalsobe simplified. We divide the addresspaceinto a numberof very large blocks,and
assigneachgeneratiorto oneblock. We placethe nurseryat the highestaddressesgndolder
generationat progressiely lower addressesWith this heaplayout, an addresscomparison
actsasagenerationalestto eliminateyoungerto-olderstoresandsimultaneousiyandleghe
null pointerstore;a block-localfilter is neededo eliminateolderto-youngerstoreswithin a
generation.

Thusthe write barriercostcomponents—theostincurredfor eachpointerstoreandthe
additionalcostincurredfor eachpointerstorethat mustbe recorded—willbe comparablen
implementationf the collectorsstudied. Similarly, the costsincurredat the time of pro-
cessingeachrememberedetentrywill be comparable Therefore,n this studywe focuson
measuringhe numberof timesdifferentcollectorsinvoke eachof theseoperations.We find

significantdifferencedetweerthe collectors.Chapter6 describesheseresultsin detail.

3.2.5 An estimationof copying and pointer-maintenancecosts

In subsequenthapterswe shall obtain accurateoperationcountsfor the copying and
pointermaintenanceactionsof garbagecollection. If in additionto the numberof operations,
we know the costof eachoperationwe cancalculatetotal collectioncosts,andby comparing
with anactualimplementationyalidatethe costmodel.

We performedpreliminaryexperimentswith the proposedvrite barrierona 292MHz Al-

pha21164processar The implementationris presentedn Figure3.19assourcecodeandin
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Figure3.20asAlphaassemblycodecompiledusinggcc - Q2. Thenull-pointer, block-local,
anddirectionalfiltering areaccomplishedisinga singletest. The estimatedverheadof the
barrierif thetesteliminateshe storeis 2 cycles® Storesthatarenot eliminatedarerecorded,
without duplicateremoval, in a sequentiaktorelist correspondingo the targetblock. A se-
guentialstorelist holdsa maximumof 15 entries. When a storelist fills up, a nevw oneis
allocatedrom alargelineararenathuseachblock ownsalinkedlist of sequentiaktorelists.
The measuredverheadof the barrier including the writing into a sequentiaktorelist and
managemeraf sequentiastorelists, is 11 cyclesperstore.

Figures3.21and3.22presenthe codeexecutedat garbagecollectiontime to scanthelist
of sequentiaktorelists of a block. The collectorretrieveseachentry, interpretsit asa pointer
sourceandthenreadsthe currenttarget valueof this pointer (Thetargetmay have changed
sincethe time whenthis storewasrecorded,so the collector verifies that the currenttarget
is within the collectedregion.) Finally, the collectorretrievesthe heademword of the target
object. If the heademword is in facta forwardingpointer thenthe objectneednot, and must
not, be copiedagain.If theheademwordis atrueheaderthenthisis thefirst time the collector
hasencounteredhe objectin this collection,andthereforethe collectorcopiesthe objectinto
to-space.(A forwardingpointeris an objectaddresandits leastsignificantbit is 0, because
objectsareword-alignedwhile addresseareexpressedn bytes.We candefineatrue header
to have 1 in its leastsignificantbit to make headerandforwardingpointersdistinguishable.)
Thecostof this entiresequencesanscopying, is 13 cyclesperprocesseentry,

Thus,assuminghatfiltering succeeds eliminating95%of pointerstoreson averageand
assuminghatall recordedstoresareeventuallyprocessedheaveragecostperpointerstoreis

estimatedat0.95- 2+ 0.05- (11+ 13) = 3.1 cycles.

19Themeasuredverheacdn thefour-wayissueAlpha 21164processorangesrom 1 to 3 cyclesfor thethree
instructionsn thetest,dependingnthe surroundingcode;the averageandmedianof 2 is usedin theabsencef
ary assumptionsboutthe surroundingnutatorcode.

44



In additionto the break-davn of pointermaintenanceosts,we performedan experiment
to measureghe component®f copying costin detail. Whereasn the aggreate,the copying
costis roughly proportionalto the amountcopied,herewe examinethe contribution of indi-
vidual operationgo thatcost.Ourmodelassumes copying collector in which afirst phaseof
rootprocessingprocessingf globalrootsandrememberedgets)s followedby aCheng scan
of to-space.For eachobjectcopied,the collector paysthe following threecosts: the costof
processinghe pointerthatkeepsthe objectreachablethe overheadf installinga forwarding
pointerandpreparatiorfor copying the wordsof the object,andthe overheadof preparation
for scanninghe pointerfields of the object. Togetherthesethreearethe perobjectcostay;.
For eachword copied,thereis acostaog. Finally, in thescanningphasehereis anadditional
costfor eachscannegointerthat doesnot causean objectto be copied(whereascanninga
pointerthatdoescausean objectto be copiedis subsumedn 0qpj). Therearethreecircum-
stancesvhenthis happensthe pointeris null; the pointerpointsoutsidethe collectedregion;
or the pointer pointsto an objectthat hasalreadybeencopied. In our large addressspace
model,thesethreecircumstanceareidentifiedasfollows: category null/lower encompasses
null pointersand pointersto addressebelow the collectedregion (addresseabore the col-
lectedregionarenotpossibleat collectiontime), andcategory duplicateencompassginters
into the collectedregion to objectsthathave alreadybeencopied. The perpointerfield costs

for thesetwo categoriesarednyijiower aNdAgupiicate respectrely. Thefull copying costis then

C = OohbjNobj + OwordMword + AnulllowerNnulllower + Aduplicatd lduplicate

We measuredhe operationcostsa in a syntheticcopying experiment,in which heaps
of differentsize, and with differentobject sizesand pointer contentswere constructedand
copiedby a collector We usedan objectformatapplicableto a typedlanguagesuchasJava:
an objectheademword pointsto a classrecord,which pointsto class-specializethethodsto
copy andscanthe objects. We estimatethe following valuesfor the operationcostson the

Alpha 21164,for operationwithin the primary cache:aopj = 65 cycles, oy = 2.5 cycles,
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Onuliiower = 15cycles,andagypiicate= 17 cycles. Theseestimategouldbeusedn conjunction
with aninstrumentedjarbagecollectorto validatethe detailedmodelof copying cost.
Onemustbe cautiouswith thesenumbersfor processorcyclesspenton particularoper
ations. They were obtainedin a tight loop, and may not reflectactualcostsaccurately On
the onehand,the costof memoryaccesses discountedsinceblock tableentriesarecache-
resident. On the otherhand,cycle countsmay be overestimatedsincethe processohasno

opportunityto interleave the write barrierinstructionswith othermutatorinstructions.

3.3 Summary

The proposectlassof age-basedollectorsrepresents logical generalizatiorof the con-
ceptof generationatollection.Ageis thesimplestcriterionfor choosinghecollectionregion,
andthereareestablishedechniquedor encodingobjectagewith sufiicientaccurag andrea-
sonableoverheadwe have alsosuggestedew techniquespplicableto large addresspaces
thatpromiseto reduceoverheadgurtherevenin the morecomple context of age-basedol-
lection.

The collectorsas describedare all of the stop-the-vorld variety No explicit provisions
for incrementalityare suggestedHowever, we believe that collectorswith a smallfixed size
collectedregion canprovide sufiiciently low maximumpausdimesthatthey canbeconsidered
truly incrementalevenif they have to do soatthe priceof increasedotal time).

We describedhe collectorsas operatingwithin a unified heap,in which all objectslie.
Hence thesamebasicpolicy is appliedto newly allocatedobjectsasto olderobjectsandeven
long-lived semi-permanentbjects. Surelythe motivationthathasled researchers the past
to considerdividing the heapinto ephemerabnd maturespacesemainsvalid, and different
age-basedchemesouldbeappliedwithin eachdivision.

We describedimpleoldest-firstyoungest-firstandmoving window schemegFigure3.23

summarizeshe emplo/ed abbreviations). The spaceof other possibledesignsis vast, and
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#define BLOCK_SHIFT 16

#define BLOCK_BYTES (1 << BLOCK_SHIFT)
#define BLOCK_MASK (~(BLOCK_BYTES - 1))
#define BLOCK_ADDR(addr) (addr & BLOCK_MASK)
#define SB_SHIFT 7

#define SB.LBYTES (1 << SB_SHIFT)

#define SB_.WORDS (1 << (SB_SHIFT-3))

#define SB_MASKLOW (SB_BYTES - 1)

typedef struct bte

{

long int ** store_buffer_pointer; /* where to insert the next entry */
... other block information ...

} BTE;

#define BTE_SHIFT (BLOCK_SHIFT - log, (sizeof(BTE)))
[* the store: */

*reg_source = reg_target;

[* the write barrier: */

if (reg_source < BLOCK_ADDR(reg_target)

{

* record the pointer: */

btep = block_table_offset + (BLOCK_ADDR(reg_target)>>BTE_SHIFT);
p = btep—store_buffer_pointer;

p--

*p = reg_source;

if (p & SBLMASKLOW) == 0)

/* allocate new store list, set p to beginning of list: */
previous_ssb_arena_pointer = ssb_arena_pointer;
ssb_arena_pointer -= SB_.WORDS;
if (ssb_arena_pointer < ssb_arena_low_limit)

... allocate new arena ...
*ssb_arena_pointer = previous_ssb_arena_pointer;
p = ssb_arena_pointer;

btep—sstore_buffer_pointer = p;

Figure 3.19. Write barriercode.
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$42: record the pointer:

register usage: sra $2,13,$1 ;; >>BTE_SHIFT
$0 is reg_target addqg $5,%1,$3
$2 is BLOCK_ADDR(reg_target) Idg $2,0($3)
$2 is also p subq $2,8,$2
$2 is also previous_ssb_arena_pointer and $2,127,%1
$3 is btep stg $11,0($2)
$5 is block_table_offset bne $1,$46
$10 is ssb_arena_pointer allocate new store list:
$11 is reg_source bis $10,$10,$2
$13 is ssb_arena_low_limit subqg $10,128,$10
cmple $13,$10,$1
the store and the write barrier: ...conditional branch to allocate
zapnot $0,252,%2 ;; clear low 16 bits new arena (not shown)...
cmplt $11,%$2,$1 stg $2,0($10)
stq $0,0($11) bis $10,$10,$2
bne $1,$42 $46:
$43: continuation of mutator stg $2,0($3)
br $31,$43

Figure 3.20. Write barrierassemblycode.

may offer potentialfor betterperformancefor example,hybrid schemeganbe ervisagedto

combinegenerationatollectors’resere spaceananagemenwith sweepingvindows.
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#define SB_SHIFT 7
#define SB.LBYTES (1 << SB_SHIFT)
#define SB_.WORDS (1 << (SB_SHIFT-3))
#define SB_.MASKLOW (SB_BYTES - 1)
#define SB_.CHUNK_ENTRIES (SB_.WORDS-1);
#define SB_LINKMASK_VALUE (SB_.CHUNK_ENTRIES*8);
#define FWD_POINTER_MASK 1
#define FWD_POINTER_TAG 0
p = actual_block_table [1] . store_buffer_pointer;
while (p !=0)
{
while ((p & SB_.MASKLOW) != SB_LINKMASK_VALUE)
{
reg_source = *p;
reg_target = *reg_source;
if (reg_target > reg_collection_window_low)
{
[* target is in the collected region */
if (*reg_target & FWD_POINTER_MASK) != FWD_POINTER_TAG)
{
/* the word in the object header is not a forwarding pointer,
because it does have the low bit set */
reg_target_new = ...new address of target object after copying...;
*reg_source = reg_target_new;

Figure 3.21.Rememberedetprocessingode.
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register usage:

$2isp

$11 is reg_source

$10 is reg_target

$14 is reg_collection_window_low

Ida $5,actual_block_table
$60:
ldg $2,8($5)
beq $2,$59
br $31,$73
$66:
ldg $11,0($2) ;; reg_source = *p
Idg $10,0($11)
cmpule $10,$14,$1 ;; target check
bne $1,$67
Idl $1,0($10) ;; load header word
blbc $1,$67 ;; branch if low bit is 0
... forward pointer (not shown); new address is in $0 ...
stq $0,0($11)
$67:
addqg $2,8,$2 ;; p++
$73:
and $2,127,$1
cmpeq $1,120,$1
beq $1,$66
ldg $2,0($2) ;; p =*p
bne $2,$73
$59:

Figure 3.22.Rememberedetprocessingssemblycode.
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NONGEN: non-generationatollector

TYF: trueyoungest-firstollector

TOF: trueoldest-firstcollector

ROF: oldest-firstcollectorwith therenaval-agemodification

DOF: old-to-youngsweepingcollector(deferred-oldefirst)

DYF: young-to-oldsweepingcollector(deferred-youngefirst)

OPT: locally-optimalcollector

FC: prefixfor age-basedchemesvith a collectionregion of fixedsize
GYF: generationatollectorsin general

2GYF, 3GYF: generationatollectorswith generation®f fixed size,with two
andthreegenerationsiespectiely

NGYF: generationatollectorwith two variable-sizedjenerations

Figure 3.23. Age-basedchemenameabbreviations.
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CHAPTER 4

EVALUATION: SETTING

Theevaluationof garbage-collectioalgorithmsrequiresusto posealargenumberof ques-
tionsin orderto exposethe strengthsandweaknessesf algorithmsin differentcircumstances.
We developeda numberof differentexperimentalmethodsto answerthem and we present
thesemethodsdn detailhereandin thefollowing two chaptersthe discussiorof eachmethod
is immediatelyfollowedby a presentatiomf theexperimentalresults.

The threemain approacheo a comparatre performancesvaluationof garbagecollector
performanceoffering differentperspecties,areanalyticalmodelling,trace-basedimulation,
andprototypeimplementation.Analytical modellingconsistsof constructinga mathematical
descriptiorof theoperatiorof thegarbageollectionalgorithm,andapplyingit to amathemat-
ical descriptionof theload,i.e., the allocationandlifetime propertiesof objectsandpointers.
When successfulanalyticalmodelling provides succinctmodels,and has useful predictve
powerwith respecto the choiceof collectorconfiguration.Unfortunatelythe premiseof hav-
ing reliablerealisticmathematicatlescription®f lifetime propertiesof objectsandespecially
propertieof pointers,is not easilymetwith currentknowledge.

Trace-basedimulationconsistsof constructinga software simulationof the operationof
the garbagecollectionalgorithm,andapplyingit to anempirically obtainedtraceof the load,
i.e., the sequencef allocationsand otherobject-relatecbperationsof a real program. Sim-
ulation isolatesthe memorymanagementasksfrom other (computationalfasksthat a real
programperforms,andallows a variety of configurationgo betried. It is evenpossibleto try
collectionalgorithmsthatwould be excludedin practice suchasthoseusingbacktrackingpr

oraclesjn theirdecisions.Theanalysisof simulationresultsprovidesexplanatoryandpredic-

52



tive power, but is not assuccinctasanalyticalmodelling. It is usuallynot difficult to extract
traceswhenaworking garbagecollectoris given,thusonecanreasonablybtaintracesfrom
morethanoneobjectsystemandanalyzethemwithin the samesimulationframenork.

Prototypeimplementatiortonsistf constructingcompletegarbagecollectionalgorithms
andimplantingthemin aworking object-basegdystemjn orderto measurdnow eachperforms
in operation. Implementatiorhasthe advantagethatit accountdor the full costof memory
managementon the otherhand,it is difficult to extractthe contribution of eachcostfactot
Furthermorethat costis necessarilya reflectionof a numberof implementationdecisions.
From a practicalstandpoint,t is a usually a difficult taskto retrofit (a numberof) garbage
collectorsontoaworking system.

Our studyprimarily usestrace-basedimulationusingspeciallybuilt object-level simula-
tors. A prototypeimplementatiorwasalsocompletedaccordingto the designof Section3.2,
and integratedwith a trace simulator which allows us to gathermary of the performance
statisticsasin aworking objectsystem.

In the remainderof this chaptey we discussour experimentalsetting: the designof the
garbagecollection simulatorsandthe setof benchmarkprogramsused. The following two
chaptergpresenthefindings: Chaptels examineghecopying costof collection,andChaptel6
examineson-copying costsof collection,viz., thecostof collectorinvocation,andthepointer

managementosts.

4.1 Evaluation using program traces

The primarymethodusedin this studyis evaluationby trace-basedimulation. Theexper
imentproceedsn two phases First, by instrumentingan object-basedystemandexecuting
a program,atraceis produced.Secondthe traceis usedto directthe executionof different

garbagecollectionalgorithmsandto derive statisticalmeasuresf the program.
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4.1.1 Tracecontent

The informationcontainedn the tracemustpermit accuratesimulationof eachgarbage
collectionalgorithm. To thepoint, thetracemustidentify all objectsthatthe programallocated
in the heap,providing for eachobjectits time of allocation,its time of demiseandits size!
Furthermoreall storesof pointervaluesinto the objectsin the heapmustbe presentin the
trace.

This informationis sufficientfor agarbagecollectorsimulatorto determinewhich objects
arereachablen any chosercollectionareaat any chosertime. A realcollectorfirst identifies
globalrootsby scanningthe stack,andthencomputeghe transitve closureof the points-to
relationto find thereachablehencdive, objects.As it will be describedelow, the simulated
collectorreliesinsteadon accurateallocationand demiserecords: all objectsfor which an
allocationrecordhasbeenseenbut nota demiserecord,arelive. In addition,thetraceallows
the collectorto maintainan accuratamageof the pointersamongheapobjects.In particulay
the pointersfrom the uncollectedegion into the collectedregion areaccuratelyknown. Thus
the closureof the points-torelationcanbe computedn the simulatorto completethe setof

collectionsurvivors.

4.1.2 Traceformat
Thecommonformatfor thetracess asfollows. Eachtraceis atext file, in which eachline
recordsan event. Threekinds of eventsarerepresentedobjectallocation(A-records),object

demise(D-records)andfield update(U-records).An allocationrecordhasthe form:
A allocation-addess size

whereallocation-addessis the hexadecimalbyte-addressf the startingword of the object,

andsizeis the numberof wordsin the object. A demiserecordhastheform:

Thesearethe propertiesmeaningfulin every object-basedystem. In somesystemst may be worthwhile
to reportmoredetailedinformation,whenit is definedin the languageat hand,suchasthetype (or class)of the
object,or theallocationpoint. However, sinceage-basedarbagecollectionalgorithmsdo not make useof such
information,we shallassuméhatonly thegenerapropertiesapplicableo all object-basedystemsarerecorded.
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D allocation-addess

whereallocation-addessis the hexadecimalbyte-addressf the startingword of the object.

An updaterecordhastheform:

U field-addess value-addess

wherefield-addessis the hexadecimalbyte-addressf the field which is beingupdatedand
value-addessis the pointervalue stored. (The specialvalue-1 representshe storeof a null
pointer.) Theform of thetracegeflectstheassumptiorthatanobjectis a contiguousequence
of fields, eachfield beinganintegernumberof words. A pointervaluedfield takesoneword.
A word is the smallestquantumof allocatedspace andthereforeall sizesand amountsare
reportedn words.In the systemstudied(SmalltalkandJava 32-bitimplementations)aword
is four byteslong. Anotherassumptionmplicit in the traceformatis thatthe locationof an
objectis immutable. This assumptiorwas madefor simplicity: ratherthanhave a separate
notion of objectidentity, the addresgwhetherallocationaddres®r a field addresswvithin the
object)uniquelyidentifiesthe object. Without lossof generality it may alsobe specifiedthat
allocationaddressesf objectsin thetracefollow consecutiely, asif theobjectswereallocated

from aninfinite allocationareastartingat zero.

4.1.3 Tracegeneration

Having describedthe contentof the trace,let us considerhow to generatea trace. For
this study the methodis to augmentn existing object-basedystemandits garbagecollector
with codeto producethe requiredtracerecords. The existing systemis assumedo have the
functionalityto identify eachobjectallocation,objectdemise andpointerstore.

Every object-basedystemcanidentify objectallocations.

Every systemwith agarbagecollectorcanalsoidentify objectdemise However, if werely
onthegarbagecollectorexisting in the system(oftena state-of-the-anjenerationatollector),

we mustensurehatthe collectionsconsidertheentireheap asin anon-generationalollector,
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to avoid theinaccuraciesf excesgetention(Sections.3)? Following eachsuchfull collection,
the reachabilityof objectsis accuratelyknown; ary objectsthat are now not reachableput
werereachablatthepreviousfull collectionhave diedin theinterveningperiod.If thetime of
demisemustbeknown with accurag, theperiodbetweerfull collectionamustbeshort.In fact,
it is critical for the correctnessf simulatedcollectionsto be ableto determinaeachabilityat
every possiblegarbagecollectioninstant(in simulation),i.e., following everyobjectallocation
(in simulation). Thereforea full collection(in tracegeneration)nustalsofollow every object
allocation. As a result, the trace generationrmechanisms very expensve: full collections
areexpensve, andmary areneeded.In fact, the costis roughly proportionalto the integral
foT v(t)dt of thelive dataamountover the durationof the progran’

Updaterecordsthefinal componentf thetrace areeasilygeneratedby instrumentinghe
write barrierin a systemwith a generationatollector, sincethe collectormustbe informed
of pointerstores.Onemustonly ensurethatin the existing systemthe write barrieris indeed
invokedfor eachpointerstore thatis, the systemdoesnot optimizeaway somepointerstores
(e.g.,initializing storesor null pointer stores),which it is allowed to do for operationof a
generationatollector, but notfor tracegeneration.

Let us considersomequestionsabouttracesgeneratedn this manner Any measurement
disturbsthe systemmeasuredandgeneratingobjecttracesis no exception. If the tracedpro-
gramrelieson timing properties suchasby queryinga real-timeclock, its behaior will be
severelydisturbedby theheary overheadf tracing. We do not have suchprogramsamongour

benchmarkslIf anapplicationis multi-threadedasmary interactve Java programsare,and

2]t is additionallyassumedhroughouthatthecollectoris accurat€asopposedo conserative). It is certainly
possibleto obtaintraceswith a conserative collector suchastheonefoundin the Kaffe virtual machinefor Java,
but the utility of suchimprecisetracesis dubious:the garbagecollectionschemesn this studyaremeantto be
accuratenot conserative.

*Note that the underlyingassumptioris that the existing object-basedystemandits garbagecollectorare
to be exploited with minimally intrusive modifications—adglictatedby technicalconsiderationsvhen dealing
with largeandcomple systemsandalsodictatedby legal andcommerciakonsiderationsvhensystemsarenot
availablefor inspectionandmodificationin their entirety If, onthe otherhand,a systemcanbe redesignedor
the expresspurposeof generatingour traces thenbettersolutionsare possiblethanrepeatedull collections,in
theform of incrementatomputatiorof objectreachability
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if garbagecollectionrequiressynchronizatiorof all threadsthenthe concurreng behaior of
theapplicationwill bechangedindertracing. Theobseredorderof executionwill beavalid
order but notalikely, or the“intended”order

Finally, recallthatin the commontraceformatthe objectaddresseareimmutable.If the
tracingobject-basedystemusesmoving collection,it is necessaryput easyto translateobject

addressemto theabsolutdorm.

4.2 Benchmarksand languages
We first considerthe object-basedystemq“languages”)usedin the study andthenthe

benchmarlprogramsgetailingtheir generaproperties.

4.2.1 Languages

We usedtwo object-basegdystemsThefirst, Smalltalk, is anolderpurelyobject-oriented
languaggGoldbeg and Robson,1983], which consistsof threeparts: the virtual machine,
implementedn anearliereffort in the ObjectSystemd_aboratoryMoss,1987;Hudsonetal.,
1991;Hoskingetal., 1992],thebasicvirtual imageof Smalltalk-80from PARC Place/Digitalk,
andthe additionalclasseandmethodsof the benchmarkprograms.The virtual machinein-
cludesthe language-independegarbagecollectortoolkit, alsodevelopedin the ObjectSys-
temsLaboratory[Hudsonet al., 1991]. The virtual machineprovidesthe execution(by in-
terpretation)of the bytecodesn the methodscontainedin the basicvirtual image and the
benchmarlclasses.

In the Smalltalksystemall of theseclassesndmethodsarepresentsobjectsin abench-
mark virtual image,which is loadedat programstart-upto build aninitial heapstate. When
generatinghe trace,we distinguishbetweerntheseobjectsandobjectssubsequentlgllocated
asaresultof programexecution.The mainresultsreportecherereflectthe programexecution
objectsalone. This choiceis justified by the obsenation thatimageobjectscould betterbe

treatedasstatic,insteadof aspartof the garbage-collectedeap[ClingerandHansen ,1997].
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Another propertyof this implementationof Smalltalkis that methodactivation records
(frames)areinternally treatedsomeavhatlik e objects[Moss, 1987]. However, framesarenot
treatedasobjectsfor the purpose®f tracegeneration.

Thesecondsystemused Java,® is acontemporarybject-orientedanguagehathasfound
muchusein Internet-basedownloadableapplications.It consistf a virtual machineanda
setof basicandbenchmariclassesindmethods|oadedon demand.TheJavavirtual machine
modifiedto generatdracesfor this studyis an experimentalmachine,calledthe ExactVM,
developedby SunMicrosystemd aboratorieswhichis equippedvith agarbagecollectorthat
satisfiesall therequirementsutlinedaborve. The Java virtual machineusedhasthe option of
runningasinterpreteyor asajust-in-timecompiler The sameobjectsareallocatedandin the
sameordet in eithercase,andpointerupdatesand,consequentlyobjectdemisepoints,also
happenn the sameorder—aslong asthe compilationdoesnot interleave the compiledcode
from successie bytecodes Sinceary differencesn behaior, if atall presentareincidental
andnotmaterialto this study they canbeignored.Theinterpretednodeof operationvasthen

choserfor reason®f simplicity.

4.2.2 Benchmarks

The selectionof benchmarlprogramdor evaluatinggarbagecollectorperformances not
an easytask. Thereis no widely-accepteduite of benchmarksunlike for generalcomputer
performancevaluation,wherethereareseveral (e.g.,SPEC95) It wasthereforenecessaryo
collectandselectusefulbenchmark&rom varioussourcesandit wasalsonecessarjo develop

theselectiorcriteria.

4Javais atrademarkof SunMicrosystems.

5To generateracesusing the just-in-time compilationmode, it is necessaryo modify the code-generation
phaseof the compilersothatit will produceappropriatecodeat objectallocationsandat pointer stores. Our
experiencewith theKaffe virtual machineshavsthisto bearelatively straightforvardexercisef thecompileris
cleanlywritten. It is, however, a futile exercise becausé¢he performanceadwantageof compiledcodeis entirely
annulledby the overheacdf tracegeneration.

58



4.2.2.1 Collecting benchmarks

Collecting a large preliminary setof benchmarkgposeddistinct challengesn both lan-
guagesunderconsideration.For Smalltalk, althoughthe languageis no longerin vogue,a
numberof public-domainprogramgi.e., classes)mplementinginterestingapplicationsexist
and canbe obtainedon the Internet. Unfortunately mary of theseprogramsdependon the
presencef somevendorspecificclassesor areotherwisancompatiblewith thevirtual image
usedin our Smalltalk-80system.To the programswe couldfind, we addedsomethatwe have
written oursehesandusedpreviously in a studyof Smalltalkgarbagecollectionperformance
[Hosking et al., 1992]. We alsotranslatedwo SPECfp95programsfrom FORTRAN into
Smalltalk.

Thatversionincompatibilitiesshouldbe encountereth Smalltalk,alanguagevhichin its
presentform datesback eighteenyears,is perhapsot surprising. However, we found that
significantincompatibilitiesexist evenin Java, a muchyoungerlanguage.They areprimarily
causedby changesn the classlibrary betweenversionsl.0 and 1.1, assumedy mostap-
plications,andversion1.2, which the tracing Java virtual machineuses. A moressignificant
difficulty in collectingJava benchmarkss the factthatthe vastmajority of publicly available
Java codeis in the form of Java applets partial programswhich executeunderthe control of
aWeb-bravseranddependonit for the userinterface.A browsermustcontaina Java virtual
machine but thatmachineis not accessibldor instrumentationWe canonly usefull-fledged
Java applicationswhich run directly on a virtual machine.lt is perhapsiot agreatloss,since
the majority of obsenred appletsappearto be graphicalwidgetsand similar toy programs,
which neitherrun long nor allocatemuchdata. On the otherhand,the resultingbenchmark
setis skewedin favor of language-processirgols (compilersandoptimizers).Additionally,
we hadaccesgo the traces(althoughnot the sources)f a preliminarysetof Jaza programs

consideredor inclusionin the SPECIVM98 suite.

59



4.2.2.2 Selectingbenchmarks

Having collecteda larger setof programgcirca 30 Smalltalkand 15 Java) we considered
which objectve criteria shoulddecidetheir utility asbenchmarkf garbagecollector per
formance. The first criterion mustbe that the programexercisesthe memory management
functionsatall. For instancesomeJava graphicsapplicationsare CPU-intenste, but allocate
angyligible amountof data,andareof no usein this study

Evenprogramghatdo allocatean appreciableamountof datado not necessarilyexercise
the garbagecollector Many programs,in particularmost of the SPECJVM98 programs,
display a monotone-increasingeapprofile: they slowly allocatepiecesof somelarge data
structurefrom startof executionto the end. Sincethe heapmustbe at leastaslarge asthe
maximumamountof live dataever in it (in our costmodeland simulation,the heapsizeis
fixed), the programnever fills the heapandthe garbagecollectornever runs. Thus,loosely
speakingwe needthe criterionthatthe garbagecollectorrunsatall.

In fact,we needa strongercriterion. Considerthat, over the executionof the programthe
garbagecollectorwill runatdifferentmomentsiependingpnthegarbagesollectionalgorithm.
The amountactuallylive dependssomevhatunpredictablyuponthe precisemomentof col-
lection. (Perhapshe mostobviouseffectis attheendof programexecution—sinceo copying
costis chagedpastthe lastcollection.) It is thusnecessaryo reducethe “random” variation
in measuredollectionperformancehatthe “random” collectionmomentsntroduce soasto
exposeunderlyingtrends.lt is thereforedesirabldo have alargenumberof collectionsto even
out the “randomness”jn otherwords, it is desirableto have benchmarkshatallocatea very
largeamountof datarelative to their averagdive amount.

We canformalizethis requiremenby observingthatthe numberof collectionsperformed
by a non-generationatollectoris approximatelyproportionatlto the ratio of the amountallo-
catedto the averagelive amount(seebelow). We requirethis numberto be morethan10 to
admitameasurementurthermorewe admitabenchmarlonly if admissibleneasuremeruf

non-generationatollectionis possiblefor a heapsizethreetimeslargerthanminimum. Thus,
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if abenchmarks admitted therangeof admissibleneapsizesis atleastl:2, non-generational
collector requiresmore than 10 collections,and our investigatedschemegypically require

hundredof collections sothe aforementionedrandomnessts largely avoided.

4.2.2.3 Thefinal benchmark set

Our selectionprocessresultedin a setof 11 Smalltalk benchmarksand 3 Java bench-
marks. Their basicpropertiesarelistedin Table4.1. Executiontime wasmeasuredn normal
operation,without any instrumentatiorandwith default generationabarbagecollector con-
figurations,on a 50MHz SFARCstation20 workstation. The amountof dataallocatedby the
programis expressedn words (eachword being4 bytes). The remainingcolumnsgive the
numberof objectsallocated the maximumlive amountin words(which is alsothe minimum
requiredheapsizeto executethe program),andthe numberof pointerstores.

Theresultsof non-generationatollectionfor theseprogramsarereportedn Figures4.1—
4.10,pp. 71-80(attheendof this chapter).

Let ustake asan exampleFigure4.5. In the graphin Figure4.5(a),we have plottedthe
absolutemark/consratio Unon-generationafgainsttotal heapsizeV. It is easyto checkthatthe
shapeof thep curve closelyfits thetheoreticaprediction,pnon-generationa= Vvl—_l [Appel, 1987;
JonesandLins, 1996],wherev is the effective live dataamount.In thegraphin Figure4.5(b),
we have plottedthe numberof garbagecollectionsn againstiotal heapsizeV. Thehorizontal
dottedline is drawvn at n = 10, thusthe region belown the horizontaldottedline (andto the
right of the dottedvertical)is the region of heapsizesso large thatthey resultin 10 or fewer
non-generationaiollections.Becausef inaccuracieshatmaybeintroducedundersuchcon-
ditions,we do notcompareesultsfor thisregion.

We now describeindividual benchmarksproviding wherepossibledetailsof their struc-

ture.
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Table 4.1. Propertieof benchmarksised

| Benchmark | Ex.time(s) | Wordsalloc. | Objectsalloc. | Max. live | Ptr. stores
Smalltalk
Interactive-AllCallsOn 1.91 18359 1722 627 855
Interactive-TextEditing 2.30 22747 3556 1098 3509
StandardNonlInteractive 6.11 204954 46157 1160 7251
HeapSim 67625 3791306 1084650 93026 30298
Lambda-Fact5 6.88 277940 53580 6295 91877
Lambda-Fact6 55.86 1216247 241864 13675 404670
Swim 11.65 1533642 444908 17542 134355
Tomcatv 3.92 2117849 624612 30593 286032
Tree-Replace-Binary 3.32 209600 35785 9784 39642
Tree-Replace-Random 4.55 925236 189549 13114 168513
Richards 10819 4400543 652954 1498 763626
Java
JavaBYTEmark 353.76 1161949 109896 59728 49061
Bloat-Bloat 387.54| 37364458 3429007 | 202435 | 4927497
Toba 178.05| 38897724 4168057 | 290276 | 3027982

e Interactive-AllCallsOn andinteractive-TextEditing. Two testsfrom the standardequence
specifiedn the Smalltalk-80image[Goldbeig andRobson,1983],comprisingonly the

macro-testsPreviously usedin Ref.[Hoskingetal., 1992].

e StandardNonlInteractive. A subsef the standardsequencef testsasspecifiedin the
Smalltalk-80image[Goldbeg and Robson,1983], comprisingthe testsof basicfunc-

tionality.

e HeapSim. Programto simulatethe behaior of agarbage-collectedeap,notunlike the
simplestof the tools usedin this study It is however instructedto simulatea heapin
which objectlifetimes follow a synthetic(exponential)distribution, and consequently

theobjectsof the simulatoritself exhibit highly syntheticbehaior.

e Lambda-Fact5 andLambda-Fact6. An untypedlambda-calculuinterpreterevaluating
theexpression®! and6! in the standardChurchnumeralsncodingBarendrgt, 1984,
p.140]. Previouslyusedin Ref.[Hoskingetal., 1992]. Bothinputsizesareusedn order

to exploretheeffectsof scale.
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e Swim. The SPEC95benchmarkl02. swi m translatednto Smalltalk by the author:

shallov watermodelwith a squaregrid.

e Tomcatv. The SPEC95benchmarklO1. t ontat v, translatednto Smalltalk by the

author:amesh-generatioprogram.

e Tree-Replace-Binary. A syntheticprogramthatbuilds a large binary tree,thenrepeat-
edly replacesandomlychosersubtreest fixed heightwith newly built subtrees(This
benchmarkwas namedDestroy in Ref. [Hosking et al., 1992; Hosking and Hudson,
1993].) Tree-Replace-Random is a variantwhich replacesubtreesat randomlychosen

heights.

e Richards. Thewell-known operating-systeravent-drivensimulationbenchmark.Pre-

viously usedin Ref.[Hoskingetal., 1992].
Our setof Java programgs asfollows:

e JavaBYTEmark. A portof theBYTEmarkbenchmarkso Java, from the BYTE Maga-

zineWeb-site.

e Bloat-Bloat. The programBloat, version0.6, [Nystrom, 1998] manipulatingthe class

files from its own distribution.

e Toba. TheJava-bytecode-to-@ranslatorTobaworking on Pizza[Odersk andWadler

1997]classfiles [Proebstingetal., 1998].

4.2.3 Propertiesof benchmarks

We now examinesomepropertief thebenchmarkprogramsWe have alreadyseertheir
behaior undernon-generationatollection. Beforewe proceedto their behaior underdif-
ferentage-basedollectors,we look atthosepropertieshatareindependenof any collection
algorithm.We examinethedistribution of objectsizesthedistribution of objectlifetimes,and

thetime-varyinglive amountprofile. We shalllaterreferto thesepropertiesvhenwe look for
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cause®f particularperformancdehaior, but we shallfind thattheir predictve valueis notas
greatasexpected.

We first look at the distribution of objectsizes:thetypical sizesof objects,andhov much
sizesdeviatefrom thetypical. Thesizeof a blodk mustbe substantialljargerthanthetypical
objectsizein orderto avoid fragmentation.More to the point, the fraction of objectslarger
thantheblock sizemustbe small,to minimize the overheadof allocatingin the Large Object
Space,andthe overheadof subsequentollectionsof objectsin Large Object Space[Hicks
etal., 1998]. The distribution we measurds a time-averagedproperty: we do not consider
how thenumber=f smallandlarge objectin the heapchangeovertime.

Thesizedistributionsfor oursetof benchmarkarepresenteth Figures4.15—4.28(pp.85—
98). Thedistributionsarecomputedaccordingo four differentweightingcriteria: (a) by count
of objectsalone;(b) by volume,which is the objectsizeitself (to reflectthe fraction of the
heapoccupiedby objectsof a particularsize); (c) by lifetime (to take into accountthat a
longetlivedobjectis morelik ely to be encountereth collection);and(d) by bothvolumeand
lifetime. Eachrow of a figure correspondso a weightingcriterion. The left columngives
the distribution in raw form, asa histogram,whereagshe right columngivesthe cumulatve
distribution, normalizedo 1, sothatfractionscanbereadoff easily

Most programshave severaldominantobjectsizesthat constitutemostof their allocated
volume. Weightingis important: whereasfor instance 99.5%of allocatedobjectsin Swim
are10wordsor smaller theseobjectsaccountfor 95% weightedby volume,92.5%weighted
by lifetime, andjust 50% weightedby both volume and lifetime (Figure4.21,p. 91). The
latteris the mostrealisticmeasureof the distribution asseenby a garbagecollector® andas
we see,if small objectshave shortlifetimes, their participationin the load canbe muchless

significantthantheir numbes may suggest.We note similar behaior—that smallerobjects

5We note that age-basedollectorsthat examinelessthanthe whole heapare able to biasthe distribution
of the objectsthey seein particularways with respecto the lifetime, thoughnot with respecto size. Other
(non-age-basedpllectorsarefreeto usesizein their allocationdecisions.
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have shorterlifetimes thanlarger objects—inall Smalltalkand Java programsexceptthree.
ThethreeexceptionsareHeapSim, Lambda-Fact5, andLambda-Fact6, in which a singlesize
representsuchan overwhelmingfraction of allocationthat no differentialscanbe obsenred,
hencethe cumulatve distribution curvesfor differentweightingsareindistinguishablé.

As we have noted,mary agumentsaboutgarbagecollectionperformancenvoke theprop-
ertiesof objectlifetime distributions[Baker, 1993; Clinger and Hansen,1997], sometimes
assuminga priori distributionsin orderto derive tractablemathematicammodels.Eventhough
it is not our goalto developanalyticalmodelsiit is properto evaluateour benchmarlksetwith
respecto objectlifetime distributions. We shall seethatthe relationshipof the distribution to
actualperformances tenuous.

We presenthe lifetime distributionsby meansof the survivor function andthe mortality
function (Section2.2), shavn for our benchmarlsetin Figures4.29—-4.42(pp. 99-103).For
eachbenchmarkthelifetimesof all allocatedobjectsweretakentogetherweightedby volume
(i.e., by objectsize)anda cumulative distribution wasfound. Thus,the lifetime distribution
is anothertime-averagedproperty Eachfigure (a) shawvs the survivor function, plotting ob-
ject ageon a logarithmicscaleto shav the interestingbehaior at youngagesmore clearly.
Eachfigure (b) shawvs the mortality function, obtainedby numericaldifferentiationand suit-
able smoothingfrom the survivor function. Becauseof the inherenterror of this numerical
processappliedto datathatarenotintrinsically smooth the mortality curvesshouldbe taken
cumgranosalis asmerelyindicative of thelifetimes.

Thefactthatthe survivor functionis rapidly decreasinggvenwith alogarithmicscalefor

the ageaxis, confirmsthe obsenationmademary timesin the literature,that objectlifetimes

"The most striking obsenation is that Java programshave large maximumobjectsizes,whereasonly one
Smalltalk program,HeapSim, hasobjectslarger than 140 words. We notethat block sizein implementatioris
restrictedto be a power-of-two multiple of the virtual memorypagesize, andthat pagesizesare of the order
1000-2000words (8KB, or 2048 wordsfor SunSolaris2.5.1 runningon an UltraSparc). Therefore thereis
no additionalconstraintuponblock sizeto make a large objectspaceunnecessarjor theseSmalltalkprogram
executions The sameprogrammay allocatelarger objectson a differentinput. Whetherthe potentialreduction
in memorymanagementverhead py not having a large objectspace,is significant,andworth the expenseof
compile-timeanalysisneededo prove thatno large objectsareallocatedjs beyondthe scopeof this work.

65



tendto be short. A few programsexhibit significantfractionsof allocateddataliving to ages
closeto the durationof the program(Swim, Tomcatv, HeapSim, Tree-Replace-*, Bloat-Bloat,
Toba). In others,the survivor function approachesegligible valuesat an agetwo ordersof
magnitudebelon thedurationof the program.

It is temptingto make performancgredictionsoy extrapolatingrrom lifetime distributions.
We canspeculatehatthe presencef sharppeaksin the mortality curve (asin StandardNon-
Interactive, Figure4.31,andRichards, Figure4.39)indicatesan opportunityfor goodperfor
manceof the FC-DOF collector, providedthatthe age of high mortality translatesnto a heap
region, compatiblewith thecollectionwindow, with low copying cost.Ontheotherhand there
is little to distinguishthe survivor functionsof Lambda-Fact5 (Figure4.33)andRichards (Fig-
ure4.39),yetwe shallseethattheir behaior underage-basedollectionis radicallydifferent.

In addition to the precedingtime-averagedproperties,we look at the live profile: the
amountof live datain theheapasafunctionof time. Ourtracesalreadyexpressexactliveness
information,thusit is easyto producethe live profiles,givenin Figures4.43-4.56. Thelive
profiles reveal periodic patterns,asin Figures4.48 and 4.49, which resultfrom iterative or

recursve controlstructureof the program.

4.3 Simulating garbagecollection

Theprimarygoalof garbagecollectionalgorithmsimulationin this studyis to estimatehe
copying costof collection. The simulatorsaccuratelycomputethe amountof datacopiedin
collection;thisamountis agoodestimateof copying cost.In addition,the simulatorscompute
thenumberof objectscopied,thenumberof garbagecollectionsinvoked,andothersecondary
statistics.

We first describeobject-level simulators.They donotmodelthe costsrealisticallyincurred
in rememberedetmaintenancealthoughthey themselesdo maintainperobjectremembered
sets.Thesecostswill beaddresseth Section4.3.3usingblock-level simulationbasedon the

prototypeimplementation. The simulatorsdo not modelthe locality effects, namelythe lo-
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cality of accesswithin the collectionprocessthe locality from one collectionto anotheythe
locality interferenceéoetweerthe mutatorandthe collector andlastly, instructionlocality. The
organizatiorof thesimulatoris entirelydifferentfrom thatof arealisticgarbagecollector, thus
ary timings or locality measurementsf the simulatedcollectorare meaninglessmoreover,
the computationahctionsof the mutatorarenot availableat all in thetrace.Theseeffectscan
be of intereston modernhardware, andthey shouldbe consideredn future implementation
experiments.However, the primary cost,which is thatof copying, is accuratelymeasuredy
simulation. Simulationhasadditionalbenefits,suchasthe freedomto explore configuration
spaceghoroughlyandat low costsince computationis eliminatedand only memoryman-
agements simulatedthe freedomto explore new collectionalgorithmsin abstiacto, andthe
ability to operatewith acommontraceformatuniformly for varioussourceanguages.
Thenumberof garbageollectionsnvokedis easilyandaccuratelybtainedoy simulation.
It is of someimportancein evaluatingthe performanceof an algorithm. Eachinvocationof
the collectorentailsa considerableverhead:the collectormustfind the global roots of the
collection,typically by scanninghe executionstack(or multiple stacksin multiple threadsof
computation) For thisreasonthe schemawith fewer collectorinvocationsvould be preferred,
ceterisparibus However, the numberof invocationscanbeviewedfrom a differentangle:the
fewer collectionsthereare,themorework is doneby each andthelongerthepausesre.In an
interactve or real-timesettingespeciallyit is desirableto limit pausetimes. More precisely
a garbagecollectionalgorithmthatimposesan upperboundon the amountof work at each
collectionmaybe preferablejn spiteof alargernumberof collectorinvocationsto a collector
that performsa smallernumberof collections,eachof longerduration? In summaryit is
not appropriateto usethe numberof garbagecollectionsinvoked asa performanceneasure

withoutreferenceo theintendedapplication.

8Traditionalgenerationatollectionperformsa larger numberof collectionsthannon-generationalollection,
andthesecollectionsareon averageshorter However, it occasionallycollectsthe entireheap,andthusits upper
boundontheamountcopiedin acollectionis not betterthanwith non-generationalollection.
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4.3.1 Generalsimulation algorithm

The simulationalgorithmresemblesn its outline the operationof an actualgarbagecol-
lector(Section3.1), but differsin importantdetails.We begin with aninformal account.

Let usfirst considerthe actionsof the simulatorwhile it is simulatingthe actionsof the
mutatorgivenin thetrace.The simulatorsetsup a certain,immutable heapsizeandaninitial
allocationareasize,andthenbeginsto readthe trace. For eachA record,the allocationarea
decreasedy the size of the allocatedobject, a runningtotal of volume allocatedincreases
by the sameamount,and a datastructureis createdto representhe object. The simulator
maintainsa global setof datastructuregepresentingll objectspresenin theheap.A splay-
tree datastructure[Sleatorand Tarjan, 1983] is usedfor the purpose,becauseof its good
temporal-localityproperties.For eachD record,the simulatormarksthe correspondinglata
structureasknown-deagdbut doesnot discardit immediately For eachU record,the simulator
firstidentifiestheobjectin whichtheupdatedield is andtheobjectto whichthepointerpoints,
andthenit recordghenewly storedpointerin the datastructure®f thetwo objects.(Thedata
structurefor anobjectcontainsboththe outgoingpointersandtheincomingpointers.)

Eventually following theallocationof anobject,theallocationareawill be exhaustedand
atthatpointthe simulatorbeginssimulatinga collection. Thefirst taskis to choosethe subset
of objectsthatwill besubjectedo collection(thecollectedregionC). How thischoiceis made
differs betweencollectionalgorithms,asdescribedn Chapter3. The remainingobjectswill
betheuncollectedsetU .

The simulatorfinds the roots of the collectionasfollows. First, all objectsin C thatare
notknown-deadhreroots. Theseobjectswould bereachablérom the stackandglobalsat this
pointin actualexecution.Secondall objectsin C which have anincomingpointerfromU are
roots. Theseobjectsmustbe assumedive becausall of U is assumedive in region-based
collection.

Thesimulatorthencomputeghetransitve closureof thepoints-torelationovertherootset

within C, usinga simpleworklist mechanismTheresultis the survivor setS. Datastructures
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correspondindo the garbagesetG = C\ S cannow safelybe discardedrom the global set.
Finally, the sumof thesizesof objectsin Sis addedo therunningsumof volumecopied,and
acollectioncounteris incremented.

The availableallocationareaincreasedy the amountfreed, thatis, the sumof the sizes
of objectsin G. If thisamountis still not greaterthanzero,the simulatorannounceshatthe
collectorhasfailed.

As we have seen,the collection simulatorkeepstrack of the total volume of allocated
objects,aswell asthe total volume of survivor objectsover all performedcollections. By
definition,thetotal volumeof survivor objectsis the measuref the copying costof collection.
The mark/consratio [ is alsodirectly available asthe ratio of the total volume of survivor

objectsto thetotal volumeof allocatedobjects.

4.3.2 Age-basedsimulation

In age-basedimulation,therelative orderof objectallocationremainsthe (logical) order
of objectsin the heap,anddetermineollectiondecisions.Thereforethe global setis imple-
mentedasa (doubly-linked)list. New allocationaddsobjectsto the young(right) endof the
list. Thechoiceof the collectedregion is restrictedto selectinga contiguoussublistC of the
globallist. Thecollectionthenfindsthe sublistof survivors S, which is splicedbackinto the
globallist in the placewhich C occupied.

Whensimulatingage-orderedchemeghetime of allocationsenesasauniquetimestamp,
and membershipn a sublistcanbe determinedoy timestampcomparisoninsteadof a full-
fledgedset-membershifest;othermanipulationsaresimplifiedaswell.

Forrenaval-ageschemesSis attachegasttheyoungendinstead.Theobjectsin Sreceve

renavedtimestamps.

4.3.3 Block-basedsimulation
We implemented prototypeversionof the block heaporganizatiorfor age-basedarbage

collection,asoutlinedin Section3.2. This prototyperunson 32-bit SunSFARC machinesand
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doesnot usethe designfor large addresspace®f Section3.2.4.1t is heavily instrumentedn
orderto recordall collectoractions,aswell asall thewrite barrieractions.

In orderto examinehow the blockimplementatiorworksfor the sametraceshatwereex-
aminedusingobject-lesel simulation,we constructa pseudomutatora programthataccepta
traceinputin our standardormat,andperformsthe sameheap-relatedctionsthattheoriginal
tracedprogramdid. We thenintegratethe pseudomutatowith the (various)garbagecollectors
in the block implementatiorprototype.Because¢he computationabspect®f the programare
replacedwith tablelookup in the pseudomutatothe combinedsystemremainsa simulator
ratherthananaccurateeplicaof the original program.Thereforewe arecontentwith obtain-
ing thoroughstatisticsof copying costs(ascountsof wordscopied)andpointermanagement

costs(ascountsof differentwrite-barrierandremembered-s@trocessingperations).
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CHAPTER 5

EVALUATION: COPYING COST

In this chapterwe focuson the copying costof collectionto the exclusionof othercost
factors.We look at the measuredopying costof the variousage-basedlgorithms,including
thetraditionalgenerationayoungest-firstollectorsandthenewly proposedleferreclderfirst
collector We examinethe contrilution of excessretentionto the copying cost,andsearchfor
thelowerboundsof copying costgiventheconstrainbf heapsize,by looking ata hypothetical

optimalcollectorandat differenttentatve adaptve collectors.

5.1 Method for evaluating differ ent configurations of a collector

The copying costof a given garbagecollectionschemedependgprimarily on the size of
theavailableheapspaceandthesettingsof configuratiorparametersTheavailableheapspace
is describeduy a singlenumberV, sincein this studythat spaceis constant.For collection
schemesvith fixedsizeof the collectedregion (FC), thatsizeis the only configuratiorparam-
eter andis corvenientlyexpressedisafractiong of total heapvolumeV, thusg = \%

For eachbenchmarka suitablesetof valuesis chosenfor V. The heapvolumemustbe
at leastequalto the maximumamountof live datain the program. The performanceof ary
collector however, canbe expectedto be extremelypoorif V is too closeto this minimum.
We letV assumaup to 9 discretevaluesbetweenl.2 and6 timesthe minimum,in geometric
incrementsof 20%. Note that fewer than 9 heapsizesare reportedfor somebenchmarks:
whenthe criterionfor benchmarkelevancediscusseabove (morethan10 non-generational
collections)is not metfor the largesttestecheapsizes they arenotreported.A suitablesetof

valuesis choserfor g aswell: we let thefractionassume0 discretevaluesbetweerD and1.
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For eachpair of V andg valueswe performeda simulationof the benchmarkFor agiven
heapsizeV, by varyingthe configurationparameteg (how mud datais collectedeachtime),
we exploreits effectson copying cost,within afixed stratey of wheee to choosethe datato
collect.

Similarly, for the generationaschemesspecifically2GYF and3GYF, thefractionof heap
spacededicatedo the nurseryis the primary configurationparameterFor 2GYF it is theonly
parametefor a givenheapsize,andfor 3GYF thereis anadditionalparametein the choiceof
division of theremaindewof the heapbetweerthe middle andthe oldestgenerationbut, aswe

shallsee,ts influenceon performances lesspronounced.

5.1.1 Results

We presentthe resultsfor eachbenchmarkin turn, and for eachbenchmarkwe give a
seriesof plots,orderedby increasingheapsize. For eachheapsize,we shav in separatglots
(a) theperformancef the FC schemessa functionof thefixedfractioncollected,and(b) the
performancef the GYF schemessa functionof thenurserysize.

Eachof thefiguresin this section(Figures5.7-5.110consistf two plots,ontheleft (a)
the plot for FC schemesndon theright (b) the plot for GYF schemesThe verticalaxis (the
ordinate)hasthe samemeaningin both: it givesthe relative mark/consratio p, which is the
mark/congatio of a particularschemerelative to the mark/congatio of the non-generational
collectorfor the sameheapsize. Thescaleontheverticalaxisis the samefor FC andfor GYF,
andfor all heapsizesfor the samebenchmark.The horizontalaxis (the abscissajn the FC
plotsgivesthesizeof the collectedregion expressedsthefractiong of heapsize.In theGYF
plots, the horizontalaxis givesthe size of the nurseryasa fraction of heapsize. It would be
misleadingto shav bothin the samegraph,sincethe size of the collectedregion in GYF is

occasionallythewholeheap.In plots(a), we have drawvn the curvesfor thefollowing schemes:
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FC-TOF, FC-TYF, FC-DOF, FC-DYF, andFC-ROF." In plots (b), we have dravn a curve for
theschemeGYF, whereaghe measurement®r the 3GYF schemeaarepresentedsa scatter
plot, sincethe samenurserysize canbe combinedwith differentdivisionsof the remaining
spacento thetwo oldergenerationsTheseplots permitusto analyzehow the choiceof con-
figurationaffectsthe copying cost. Furthermorefor FC schemesheconfiguratiordetermines
the maximumamountthat canbe copiedon eachcollection, thusit (approximatelybounds

pausdimes.

5.1.1.1 The FC-TOF collector

We obsenrethatin all benchmarksare thetwo Tree-Replace programsFC-TOF performs
poorly. Its copying costis generallyhigherthanthat of non-generationatollection: p > 1.
Whenthe size of the collectedregion is closeto the whole heapsize, FC-TOF performsas
well asnon-generationalyvhich is to be expected,but whenthe collectedregion is reduced,
the collectioncostrisesdramatically and ultimately, the collectorfails. This resultis easily
explainedby the presencef someamountof permanentlatain the heap:permanenbbjects
arethe oldestobjects,hencethe collectorcopiesthemrepeatedlyandif the collectedregion
is so smallthatit containsnothingbut permanenbbjects,the collectorfinds no garbageand
fails.

For the programsTree-Replace-Binary and Tree-Replace-Random, on the contrary FC-
TOF is the bestscheme andits copying costis aslow asone half that of non-generational
collection. In these(admittedlysynthetic)benchmarksthe amountof permanentatais rel-
atively small—onlythe first several layersof a treefrom the root are permanent.Moreover,
the subtreesrechoserfor replacemenat random which meanghatolder subtreeslo even-
tually becomegarbageOurintuitive agumentin Chapterl andFigurel.1,thatthelongerthe

collectorwaitsthemorelikely it is thatanobjectis garbageholdsin theseprograms.

LIf acurweis entirelymissingfrom aplot, it is becaus@o configuratiorof thatschemesuccessfullzompletes
execution.(SeeSectiord.3.1.)
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5.1.1.2 The FC-ROF collector

The FC-ROF collectorbehaesjust like the FC-TOF collectorfor large collectedregion
sizes. However, at smallercollectedregion sizes,the FC-ROF collector divergesfrom FC-
TOF, andis sometimesable to avoid its poor behaior. For instance,in benchmarkSwim,
with aheapsizeof 38733words(Figure5.53(a) p. 158),whereaghe performancef FC-TOF
degradegapidly asg decreasebelow 0.6, FC-ROF only degradego p = 1.5, andthenreturns
to lower levels—hut never belown 1. An interestingreversaloccursfor thetwo programslree-
Replace-Binary andTree-Replace-Random, whereFC-TOF workswell, andFC-ROF degrades
preciselywhenthe size of the collectedregion is reducedbelow 0.6 (Figure5.80(a),p. 169).

This phenomenoreseresfurtherinvestigation.

5.1.1.3 The FC-TYF collector

The FC-TYF collectorjoins FC-TOF andFC-ROF in the classof collectorsthatonly work
well whenthe collectedregion is nearly the whole heap. Otherwise,this collector almost
alwaysperformsworsethanthe non-generationatollector Thisis not surprising;if this col-
lectorcouldwork in a steadystate,it would never examineobjectsto the left of its collection
window. In otherwords,onceayoungobjectsurvivesonenurserycollection,it is “tenured”.
It is surprisingthatthis collectorworks at all, andthis mustbe dueto the factthat programs

shav phasebehaior anddo notenteratruly steadystate.

5.1.1.4 The FC-DOF collector

TheFC-DOF collectoris consistentlybetterthanotherFC schemesgxceptonthetwo pro-
gramsTree-Replace-Binary andTree-Replace-Random. It generallyworksbetterwith smaller
collectedregion sizes,exceptfor Toba andLambda. For mary examinedprogramshereex-
ists,for sufiiciently largeheapsa characteristicegion sizebelov whichthe FC-DOF collector
works particularly well. This passagdrom acceptablegerformanceo exceptionallygood
performances sometimeabrupt,asfor StandardNonlinteractive at region sizeg = 0.9 (Fig-

ure5.25(a) p. 145),andsometimegradual asfor Richards, whenregionsizeis reducedrom
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g=0.8to g= 0.4 (Figure5.85(a),p. 171). The FC-DOF collectoris the bestamongthe FC
schemesandwe shallinvestigatdts behaior in greaterdetailin theremaindeof this chapter

andin Chaptel6.

5.1.1.5 The FC-DYF collector

The FC-DYF collectorusuallyperformsbetterthannon-generationatollection. However,
it is alwayssubstantiallyvorsethanFC-DOF, from whichit differsonly in thedirectionof col-
lectionwindow motion. Its copying costis remarkablyinsensitve to theregion sizeparameter
for thosevalueswherethe collectorsucceedstheseare, however, limited to mediumvalues,
whereador smallwindows aswell asfor largewindows, this collectoris proneto failure. Both
the poor performancendthefailures(asthe ultimatemanifestatiorof poor performancegre
causedby the fact that the collectionwindow sweepsthe heaptoo fast. The intuition that
survivors of one collectionshouldnot be in the collectedregion of the following collection
conspiresvith theyoungerto-olderwindow motiondirectionin FC-DYF to causdastwindow

motion,andtoo mary visits to thefar endsof the heapwheretherearemary surviors.

5.1.1.6 The GYF collectors

The curve of the 2GYF collectorcopying costandthe patternsof the 3GYF scatterpoints
reflectthepresencef differentmodesof operatiorof thegenerationatollector corresponding
to differentnumbersof youngergenerationcollectionsbetweensuccessie oldergeneration
collections(Figure5.50(b),p. 157). Theresultan2GYF copying costis thereforesometimes
lowestfor mediumvaluesof nurserysize,asin InteractiveAllCallsOn (Figure5.12(b),p. 140),
sometimest is lowestfor smallvaluesof nurserysize,asin Swim (Figure5.50(b),p. 157),and
sometimest is lowestfor large valuesof nurserysize,asin Lambda-Fact6 (Figure5.44(b),
p.154).

It will alsobe obseredthatthe scattempointsfor 3GYF areclusteredclosely andusually
not far below or above the line correspondingo 2GYF. Thus,the copying costof 3GYF is

usuallycomparableo thatof 2GYF. Occasionallywe seea configurationof 3GYF with only
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half thecopying costof 2GYF with thesamenurserysize,asin Lambda-Fact6 (Figure5.45(b),
p. 154); on the other hand,thereare programswhereno 3GYF configurationis betterthan
2GYF, asin Toba (Figure5.102(b),p. 179),hencethe addedoverheaé of 3GYF is only detri-

mental.

5.2 Method for comparing various collectionschemes

We now summarizehe findings of the precedingsection. In orderto comparedifferent
collectionschemesye shallrestricteachto operatewithin the sameheapsize,but we shalllet
it assumehe bestconfiguration.In otherwords,we give eachschemeéhe benefitof the best
staticchoiceof the size of the collectedregion, or the sizesof the variousgenerations.The
plotsin Figuress.111-5.124pp.183-190khaw thecopying costfor thesebestconfigurations.
Along the horizontalaxis is the heapsize allotted, and along the vertical axis the relatve
mark/congratio p. Thereare8 curvesin eachplot, for the collectionschemes$-C-TOF, FC-
TYF, FC-DOF, FC-DYF, FC-ROF, NGYF,? 2GYF, and3GYF.

In theplotsfor Interactive-TextEditing (Figure5.112),StandardNonlInteractive (Figure5.113),
HeapSim (Figure5.114),Richards (Figure5.121),andBloat-Bloat (Figure5.123),thereis a
clearseparatiorbetweerthescheme&C-TOF, FC-TYF, FC-DYF, andFC-ROF, which exhibit
high copying cost, and the schemes-C-DOF, NGYF, 2GYF, and 3GYF, which exhibit low
copying cost. In otherprogramsthe separations not asclear andindeedfor Tree-Replace,
the FC-TOF andFC-ROF schemesvork best.

Thereis not a uniform dependencef p on heapsize (for a specificcollectionscheme):
whereadn Richards p decreasewvith heapsize for the four betterperformingschemesin
Bloat-Bloat andSwim it increasesNotethattheabsolutecopying costu neverthelesslecreases—

p is relative to the costof non-generationatollection,which itself is decreasingThis factis

2Recallthe elisionof thewrite barrierat collectiontime (Section3.2.2).

3Since NGYF hasno configurationparametersit was not discussedn the precedingsection. Heapsize
uniquelydetermineshevalueof p reportecherefor NGYF.
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evidencedn Figures5.125-5.138pp. 191-198which displaythe absolutecopying cost,ex-
pressedisthe mark/congatio |, for the bestconfigurationof eachscheme.

With respecto copying cost,the newly introducedscheme~C-DOF is competitive with
generationatollectorsfor all examinedprogramsandmarkedly betterfor some(interactive-
AllCallsOn, Interactive-TextEditing, StandardNonInteractive, andRichards). For Richards with
a heapsizeof 4914 words,the copying costof 3GYF is 10.37 timeshigherthanthat of FC-
DOF.

Observingheperformancef all thecollectors we notethatmostprogramgermitregion-
basedschemego cut down the copying costof collectionsignificantlywith respecto non-
generationatollection:for Interactive-AllCallsOn to thefraction0.13;for Interactive-TextEditing
to 0.18;for StandardNonInteractive to 0.045;for Richards to 0.029;andfor HeapSim, Swim,
Tomcatv, andBloat to the vicinity of 0.2. However, the copying costof Toba is not reduced
below 0.6, Tree-Replace-Binary andTree-Replace-Random areonly reducedo about0.5,and

themostintransigentambda-Fact5 andLambda-Fact6 arenotreducedoelonv 0.7.

5.3 Method for recognizingand measuringthe excesg etention cost

Let us examinea garbagecollectorthat considersa collectedregion C smallerthanthe
entire heap,in orderto limit the amountof work done at eachcollection. The maximum
copying costis boundedby the sizeof the collectedregion, sincein theworstcaseall objects
within it may belive. The exactcomputationof the setof live objects,however, requiresan
examination(pointertracing)of the entireheap,andnotjustC, ata costnot muchlower than
the costof collectingthe entireheap.Instead collectorsmake a conserative approximation:
they assumehatall objectsin the uncollectedegionU arelive, hencethatevery pointerthat
crossedrom U to C lies on a pathfrom a root, evenif thatis not actuallythe case. Excess
retentionis thatpart of the collectioncopying costwhich is causedy the inaccurag of this

assumption.On a single collection, the excessretentionis manifestedas an increasen the
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volumeof survivors. Sincethe volumefreedis correspondinglyeducedthe next collection
musttake placesooneyandthe overallnumberof collectionsis increased.

To measurdiow largethe excessetentionpartof the copying costis, we deviseda variant
of collectorsimulation(deployedin all the simulatedschemesj)hatdoesnot assumdiveness
for theuncollectedegion. Insteadthesurvivor setSamonghecollectedobjectsC is precisely
the setof objectsthat are not known-dead This mannerof simulationis possiblebecause
our trace containsaccurateivenessnformation, and can thus act as an oracleguiding the
collection. Thedifferencebetweertheactualcopying cost,andthecopying costasit would be

with this oracle,givesthe excessetentioncost.

5.3.1 Results

Eachof the figuresfor this section(Figures5.139-5.242pp. 199-243)consistsof two
plots, on the left (a) the plot for FC schemesandon theright (b) the plot for GYF schemes.
Thevertical axis (the ordinate)shaws the excessretentionfor the configuration expresseds
theratio of theactualcopying costto the oracularcopying cost. Notethatthe variationof the
excessretentionratio is so large thatwe could not maintainthe samescalein the plots, thus
visualcomparisondetweerFC andGYF arediscouragedThe horizontalaxis (the abscissa)
in the FC plots givesthe size of the collectedregion expressedsthe fractiong of heapsize.
In the GYF plots,the horizontalaxisgivesthe sizeof the nurseryasa fractionof heapsize.

Let usfirst notethatin somerareconfigurationsbothfor theFC andfor the GYF schemes,
theexcesgetentiorratiois below 1, for instancen Interactive-AllCallsOn, Figure5.141 p. 200.
It mayseenoddatfirst glancethatthecollectorwithoutthebenefitof anoracleperformsbetter
thanthe onewith it, but recallthat,if the oraclemakesanactualdifferencein the determina-
tion of the survivor setS thenthe two collectorswill performtheir collectionsat different
instantsand,aswe discussedn Section4.2.2.2 the choiceof collectioninstantsntroducesa
slight“random”effect. Having dispatchedhis anomalywe notethatexcessetentiondisplays

widely differentbehaior for the severalbenchmarksandfor differentschemes.
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Theexcesgetentionof theGYF schemess low, below 10%(ratiobelow 1.1) for mostpro-
gramswith Lambda (Figuress.166-5.181pp.211-217)Jree-replace-Random (Figuress.205—
5.212,pp.228-230)andToba (Figuress.234-5.242pp.240-243psexceptions.

Excesgetentiondoesplay a critical role in determiningthe performancef collectorsfor
someprograms.For instancefor Lambda-Fact6, we noticedthatnoneof the collectorshasa
copying costmuchlowerthannon-generationgFigure5.48,p. 155),andnow we canobsene
in the correspondingplot of excessretention(Figure5.180,p. 216) thatfor a nurserysize of
one-halfheapsize,theexcessatio of 2GYF is 2, hencewith anoraclethe copying costwould
be halved from p = 1.5 to p = 0.75. But the effect on FC-DOF is far stronger:the excess
ratiois 50 for collectedregion sizeequalto 0.2 of heapsize,hencewith anoraclethe copying
costwouldbereducedrom p = 3to p = 0.06. Thepreviously notedintransigencef Lambda-
Fact6 with respecto copying costthushasits origin in apointerstructurehatcausesery high
excesgetentionfor thosescheme$GYF, DOF) thatwe foundto work well on otherprograms.

On the otherhand,considerthe benchmarkRichards with a heapsizeof 4032,for which
thecopying costsareshavn in Figure5.850np. 171,andtheexcessetentionin Figure5.217
on p. 232. Theactualcopying costof FC-DOF decreaseasthe sizeof theregion collectedis
decreaseftrom 0.8 down to 0.3, eventhoughthe excesgetentionratio increasesharplyfrom
1 to 8. Meanwhilethe 2GYF collectorenjoys negligible excessretention yet its copying cost
is muchhigherthanthatof FC-DOF.

In summary excessretentionsometimesgdominantlyinfluencesperformanceput some-
timesits effectsarenegligible. Whereast couldhave beensurmisedhatschemeshatcollect
regionsin the older partsof the heapsuffer from prohibitively high excessretentionbecause
of the supposegredominancef youngerto-olderpointers,this casedoesnot occurin our

benchmarks.
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5.4 Methodsfor examiningthe lower limits of copying costand the fea-
sibility of adaptation

We have seerthattheGYF andFC-DOF schemesompetdor lowestcopying cost,andthat

FC-DOF is sometimesonsiderablybetter We now examineif copying costcanbe reduced

further, andhow. We remainwithin the classof FC schemes—thusachcollectioncollects

a region of fixed size—hut now we allow morelatitudein the choiceof wherethe collected

region lies within the heap.

5.4.1 Locally-optimal copyingcost

We describedhelocally-optimalschemes Section3.1.3.1t is straightforvardto simulate
themin anobject-level garbagecollectionsimulator On eachcollection,we placethe collec-
tion window atall possiblepositionsin theheap andfor eachpositionwe performacollection
asusualexceptfor thefinal stepof deletingthegarbagdound. Thusfor eachpossibleposition
we calculatethe correspondingnark/congatio, thenchoosethe positionwith the lowestone,
andcompletethe collectionwith thewindow at thatposition.

The numberof possiblepositionsis at mostthe numberof objectsin the heap,andsome-
whatsmallerbecaus¢hewindow mustwholly lie within theheap.However, it canbealarge
numberif the heapconsistsof mary small objects,hencethis simulationcan only be car
ried out for smallerbenchmarks.In plots in Figures5.243-5.266pp. 244—253(at the end
of this chapter)we shav the copying costsof the locally optimal schemegogethemwith the
age-basedchemesonsideredbefore for threerepresentatie benchmarks$tandardNoninter-
active, Lambda-Fact5, andTree-Replace-Random.

For StandardNonlInteractive, the locally optimal collectoronly matcheghe performance
of FC-DOF, andis in someconfigurationsiot asgoodasFC-DOF (recallfrom Section3.1.3
thatFC-OPT is not necessarilyptimalglobally!). For Lambda-Fact5, on the otherhand,FC-
OPT is significantlybetterthanary of therealisticFC collectors,andary of the generational

collectors,and achieresa copying costof lessthan half of the non-generationatollector’s
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cost. Thesituationis similar for Tree-Replace-Random, whereFC-OPT hasmuchlower cost
than FC-TOF, the bestrealistic schemeconsideredor this benchmark. The explanationis
straightforvardin this case:the collectedregion is positionedto include exactly the objects
of the subtreethat hasjust beenreplaced providedthatthe sizeof the collectedregionis not

muchlargerthanthesubtree).

5.4.2 Window motion

In orderto understandhe behavior of FC collectors,we obsene how the positionof the
collectedregion within the heapchangedrom onecollectionto the next. We call this window
motion We shall usewindow motion analysisto guidethe designof adaptve collectionin
Section5.4.5.2. A window motionplot (suchasFigure5.1, p. 132) showvs thelocationof the
collectionwindow in theheapin successie collections.Thewindow is containedetweerthe
two marksof the old endandthe youngend, shovn alongthe vertical axis. The horizontal
axisshow the progressiorof collections,andis gaugedaccordingo theamountof allocation,
sothatthewindow motiongraphcanbe comparedagainsthelive profiles(Sectiord.2.3)and
thedetailedheapprofiles(next section).The horizontaldisplacemenof thewindow from one
collectionto the next equalsthe amountallocatedbetweercollections.The vertical displace-
mentof thewindow, for the DOF regime of window motion,equalshe amountof survivorsof
the precedingcollection. Therefore for DOF, the slopeof the window motion curvesequals
theinstantaneoumark/congatio. Hencegoodperformanceshaovs asshallov slope,andideal

performancevould shav asaflat window motioncurve.

5.4.3 Demisepoint analysis

Our fully accuratdracepermitssimulationandevaluationof arny garbagecollectionalgo-
rithm. Thealgorithmsdiffer in the choiceof the instantswhenthey performcollections,and,
at eachcollection, the choiceof the collectedregion. Thesedifferencescausethe heapsto
containdifferentamountsof garbagedataandin differentpositions. The setsof live objects,

however, arenecessarilfhe same.Objectsin the heapareorderedaccordingto their time of
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allocation,hencethelive objectsarenot only equalasa set,but alsoasanorderedist, across
all collectors.

Whenthecollectionalgorithmdecideswvhich regionit shouldcollect,its goalis to choose
thatregion which hasthe greatesgarbagecontent.We have obseredthatgarbagecollectors
differ in the amountand positionof garbagehatthey keepin the heap. However, the com-
ponentof garbagehat just cameinto being—objectshat have mostrecentlydied—isequal
for all collectors. Indeed,if a collectorsucceeds collectingobjectsimmediatelyafter they
becomegarbageg(or very soon),thatwill be the only componenbf garbage.Therefore the
focusof our methodis to identify whenandwherefreshgarbagerises.

To answerthe temporalquestion,we imaginea collectorthat immediatelydiscoversall
objectsthat becomegarbageandimmediatelycollectsthem. Clearly, the informationin the
traceas describedin Section4.1 suficesto simulatethis collector To answerthe spatial
guestionyecallthatorderingby ageis assumedThereforejn alinearlist of objectscurrently
in the heap,the collectorcan mark thoseit hasjust discoreredare garbageandreporttheir
positionbeforecollectingthemaway. The positionis givenasthe numberof wordsfrom the
youngendof theheapfor eachword of agarbageobject.

Sincethe purposeof the methodis to guide designersof garbagecollectionalgorithms
in their analysisof collectorperformancewe turn now to the taskof presentingvisually the

findingsof thedescribeddealcollector

5.4.3.1 Visualization: demisemaps

We obseredthattheidealcollectorreportsthedemiseof eachobjectassoonasit happens.
More precisely it reportsthe demiseof eachword of the object, giving the time of demise
exactly, asthe amountof allocationin the programup to that point. It is then naturalto
constructa two-dimensionagrid, with one dimensioncorrespondingdo the allocationtime,
andtheotherto the positionof theword in theheap andthegrid pointis setif theword atthe

correspondindneappositiondiedatthe correspondingime. We lay thetime alongthelonger,
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horizontal,axis,andheappositionalongtheverticalaxis. The heappositionis measuredrom
theyoung mostrecentlyallocatedendof the heapin ageorder A demisepointis shovn asa
blackdot. Thuswe have constructech demisebitmap

In practice however, we musttake anadditionalstepto producevisualdisplaysof demise.
Notethatthedimension®f thedemisebitmapare(Totalwordsallocated)x (Maximumwords
live), which, evenfor the relatively smallbenchmarksn our suite,canbe of the order10° x
108. Sucha large bitmapcannotbe graphicallyrendereddirectly. Insteadwe divide boththe
time andthe spaceaxisinto clusters,computethe numberof setbits of the demisebitmapin
eachcluster andassigngreyscalelevelsto eachclusteraccordingly Having consideredhe
capabilityof the renderingdevice andthe size of the final images,and having experimented
with differentgranularitieswe settledon a 100 x 660 greyscalemap. Thusobtaineddemise
greyscalemapsfor ourbenchmarlarepresentedh Figuress.267-5.28@n pp.254—267 Each
panelis in threealigneddisplays:the middle display shavs the demisepoints,while the top
andbottomdisplayshown heapprofiles,which we presentlydiscusqthetop displayshawvs the

curvesof equaltime of allocation;andthe bottomdisplayshaws the curvesof equalage).

5.4.3.2 Visualization: heapprofiles

The demisemapfaithfully presentgemporallylocal information. We know which words
have justdiedin the sensehatthe mapshavs whele they were. It doesnottell ustheidentity
of thesewords—atwhich point werethey allocated.However, the ideal tracecanbe usedto
produceatelling visualdisplayof thisinformation,in theform of a heapprofile. Theduration
of programexecutionis dividedinto a numberof equal-sizedsegments,andthe heapprofile
tracksthe motion of eachsegmentin the heapfrom thetime of allocationonwards. Sincethe
heapis age-orderedhe objectsallocatedduring one segmentremaincontiguousn the heap.
Thusit is possibleto drav nonintersectindines of constantallocationtime for eachof the
timesat the boundaryof two allocationsegments. If we againshav the heappositionswith

youngestendat the bottom, thensubsequensegmentsare stacled belon previous segments
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in abandedplot. The heightof a bandindicatesthe currentlysurviving amountof datafrom
a givensggmentof allocation. The total heightof all bandsindicatesthe total amountof live
datain theheap.

Theinformationin thisplotis, in principle,equialentto thatin thedemisemap,but it has
differentvisual properties. For instancejn benchmarklnteractive-AllCallsOn, Figure5.267,
it is easyto seea correspondencbetweenthe sharpfall of the linesin the heapprofile and
the stripe of demisepointsat time 10200. However, it would be difficult to discernin the
heapprofile a correspondindeaturefor the stripe of demisepointsat time 1000, becausat
happensvhenthelinesin theheapprofile aremostlyrising. Thusthetwo formsof displayare
complementary

Lastly, the bottomdisplaysof Figures5.267-5.28Ghav the heapprofilesusinglines of
constaniage, allowing usto obsere therelative participationof youngerandolder objectsin
theheap,asexecutionprogresses.

Heapprofiling is not a new concept. It hasbeenusedin analyzingheapusagein lazy
functionalprogramminganguagegRuncimanand Wakeling, 1992; Runcimanand Rdjemo,
1995;Sansom1994;SansonmandPeyton Jones1994; RojemoandRunciman,1996],where,
however, the groupingcriterionof interestis not the ageof objects but thefunction-pointthat
allocateghem. We earlierproposed relatedthree-dimensionalisualizationbasedon object

age[Stefanovic, 1993a;Stefanovic andMoss,1994].

5.4.3.3 Visualization: position mortality

The demisemapsandheapprofilesprovide a graphicalrepresentatioof the time-varying
behavior of a program,but we neverthelesslesirea time-azeragedsummary Evenif the
demisemapsshov that garbagewill occasionallyarise anywherein the heap,we want to
know wheremostof it shouldbe expected,in the hopethat a collector might work well by
concentratinggs effortsthere.A usefulsummaryis obtainedoy countingthenumberof demise

pointsthat occurat eachheapposition. Note thatif we ascribedemisenot to an object,as
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we usually do, but insteadto the heapposition the object occupies,then we can speakof
position mortality, asthe likelihood that the word at certain position (whichever that word
is) will becomegarbageupon the next time increment. In the frequeng interpretationof
probability, thislik elihoodis exactly givenby the countof demisepoints.We show theplotsof
this quantityin Figures5.281-5.294n pp. 268-275.Thehorizontalaxiscorrespond$o heap
position,with theyoungendat 0. Theverticalaxis,on alogarithmicscale,givesthe number

of demisepointsat eachheapposition.

5.4.4 Casestudies

Wenow lookin detailatthespatio-tempordbehaior of benchmark®&ichards andLambda-
Fact5. In additionto discussinghe informationdirectly availablein the graphsobtainedby
the methodof the precedingsection,we shallrelateit to the objectlifetime statisticsandthe
obsered performanceof differentage-basedarbagecollectionschemes.This analysiswill

sene asthebasisfor improving the copying costof collectionin thefollowing section.

5.4.4.1 Benchmark Richards

The benchmarkRichards is characterizedy a small amountof live datain comparison
with its long duration. The averagdifetime of objectsis short,whichis reflectedn the strong
bandof demisepoints(black)in the demisemap(Figure5.277)alongthe bottomedgeof the
map,correspondindo the demiseof recentlyallocatedobjects. A long-termperiodicpattern
is clearaswell, bothin the demisemap, andin the heapprofile, with aboutfour periods
(of durationapproximately900000words)completing. The endof a periodis markedin the
demisemapby a suddendemiseof a large numberof wordsin the mid-to-olderpart of the
heap.

The heapprofile is revealing: the main featureis the wide band of oldestdata, which
consistf objectsallocatedentirely within the first segmentor about60000words. Oncethe
sizeof this sggmenthasdroppedo about500words,it remainsconstanfor theremainderof

programexecution. In otherwords,thesearethe objectsthatthe programusespermanently:
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its “static” data. It is worth noting that theseobjectsrepresent large fraction of the total

live amount,above onethird. Indeed,in almostall the benchmarksve examined,thereis a

significantamountof staticdata.In additionto the bandthatsurvivesfrom thevery startof the

program,within eachperiodthereis anadditionalaccretingsetof bands,which die together
at the endof their period. For the durationof the period,thesebandsalsoact asstaticdata.
Underneatlwe obsene aregion of objectsthatsurvive a shorttime, enoughto reachposition
200-300in theheap,andthendie.

The presencef a large quantity of staticdataasthe oldestdatain the heaphasa strong
detrimentaleffect on the performancef garbagecollectoralgorithmsthatever chooseo col-
lect the older region of the heap. It is remarkable however, that the FC-DOF algorithm,
which repeatedIlyvisits the oldest part of the heap,oncefor every rightward sweep(Sec-
tion 3.1.1),works quite well on the Richards benchmarkandoutperformsall examinedage-
basedschemesincluding generationatollection—in spite of the presenceof staticdata. It
doesso by sweepinghe staticdatafast andthenfocusingon the region of high demise.In
Section5.4.5.1 we modify thatalgorithmto avoid the staticdataandfind thatits copying cost

improvesfurther.

5.4.4.2 Benchmark Lambda-Fact5

The benchmark_ambda-Fact5 is of particularinterestbecauseave foundthatnoneof the
examinedgarbagecollectionalgorithmsperformswell onit. Examinationof the heapprofile,
Figure5.271revealsthatthereis a very largefractionof staticdata,which hamperslderfirst
algorithms. The staticdata,allocatedduring the first 10% of programexecution,accountfor
over half of the live amountpresentin the heap. In addition,thereis someaccumulatiorof
objectsallocatedateron, seemasanincreasinglywide bandof narrovly spacedines.

Ontheotherhandthedemisemapshaws significantdemiseareasn middleheappositions,
especiallyasa periodic patternduring the latter half of programexecution. The presencef

thesedemisepointsprecludeghe dominanceof pointsin the very youngestpart of the heap
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andhamperg/oungest-firsalgorithms suchastraditionalgenerationatollection. The plot of
thedistribution of demisepointsby positionin Figure5.285emphasizethis obsenation.
Generationatollection, unlessgiven a very large heapspace,works poorly with small
nursery(youngesgenerationyizesbecaus¢éoo muchdatais promotedout of thenursery(Fig-
ure5.36(b));if thenurserysizeis increasedtheabove-mentionediemiseregionsareincluded,
andthe performancemproves,but eventhenit only beginsto approacmon-generationatol-
lector performancgwhenthe nurseryis so large that the collectorbehaesalmostasa non-
generationatollector).Similarly, age-basedollectorswith constantollectedregionsizeper
form poorly on thisbenchmarkFigure5.36(a)),no betterthanthe non-generationaiollector
However, the hypotheticaFC-OPT collectoris capableof markedly betterperformancewith

copying costonly 27%of the non-generationdbr heapsize11402(Figure5.254).

5.4.5 Adaptive FC collection

In this sectionwe examinehow to improve the performancef collectionby modifyingthe
ideaof sweepingheheapwith thecollectionwindow in successie collections.We areguided
by thedemisemap,andby theobsernedmotionof thecollectionwindow in thelocally-optimal
collector We undertale exploratorycasestudiesof adaptivepolicieswithin the classof age-
baseccollectorswith afixedcollectedregion size.Onthe exampleof theRichards benchmark
we shallexaminehow to remove the permanentataof a programfrom considerationandon
the exampleof the Lambda-Fact5 benchmarkwve shallexaminehow to adjustthe positionof
thecollectionregionadaptvely in responseo collectionresults.In bothcasesye shallfind it

possibleto reducethe copying costof collectionoverfixedpolicies.

5.4.5.1 Eliminating the “static” datain Richards

We notedin Sectionb.4.4.1thatthepresencef asubstantiahmountof permanent;static”
datain the oldestregion of the heapdegradesthe performanceof DOF collection, because
collectionghatexaminetheoldestregionfind little garbageor evenfail if they find nogarbage.

If, however, the collectorknew thatthe oldestregion containssuchpermanentlata,it could
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skip overthem,never trying to collectthem. It would thusbe ableto sweepover only the part
of theheapwherethereis someobjectdemise andpotentiallyincur alower copying cost. The
danger of course,is if the“static” regionis incorrectlyidentifiedassuch:if someobjectsin
theregionthatthe collectornever considersioin factbecomegarbagethentwo penaltiesare
paid. First, the spaceoccupiedby theseobjectsis notreclaimedandthe collectorworks with
a heapeffectively smallerthanit needso be; andsecondsincetheseobjectsare considered
live, any pointersthey might have into the collectedregion causeexcessretention. These
dangersarefamiliarfrom theparallelsituationof prematue tenuringof objectsn generational
garbagecollection[Ungar, 1984;Ungar 1986]. Most programshowever, do have a region of
permanentlata,andthe questionis only how big it is.

The collectorshouldnot immediatelyexcludethe oldestregion. The heapprofiles (Fig-
ures5.267-5.280shav that a significantamountof allocationoccursbeforethe permanent
dataconsolidateandduringthisinitial period,thereis garbageo becollectedirom amongthe
oldestdataaswell. Hence,we introducean adaptve thresholdingpolicy to recognizewhen
the oldestregion beginsto containmostly permanentlata. The collectorinitially operatesn
the usualFC-DOF manner On eachcollectionupona window reset,i.e., a collectionof an
oldestregion, the survivor ratio for the collectionis computed As soonastheratiois above a
thresholdvalue®, all subsequenwindow resetsskip the oldestregion.

We take thebenchmarlRichards for our casestudy with the heapsizeof 4032words.We
usea window size of 1088words, or g = 0.27, for which the FC-DOF collectorachieresa
copying costof u= 0.03181.With the sameheapsize,the NONGEN collectorhasa copying
costp = 0.3937,the bestconfigurationof the 2GYF collectorhasp = 0.2198(with nursery
size2056words),the bestconfigurationof the 3GYF collectorhasp = 0.1221 (with nursery
size2214words),andthe bestconfigurationof the FC-DOF collectorhasp = 0.02975(with
window size1572words,or g = 0.39).

Our first experimentis to supplyto the collectorthe size of the region of permanentata.

Thisvaluecanbereadoff theheapprofile,andfor Richards it is 490words.We expectthatif 6
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is chosertoolow, thentheregionof permanentlatawill betakenoutof consideratiotoosoon,
whereasf 0 is chosertoo high, theregionwill be excludedtoo lateto improve performance.
Experimentatiowith differentvaluesof 6 shavs thatresultsarennot exceedinglysensitve to

thechoice,asshavnin Table5.1.

Table 5.1. Copying costdependencen the adaptatiorthreshold

Kl U]
0.2 | 0.02759
0.3| 0.02734
0.4 0.02734
0.5| 0.02734
0.6 | 0.02760
0.7 | 0.02830
0.8 | 0.03260

The bestrangeof thresholdvalues,0.3 < 8 < 0.5 includesthe value %?8 = 0.45, and
resultsin a copying costof u= 0.02734.Thus,it waspossibleto reducethe copying costby
14%with respecto the ordinaryFC-DOF collectorwith the samewindow size,andin factby
8% with respecto the bestconfigurationof theordinaryFC-DOF collector

In the secondexperiment.the collectoris not told the amountof permanentata,but tries
to guessit usingthe following heuristic: eachtime the first collectionfollowing a window
resetresultsin a survivor ratio above the threshold,multiply the amountof survivors by a
fixed fraction ¢, andaddthe resultto the currentestimateof the amountof permanentiata.
The collectorguesseshatthe high survivor ratio for this collectionarosebecauseherewere
permanentatain the collectedregion, andthatthey werethe oldestdatain the region. It is
willing to subjectthe remainingfraction 1 — ¢ of survivors to examinationat the following
reset.Thusthe heuristichastwo parametersthe thresholdd andthefraction¢. Notethatthis
heuristicis only ableto increasethe estimate startingfrom aninitial zero,but neverto revise
the estimatedownward. Thereforethe dangeris thatif 8 is too low, or if ¢ is too high, the

oldestregion may prematurelyoe consideregpermanentWe foundthatthe bestvaluesare0.8

for thethresholdd and0.5for thefractiond, in which casethecopying costis u= 0.029. This
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resultleadsusto believe thatit is possibleto devise adaptve schemedo sensethe presence
andgaugethe size of permanentata,althoughour simplistic heuristicis too sensitve to the

choiceof thetwo parameterso bereliably used.

5.4.5.2 Choosingthe collectedregionin Lambda-Fact5

Insteadof restrictingthe window motionto theregion recognizedasnon-permanerdata,
we canmodify the behavior of the DOF collectormoresubtly The window motion of DOF
is basedon theintuitive premisethatsurvivors of a collectionshouldnot be subjectto theim-
mediatelysucceedingollection. Thereforethe window moved rightward over the survivors
(Figure3.9). This policy hasexcellentperformancevhenthe collectionsurvivor ratio is zero
or extremelylow (asillustratedin Figure3.10),whichis thecasen practicefor severalbench-
marks,including Richards and StandardNonlInteractive (Section5.1.1.4). This policy suffers
if the survivor ratio is not very low, however, asin Lambda-Fact5. In spite of the mary
demisepointsin the middle rangeof the heapfor an ideal collector (demisepointsmapin
Figure5.271),the survivor ratiosin actualrunsof FC-DOF arehigh. In Figure5.2 we shav
the measurementsf the survivor ratios for eachcollectionof the FC-DOF collectoron the
Lambda-Fact5 benchmarkwith aheapsizeof 11402wordsandawindow sizeof 4446words,
for which a copying costof = 1.27 is achieved. The FC-DOF collectorperformsa total of
150collectionsandeachshovs up asapointin thescatterplot. The horizontalaxisgivesthe
positionof the window (indicatedby the amountof databetweenthe old endof the window
from the old end of the heap),andthe vertical axis givesthe survior ratio of the collection
(theratio of the amountof survivorsto the window size). The correspondingvindov motion
diagramis in Figure5.1. Thus,FC-DOF suffersbecausdts window movestoo fastacrosshe
middleregionwhereit mightencounteacceptablesurvior ratios,andis too oftenresetto the
old end,window position0, wheresurvior ratiosare high. Contrastthis with the run of the
FC-OPT collectorwith the sameheapsizeandwindow size,which achievzesp = 0.198. Its

window motion graphis in Figure5.3, andthe survivor ratio scatterplot in Figure5.4. Ob-
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servingthatFC-OPT movesits window muchmoreslowly, we shalltry to emulateits behaior

usingthefollowing heuristicwindow motionpolicy, calledthefloatingwindow
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Figure 5.1. Window motionin the FC-DOF scheme.

Thepositionof thewindow of collectionis definedastheamounif datain theage-ordered
heapbetweertheold endof theheapandtheold endof thewindow of collection.Let X bethe
currentpositionof the window of collection. Let W be the sizeof the window of collection.
Uponcollection,we find thatanamountS hassurvived out of W. We decidethe positionfor
the next collectionas X’ = X 4- AX (but resettingX’ to zeroafterthe youngendof the heap
is reached).TheincrementAX is determinedasfollows. If S= 0, thenAX = 0. Otherwise,
notethe position p; of eachsurviving word in the collectionwindow relative to the old end
of thewindow. The averagesurvivor positionis p = %Zspi- Therelative biasis therelative
differencebetweerﬁandthevalue\%’ thatwould be obtainedf survivorswereevenly spread
in thecollectionwindow: r = izvv_zyf. Thus—1 < r < 1. Givenanadditionalfixed externalbias
e, wesetAX = (r +e)S Thewindow is initially placedat X equalto one-halfheapsize.

In otherwords, the motion of the window is governedby two forces. An externalbias

pusheghe window in a fixed direction. In particular the value 1 for the externalbias cor-
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Figure 5.2. Window survivor ratiosin the FC-DOF scheme.

respondgo the ordinary FC-DOF collector, pushingthe window in the directionof younger
objects. The secondforce usesfeedbackinformationfrom the completedcollection. Intu-
itively, if mostof the survivors of the collectionwerefoundin one part of the window, then
thewindow shouldbe pushedn the oppositedirection. For example,if thewindow straddles
the region of permanentata,thenmostof the survivors will have comefrom the older part
of thewindow, andit shouldbe pushedowardsyoungerdata.We calculatea simpleheuristic
measuref the desiredpushasthe averagepositionof the survivorswithin thewindow. If the
averagesurvivor positionis left of centertheforceis rightwards,andvice versa.
Recallthatourtestcases theLambda-Fact5 benchmarkwith aheapsizeof 11402words
anda window size of 4446 words, or g = 0.39, for which the FC-DOF collectorachieresa
copying costof u= 1.27. With that heapsize, the NONGEN collector hasa copying cost
M= 0.59, the bestconfigurationof the 2GYF collectorhasp = 0.55, the bestconfiguration
of the 3GYF collectorhasp = 0.56, andthe bestconfigurationof the FC-DOF collectorhas
pn= 0.52. Experimentsvith differentvaluesof theexternalbiase producehefollowingresults,

shawvnin Table5.2.
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Figure 5.3. Window motionin the FC-OPT scheme.

The lowestachiered copying costwith the floating window policy is i = 0.37. This s
28% below the bestof the fixed schemedor any configurationat the sameheapsize,namely
= 0.52for FC-DOF with awindow sizeof 10135(g = 0.88). We obserethewindow motion
of theadaptve schemean Figure5.5,andits scatterplot of window positionvs. survior ratio

in Figure5.6.

Table 5.2. Copying costdependencen externalbias

el H]
02064
01043
0.0] 0.52
0.1/ 0.46
0.2]0.44
0.3] 0.37
0.4 0.40
05 0.48
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Figure 5.4. Window survivor ratiosin the FC-OPT scheme.

The floatingwindow policy is relatively robustwith respecto the choiceof the external
bias, sincefor the entireregion —0.1 < e < 0.5, the schemeis betterthanary of the fixed
schemesOn the otherhand,the FC-OPT copying costof = 0.198, for the sameheapsize
andthe samewindow size,is still anothe7%]lower.

A final word of cautionis in order We have seenthat adaptve variantsof FC schemes,
andof FC-DOF in particular canlowerthe copying costof collection,andthatthereexists,for
someprogramsstill moreroomfor improvementasindicatedoy thelocally-optimalschemes.
However, to achieve this further reductionof copying costrequireswindow motion policies
more generalthan, for instance the predictablelinear sweepof FC-DOF. Recallfrom Sec-
tion 3.2.2thateffective pointerfiltering atthe write barrierexploitedthe predictabilityof win-
dow motion. Hence the ultimatereductionof copying costmaywell be offsetby anincrease

of pointermanagementosts.
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Figure 5.5. Window motionin theadaptve scheme.
5.5 Summary

This chapterexaminedthe copying costof garbagecollectionfor severalage-basedlgo-
rithms. The mainfinding is that the promiseof low copying costof our proposed=C-DOF
collectoris deliveredon mary actualallocationloads. This resultcould not be expectedgiven
theprior understandingf generationatollectorperformanceParticularlyrevealingis thefact
thatexcessretentioneffects,evenwhenvery pronounceddo not by themselesrule out using
non-youngest-firstollectorsfor our testprograms.

The measurementsf the performanceof generationatollectorsare interestingin their
own right, asthey shedight on collectorbehaior underconstraint®ntotal heapsize. It is not
surprisingthatsmallnurserysizesleadto excessve promotioninto the oldergenerationbut it
is surprisingthatin mary caseghe optimal configurationassignamorethanhalf the heapto
thenursery It is possiblehatmoresophisticatedenerationaschemesouldperformbetter—
for instancerequiringanobjectto survive morethanonecollectionin theyoungergeneration
beforepromotion,or, equivalently, dividing the youngergeneratiorinto steps,possiblycom-

bined with adaptve policies, suchas Ungarand Jacksors feedbackmediation[Ungar and
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Figure 5.6. Window survivor ratiosin theadaptve scheme.

Jackson1992]. However, eachcollectionaddsto the copying cost,andthe final balancecan-
not be predicted. Unfortunately the vastdimensionf the spaceof possibleconfigurations
makesit difficult to thesecollectionschemes(Thus,the selectionof their mary configurable
parameterfHudsonetal., 1991]haslargely beena matterof judgemenby experience.)
Theproposedion-youngest-firskchemeganalsobenefittrom moresophisticatedonfig-
urations.We obsenredthatadaptve positioningof awindow of fixed sizecanreducecopying
cost;it is likely thatit would be moreeffective in conjunctionwith adaptve selectionof win-
dow size. Most important, however, could be the heuristicdiscovery of permanen(static)
data,andtheir eliminationfrom consideratiorby the collector, ataskimplicitly performedoy

amulti-generationatollector

137



Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

25

15

0.5

25

15

0.5

Interactive-AllCallsOn

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 764)

(a) FC schemes

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

25

15

0.5

Interactive-AllCallsOn

T T T T
T
2GYF ——
+ 3GYF -+
Lo«
.
L -
+ %
++
+
+ .
L * e + 4 +
+ o+ o, -
PR
L +#+ i
o
e,
. . . .
0.2 0.4 0.6

. 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 764)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 5.7. Copying costcomparisoninteractive-AllCallsOn, V = 764.
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138




Relative mark/cons ratio rho Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

25

15

0.5

25

15

0.5

25

15

0.5

Interactive-AllCallsOn

2}
o

B B
L

0.2 0.4 .6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 1135)

(a) FC schemes

Interactive-AllCallsOn

FC-TOF ——
FC-TYF -
FC-DOF o
FC-DYF

FC-ROF -+--

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 1384)

(a) FC schemes

Interactive-AllCallsOn

FC-TOF —~—
FC-TYF -
F FC-DOF o 1
FC-DYF
FC-ROF -+--
L A /'A‘\ A J B
. -
3 . . Cea o
[ e v...‘j: e b
2808 @ 'm'DD‘vﬂ-B”DD a8-af )
0.2 0.4 0.6

. 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 1687)

(a) FC schemes

Relative mark/cons ratio rho Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

139

Interactive-AllCallsOn

T T T T
- 2GYF ——
3GYF -+
[ +
"
[ +
N f
.
L +
*, 4 + *,
+ T
L, + torg
++ T
i,
s
F *
N
- Frres o+
. . . .
0.2 0.4 0.

6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 1135)

(b) GYF schemes
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Figure 5.16.Copying costcomparisoninteractive-TextEditing, V = 2424.
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Figure 5.25.Copying costcomparisonStandardNoninteractive, V = 5655.
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Figure 5.28.Copying costcomparisonHeapSim, V = 138231.
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Figure 5.29.Copying costcomparisonHeapSim, V = 168503.
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Figure 5.30.Copying costcomparisonHeapSim, V = 205405.
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Figure 5.31.Copying costcomparisonHeapSim, V = 250387.
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Figure 5.33.Copying costcomparisonHeapSim, V = 372063.
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Figure 5.34.Copying costcomparisonLambda-Fact5,V = 7673.
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Figure 5.35.Copying costcomparisonLambda-Fact5, V = 9354.
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Figure 5.38.Copying costcomparisonLambda-Fact5, V = 16943.
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Figure 5.70.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Binary, V = 17722.
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Figure 5.71.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Binary, V = 21603.
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Figure 5.72.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Binary, V = 26334.
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Figure 5.73.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 15985.
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Figure 5.74.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 19486.
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Figure 5.75.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 23754.
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Figure 5.76.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 28956.
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Figure 5.77.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 35297.
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Figure 5.78.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 43027.
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Figure 5.79.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 52450.
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Figure 5.80.Copying costcomparisonTree-Replace-Random, V = 63936.
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Figure 5.81.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 1826.
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Figure 5.82.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 2225.
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Figure 5.83.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 2713.
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Figure 5.84.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 3307.
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Figure 5.85.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 4032.
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Figure 5.86.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 4914.
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Figure 5.87.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 5991.
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Figure 5.88.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 7303.
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Figure 5.89.Copying costcomparisonRichards, V = 8902.
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Figure 5.90.Copying costcomparisonJavaBYTEmark, V = 72807.
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Figure 5.91.Copying costcomparisonJavaBYTEmark, V = 88752.
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Figure 5.92.Copying costcomparisonJavaBYTEmark, V = 108188.
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Figure 5.93.Copying costcomparisonJavaBYTEmark, V = 131881.
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Figure 5.94.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 246766.
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Figure 5.95.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 300808.
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Figure 5.96.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 366682.

Figure 5.97.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 446984.
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Figure 5.98.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 544872.
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Figure 5.99.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 664195.
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Figure 5.100.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 809650.
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Figure 5.101.Copying costcomparisonBloat-Bloat, V = 986959.
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Figure 5.102.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 353843.
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Figure 5.103.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 431335.
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Figure 5.104.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 525794.
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Figure 5.105.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 640941.
Toba
3 : 3 = : ‘ ‘
2GYF ——
3GYF ~
25t E ° 25t
£
o A
2t 1 %
1%
=
[=]
15t — S
IS
S
L 18
s
Q
05 - {1 c
0 . . . . 0 . . . .
0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 781303)

(a) FC schemes

0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 781303)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 5.106.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 781303.
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Figure5.107.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 952404.
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Figure 5.108.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 1160976.
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Figure 5.109.Copying costcomparisonToba, V = 1415223.
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Figure 5.139.Excesgetentionratios: Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 764.
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Figure 5.140.Excesgetentionratios: Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 931.
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Figure 5.143.Excesgetentionratios: Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 1687.
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Figure 5.144. Excesgetentionratios: Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 2057.
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Figure 5.146.Excesgetentionratios: Interactive-TextEditing, V = 1631.
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Figure 5.151.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNonlinteractive, V = 1723.
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Figure 5.153.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNoninteractive, V = 2561.
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Figure 5.154.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNonlinteractive, V = 3122.
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Figure 5.155.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNoninteractive, V = 3805.
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Figure 5.156.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNoninteractive, V = 4639.
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Figure 5.157.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNonlinteractive, V = 5655.
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Figure 5.158.Excesgetentionratios: StandardNoninteractive, V = 6894.
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Figure 5.159.Excesgetentionratios:HeapSim, V = 113397.
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Figure 5.160.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 138231.
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Figure5.161.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 168503.
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Figure5.162.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 205405.
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Figure 5.163.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 250387.
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Figure 5.164.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 305221.
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Figure5.165.Excesgetentionratios: HeapSim, V = 372063.
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Figure 5.166.Excesgetentionratios: Lambda-Fact5,V = 7673.

Lambda-Fact5

FC-TOF ——
FC-TYF -
FC-DOF o
FC-DYF

FC-ROF -+--

Retention ratio

0.2 0.4 0.6

0.8

Fraction collected g (of total‘heap size 9354)

(a) FC schemes

Lambda-Fact5

18 : : ‘ ‘

., 2GYF ——
17 3GYF + 1
16 1
15 1

14
13
12

1.1 p

4

+ +
o Ter et e T

o

0 0.2

0.4

0.6 0.8 1

Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 9354)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 5.167.Excesgetentionratios: Lambda-Fact5, V = 9354.
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Figure 5.171.Excesgetentionratios: Lambda-Fact5, V = 20654.
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Figure5.172.Excesgetentionratios: Lambda-Fact5,V = 25177.
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Figure 5.174.Excesgetentionratios: Lambda-Fact6, V = 20320.
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218



Retention ratio

Retention ratio

Retention ratio

Swim Swim

1.14 T T T T 1.05 T T T T
i FC-TOF 2GYF ——
112 i FC-TYF - 1.04 3GYF + A
i FC-DOF - ’
L i FC-DYF L 1
11 P o, FCROF 1.03
(003 S S N AN 1 2 102} 1
SR AN c
1.06 - Lo o — S 101t —
=4
o o I
1.04 Soos R & 1 %tw» 1
1.02 1 0.99 1
1t a. 1 0.98 1
' + +
0.98 . . b . 0.97 . . . .
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 31774) Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 31774)
(a) FC schemes (b) GYF schemes
Figure 5.184.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 31774.
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Figure 5.185.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 38733.
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Figure 5.186.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 47215.
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Figure5.187.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 57555.
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Figure 5.188.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 70160.
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Figure 5.189.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 85524.
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Figure 5.190.Excesgetentionratios: Swim, V = 104254.
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Figure 5.191.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 37292.
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Figure 5.192.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 45459.
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Figure 5.193.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 55414.
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Figure 5.195.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 82343.
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Figure 5.196.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 100376.
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Figure 5.197.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 122358.
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Figure 5.198.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 149154.
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Figure 5.199.Excesgetentionratios: Tomcatv, V = 181818.
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Figure 5.200.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 11926.
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Figure5.201.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 14538.
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Figure 5.202.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 17722.
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Figure 5.203.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 21603.
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Figure 5.204.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 26334.
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Figure 5.205.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 15985.
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Figure 5.206.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 19486.
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Figure 5.208.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 28956.
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Figure 5.209.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 35297.
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Figure5.210.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 43027.
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Figure5.211.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 52450.
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Figure 5.212.Excesgetentionratios: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 63936.
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Figure 5.213.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 1826.
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Figure 5.214 . Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 2225.
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Figure5.215.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 2713.
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Figure5.216.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 3307.
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Figure 5.217.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 4032.
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Figure5.218.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 4914,

Retention ratio

1.07
1.06
1.05
1.04
1.03
1.02
101

0.99
0.98
0.97
0.96

Richards
L 2GYF —— |
3GYF -+
L . 1
[ M N R “ A 4
RRREER O L Y N
L N + * + 4
L R 1
N
L N 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 5991)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure5.219.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 5991.
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Figure 5.220.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 7303.
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Figure5.221.Excesgetentionratios: Richards, V = 8902.
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Figure 5.224.Excesgetentionratios: JavaBYTEmark, V = 108188.
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Figure 5.227.Excesgetentionratios: Bloat-Bloat, V = 300808.
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Figure 5.233.Excesgetentionratios: Bloat-Bloat, V = 986959.
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Figure 5.236.Excesgetentionratios: Toba, V = 525794.

Toba
2 FC-TOF ——
FC-TYF -+ |
: FC-DOF -&--
: FC-DYF
4 FC-ROF -&--
+ a

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1

Fraction collected g (of total heap size 640941)

(a) FC schemes

Retention ratio

15

1.4

0.8

Toba

N 2GYF ——
3GYF ~

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 640941)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 5.237.Excesgetentionratios: Toba, V = 640941.
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Figure 5.238.Excesgetentionratios: Toba, V = 781303.
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Figure 5.241.Excesgetentionratios: Toba, V = 1415223.
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Figure 5.245.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: StandardNonlInteractive, V = 2101.
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Figure 5.246.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: StandardNonlInteractive, V = 2561.
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Figure 5.247.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: StandardNonlInteractive, V = 3122.

245




Relative mark/cons ratio rho Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

25

15

0.5

StandardNoninteractive

£
8y
i

By gy BO g
50 g R T

B o
.

0 0.2

0.4

0

.6 0.
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 3805)

(a) FC schemesncludingOPT

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

StandardNoninteractive

" 2GYF ——
3GYF ~

0 0.2

0.4

6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 3805)

(b) GYF schemes
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Figure 5.250.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: StandardNonlInteractive, V = 5655.
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Figure 5.253.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Lambda-Fact5,V = 9354.
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Figure 5.257.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Lambda-Fact5,V = 20654.
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Figure 5.258.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Lambda-Fact5,V = 25177.
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Figure 5.260.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 19486.
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Figure 5.261.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 23754.
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Figure 5.262.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 28956.
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Figure 5.263.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 35297.

252



Relative mark/cons ratio rho Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

Tree-Replace-

Random

25 r

15

0.2 0.4
Fraction collected g (of tot:

0.6 0.8
al heap size 43027)

(a) FC schemesncludingOPT

Relative mark/cons ratio rho

15

0.5

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 43027)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 5.264.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 43027.
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Figure 5.265.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 52450.
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Figure 5.266.Copying cost,with FC-OPT: Tree-Replace-Random, V = 63936.
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Figure 5.281.Demisepositionasmortality: Interactive-AllCallsOn.
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Figure 5.282.Demisepositionasmortality: Interactive-TextEditing.
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Figure 5.283.Demisepositionasmortality: StandardNonlInteractive.
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Figure 5.284.Demisepositionasmortality: HeapSim.

Demise points interpreted as mortality: Lambda-Fact5
10000 T T T T T T

1000

100

10

1 1 1 1 1 1
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500
Position from young end

Figure 5.285.Demisepositionasmortality: Lambda-Fact5.
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Figure 5.286.Demisepositionasmortality: Lambda-Fact6.
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Figure 5.287.Demisepositionasmortality: Swim.
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Figure 5.289.Demisepositionasmortality: Tree-Replace-Binary.
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Figure 5.288.Demisepositionasmortality: Tomcatv.
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Figure 5.290.Demisepositionasmortality: Tree-Replace-Random.
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Figure5.291.Demisepositionasmortality: Richards.
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Figure 5.292.Demisepositionasmortality: JavaBYTEmark.
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Figure 5.293.Demisepositionasmortality: Bloat-Bloat.
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Figure 5.294.Demisepositionasmortality: Toba.
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CHAPTER 6

EVALUATION: COSTSOTHER THAN COPYING

In this chapterwe examinethe non-copying costsof collection,focusingon the costof
maintainingtheinformationneededor accurateegion-baseaollection:thewrite barrierand
rememberedetoverheads.The evaluationusesa realistic, block-allocationcollection sim-
ulator, basedon our prototypeimplementation.We comparethe generationalyoungest-first
collectorwith the deferredolderfirst algorithm, which was shawvn in the precedingchapter
to be the mostpromisingwith respecto copying costamongthe alternatvesto generational

collectionthatwe considered.

6.1 Method for evaluating the pointer maintenancecost

We useaninstrumentedrersionof the block simulator(Sectior4.3.3)to obtainthe statis-
tics of pointer managemenbperations. We discussedn Section3.2 the designof pointer
managemenfor age-basedollection,and notedalternatve modelsof pointerstorefiltering
andof rememberedetorganization.The actualcostsof operationglependon thesealterna-
tive designdecisionsindeedtheoperatiorcountsarenotinvariantthemseles:if two filtering
testsareexecutedn sequencethe outcomeof thefirst influenceghe numberof timesthe sec-
ondis executed.Thedivision of labor betweerthe run time andthe garbagecollectiontime
is alsoa matterof choice. Herewe usefor the generationatollector the traditional model
of operationwith a unified rememberedetandgenerationafiltering, andwe shaw thatit is
very efficient. For the DOF collectorwe useblock-localanddirectionalfiltering. All of the
operationcountsreportedareaccuratgor thesedesignchoiceswhile someof themarealso

universallyapplicableregardlesof the designchoice.
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For the write barrier we reportthe operationcountsfor pointerstores,andthe numberof
non-nullpointerstores.Non-null storesarefurtherdividedinto storedfiltered by the specified
filtering mechanismandthosenot filtered. The non-filteredstoresare divided into unique
andduplicate,with respecto the prior contentof the rememberedetinto which the stores
areinserted. Note that the write-barrierstatisticsinclude both the run time andthe garbage-
collectiontime pointerstores.

For rememberedetprocessingt garbage-collectiotime, we reportthe numberof point-
ersfrom theuncollectedegioninto thecollectedregion,aswell asthenumberof remembered

setentriesactuallyprocessedyhich canbelarger.

6.1.1 Results

In Table6.1we reportthe statisticsthatareindependenof the collectionalgorithmor its
configuration.The columns“Wordsalloc” and“Ptr. st’ repeatheinformationof Table4.1.
The column*“Alloc./st” givesthe ratio of the numberof words allocatedto the numberof
pointer storesfor the program. This valueis anindication,albeit crude,of the frequeng of
pointermanipulationsor the “object-orientednesssf the program,aswell asof the expected
influenceof pointer maintenanceperationson overall memory managemenperformance.
The lasttwo columnsgive the numberof non-null pointerstoresasan absolutenumbey and
asa percentagef all pointerstores.In mary implementation®f the write barrier the check
for a null pointeris a separatdirst step. As we canseein our numbersthereare few null
pointers,andthis testrarely eliminatesthe pointerfrom consideration Hencea write barrier
thatintegratesthe null-pointertestinto a generaladdresgest,asproposedn Section3.2.4,is
to be preferred.

In Tables6.2—6.15pp. 295-382(atthe endof this chapter)we reportthe pointermanage-
mentstatisticsfor the differentconfigurationof the FC-DOF andthe 2GYF collectors. The
first groupof tables(Tables6.2—-6.8)is for the FC-DOF collector Thefirst threecolumnsin

Tables6.2—-6.8indicatethe configuration.The first column,having valuesbetweer® and 20,
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Table 6.1. Propertieof benchmarksised:run-timeallocationandpointerstores

| Benchmark | Wordsalloc. | Ptr. st. [ Alloc./st. | Non-nullptr. st. | % |
Smalltalk
Interactive-AllCallsOn 18359 855 21.47 134 | 15.7
Interactive-TextEditing 22747 3509 6.48 3241 | 92.4
StandardNonlnteractive 204954 7251 28.26 5882 | 81.1
HeapSim 3791306 30298 125.13 30233 | 99.8
Lambda-Fact5 277940 91877 3.03 87403 | 95.1
Lambda-Fact6 1216247 | 404670 3.01 387037 | 95.6
Swim 1533642 | 134355 11.41 120427 | 89.6
Tomcatv 2117849 | 286032 7.40 285056 | 99.6
Tree-Replace-Binary 209600 39642 5.29 32986 | 83.2
Tree-Replace-Random 925236 | 168513 5.49 140029 | 83.1
Richards 4400543 | 763626 5.76 611767 | 80.1
Java

JavaBYTEmark 1161949 49061 23.68 48835 | 99.5
Bloat-Bloat 37364458 | 4927497 7.58 4376798 | 88.8
Toba 38897724 | 3027982 12.85 2944672 | 97.2

| Geometrianean | \ | 10.27] | 80.2 |

givestheblock size:for valuek, theblock sizeis 2 bytes. The seconctolumngivestheallot-
ted heapsize,in termsof blocks. Thethird columngivesthe sizeof the collectedregion (the
window size),alsoin termsof blocks. The fourth columngivesthe absolutecopying costas
thenumberof wordscopied. Thefifth columngivesthe numberof collectorinvocations.The
sixth columngivesthe numberof rememberedetinsertionoperationatthewrite barrier i.e.,
the numberof pointerstoresthatwerenot filtered out. The seventhcolumngivesthe number
of insertionoperationghatare not duplicatesandhenceactuallyaddentriesto remembered
sets.Theeighthcolumngivesthe sumof thesizesof all rememberedetsprocessedtgarbage
collectiontime (i.e., the setsbelongingto blockswithin the collectedregion). The ninth col-
umngivesthesumoverall collectionsof thesizesof filteredunionsof setswithin thecollected
region.

Thedesignusedto producethe statisticss the following. Eachblock hasits own remem-
beredset(Section3.2.2). Thewrite barriercodeis executedon every pointerstore bothatrun

time andat garbagecollectiontime. The write barrierconsistsof threefiltering checks:first,
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thecheckfor null pointers;secondthecheckfor block-localpointers;andthird, thedirectional
check(asin Figures3.15and3.16).If noneof the checkseliminateghe pointerstore thenthe
write-barriercodeinsertsit into the rememberedetof the pointertargetblock, andaddsit to
thetally for tablecolumnsix, “W.b. insert Therememberedetmayalreadycontainanentry
recordingthe samepointersourceaddressptherwise anew entryis addedo theremembered
set,andto thetally for tablecolumnseven,“W.b. add’

At collectiontime, following the processingof global roots, the collector processedhe
rememberedetsof the blocksin the collectedregion oneby one. Tablecolumneight, “R.s.
proc; reportsthe sumof the sizesof all rememberedetsprocesseaver all collections.On
theotherhand,the sumof thesizesof rememberedetsfor the collectedregion canbegreater
thanthe numberof pointersactually crossinginto the collectedregion from the uncollected
region. Thelatternumberis computedasthe unionof therememberedetsinvolved,lessary
pointersthat have both sourceandtargetin the collectedregion. The sumof thesenumbers
overall collectionsis reportedn columnnine,“R.s. proc”

The secondgroup of tables(Tables6.9—6.15)is for the 2GYF collector The first four
columnsin Tables6.9—-6.15ndicatethe configuration.The first columngivesthe block size,
thesecondcolumngivestheallottedheapsizein blocks,thethird columngivesthesizeof the
youngergenerationthe nursery)in blocks,andthe fourth columngivesthe sizeof the older
generationn blocks. Thefifth columngivestheabsolutecopying costasthe numberof words
copied.Thesixth columngivesthe numberof collectorinvocations.Theseventhcolumngives
the numberof rememberedetinsertionoperationsat the write barrier andthe eighthgives
the numberof thesethat are not duplicates. The ninth columngivesthe sumof the sizesof
processedememberedets.

The designusedto producethe statisticsis the following. Thereis a singleremembered
set,andit recordsthe pointersfrom the older generationinto the youngergeneration.The
write barriercodeis executedon every pointerstoreat run time. No write barrieris needed

at garbagecollectiontime, becausewith only two generationsall objectsarein the oldest
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generatiorfollowing a collection. The write barrierconsistsof two filtering checks:first, the
checkfor null pointers;and second,the generationatheck. If neitherfilter eliminatesthe
pointerstore,it is insertedinto therememberedet,andaddedto thetally for columnseren,
“W.b. insert’ If thepointersources notalreadypresenin therememberedet,anew entryis
addedo the set,andto columneight,“W.b. add’

At collectiontime, the collectorprocessethe singlerememberedet. Tablecolumnnine,
“R.s. proc”, reportsthe sum,over all collection,of the sizesof therememberedet. Thereis
noneedfor a“R.s. union” columnfor 2GYF, becausdés meanings subsumedby “R.s. proc?”

Eachrow of atablecorresponds$o oneconfigurationof a collector andthusto onesim-
ulationrun. The configurationsare orderedby block size,andfor eachblock size,they are
orderedby heapsize. For a givenheapsize,the configurationsare orderedby the sizeof the
collectedregion (in thecaseof FC-DOF), andby thesizeof theyoungergeneratior{in thecase
of 2GYF).

Certainrows are printedin boldfacefor easeof referencein both the FC-DOF andthe
2GYF tableswe shallusetheseconfiguration@&sexamplego discusshecomparatie costsof

thetwo schemes.

6.1.2 Block size

We first examinetheeffectof block sizeon copying andpointermanagemertosts.For the
FC-DOF collector, we find thatincreasinghe block sizereduceghe operationcountsfor the
write barrierandrememberedetprocessingConsidebenchmarkambda-Fact5 in Table6.4,
p. 310. We shallcompareblock sizes2? bytesand21 bytes,and,in particular configurations,
printedin italic boldfacefont, for block size2® bytesandheapsize240blocks,andfor block
size 210 bytesand heapsize 120 blocks. Theseconfigurationsare pairwise identical with
respecto heapsizeandcollectedregionsize.

The differencesn copying costaresmallin somepairs,but significantin others,suchas

30236wordscopiedfor configuration[9,240, 108 vs. 44507wordscopiedfor configuration
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[10,120,54]. Therearetwo reasondor the differences.First, blocksof differentsize cause
differentfragmentatiorat block boundaries.However, sinceblocksarealreadysubstantially
largerthantypical objectsizespresenin thetrace the effect of fragmentatiorshouldbe small,
andtheeffectof differencesn fragmentatiorevensmaller;morewer, largerblocksshouldsuf-
fer lessfrom fragmentatiorthansmallerblocks,whereasve seethatthe copying costis lower
for smallerblocks.Thesecondeasonwhich applieshere,is thatpositioningof the collection
window in the FC-DOF schemads constrainedy block boundariesandis lessflexible with
larger blocks, and, as Section5.4.5.2hasshovn, window positioningis importantfor good
performancef FC-DOF.

If wefocuson pairswith similarcopying cost,we notethatlargerblocksenjoy lowercounts
in columns*W.b. insert; “W.b. add; and“R.s. proc; whichis to be expected.With larger
blocks,a greaterportion of pointerstoresare block-local,hencefiltered out. Note, however,
thatdoublingtheblocksizereduceshenumberof write-barrierandrememberedetoperations
by only about10%in theseexamples.The column“R.s. union” is not reducedby increasing
block sizesincethe numberof externalpointersinto the collectedareadoesnot depencon its
internaldivision.

For the 2GYF collector Table 6.4, p. 310, againcomparingthe configurationgor block
size2® bytesandheapsize 240blocks,andfor block size219 bytesandheapsize120blocks,
we find thatdifferencesn copying costaregenerallynotlarge,andin somecasedavor larger,
whereasn othercasesmallerblocks. The pointermanagemendperationcountsarenot sys-
tematicallyaffectedby block size,whichis to be expectedsincethe generationalrite barrier
checkignoresblock boundariesexceptto theextentthatit is indirectlyinfluencedy fragmen-

tation.

6.1.3 Comparisonbetweencollectors
We compardhe FC-DOF andthe2GYF collectorwith respecto copying andpointerman-

agementosts.Considerthe benchmarkstandardNoninteractive with a block sizeof 2° bytes
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andheapsizeof 25blocks,i.e., 3200words(Table6.2, p. 295). Amongthe configurationof
theFC-DOF collectorfor thisheapsize,thelowestcopying costof 3902wordsis achiezedwith
acollectedregionsizesetto 4 blocks.We abbreviatethis configuratioras[9, 25, 4]. Amongthe
configuration®f the 2GYF collectorfor this heapsize(Table6.9, p. 335),thelowestcopying
costof 15699wordsis achiezedwith ayoungergeneratiorsetto 17 blocks,andoldergenera-
tion setto 8 blocks,abbreviated|9, 25,17, 8]. Thusthecopying costof theFC-DOF collectoris
significantly(4.02times)lower thanthatof the 2GYF collector which confirms,in the context
of ablock-basedmplementationthe obsenationswe madein Sectionss.1and5.2.

The numberof pointermanagementperationshowever, is significantly higherfor FC-

688 _

DOF thanfor 2GYF. Thenumberof non-filteredpointerstoress 5 = 52.9 timesgreaterand

the numberof processedememberedetentriesis 61—125 = 515 timesgreater It shouldcome
asno surprisethat pointermanagementostsare higherin the FC-DOF scheme.The “R.s.

union” columnfor FC-DOF indicateghatthetotal numberof pointersinto the collectedregion

(summedbver all collections)is 392, whereaghe correspondingiumberfor 2GYF is just 12.

Therefore regardlessof the efficiency of pointerfiltering, whencollectedregionsarechosen
in the FC-DOF manneythe numberof incomingpointersis high. The causesrein the small

sizeof theregion (andlarge sizeof theremainder)andthe factthatthe region visits all parts
of theheapregularly, andsomepartsof the heaphave mary incomingpointers,we investigate
pointerstructurefurtherin thefollowing Section6.2.

We canremarkthenontheefficiency of the FC-DOF filtering schemeof Section3.2.2: out
of 7251 pointerstoresin StandardNoninteractive (Table6.1), only 688 or 9.5% areinserted
into rememberedets. This reductionin the numberof pointerthatarerecordeds certainly
notasgoodas13or 0.2%for the generationaliltering of 2GYF. On the otherhand,we noted
thatkeepinga largenumberof pointersis a necessarypriceto payin orderto choosecollected
regionsin a particularway. Thetruemeasuref the efficiency of thefiltering schemes there-
fore given by the ratio of the “R.s. proc” columnandthe “R.s. union” column: 82 = 1.56,

392 —

thus56% morepointersthanis absolutelynecessargreprocesseat garbagecollectiontime.
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We seethatthe copying costis lower for the FC-DOF collector, andthe pointermanage-
mentcostis lower for the 2GYF collector We mustlook at absolutenumbersto determine
which collectorachievesa lower total cost. The differencein copying cost,in favor of FC-
DOF, is 11797wordscopied.Thedifferencan pointermanagementost,in favor of 2GYF, is
675rememberedetinsertionsg(636 non-duplicate)and603 processe@ntriesat garbagecol-
lectiontime. Which of thesels moreexpensve depend®n the detailsof implementationFor
the sale of a simpleanalysis,we subsumehe differentcomponent®f pointermanagement
underthe single appellationof pointer processingcost which we associatavith the highest
operationcount, that of the non-filteredpointer stores,thuserring conseratively in favor of
the schemawith lower pointermanagementost. If the costof processing pointeris greater
than%f_j7 = 17.5 timesthe costof copying aword at garbagecollectiontime, thenthe 2GYF
collectorwill have the advantagefor benchmarkStandardNonlnteractive. (Thesebreak-een
ratiosaresummarizedor all examinedconfigurationsn Figures6.1-6.9,pp. 389-393which
we discusdelon.)

If we areinterestedn incrementaloperationof the collector thenwe shouldcompare
configurationghatresultin similar (andlarge) numbersof collectorinvocations.In this case,
if the 2GYF collectoris configuredwith the youngergenerationat 4 blocks, and the older
generationat21blocks,thenit will perform418collectionsthesameastheFC-DOF collector
with thecollectionwindow of 4 blocks. Thecopying costadvantageof FC-DOF is now greatey
23510words, but the pointer managemenadwantageof 2GYF is only slightly smaller 673
rememberedetinsertiong633non-duplicate)and600processeéntriesatgarbagesollection
time; the pointer/cojy costratiowould have to be over 34.9 for 2GYF to have theadwantage.

Similar resultsobtainfor the largerblock sizeof 219 comparethe configuratior{10, 13, 3]
of FC-DOF with configuration10,13, 7, 6] of 2GYF.

We turnour attentionto benchmarkdeapSim (Tables6.3,p. 301and6.10,p. 343),atblock
size2'3 bytesandheapsize 123 blocks,or 251904words. The bestconfigurationof FC-DOF

is [13,123 4], with copying cost262984 with 4645non-filteredpointerstoregof which 3731

283



non-duplicate)and 3297 processeentriesat garbagecollectiontime. The rememberedet
uniontotalis 1628,thusthefiltering efficiency is assessedt an overheadf 102%morepro-

cessegointersthanis absolutelynecessaryThe best2GYF configurationis [13,123 41,82,

with copying cost341702 with 22 non-filteredpointerstoregof which 12 non-duplicate)and
12 processecntriesat garbagecollectiontime. The copying costadwantageof FC-DOF is

89798words; the pointer/copy costratio would have to be over 19.4 for 2GYF to have the

overall advantage. Similar resultsobtainfor the larger block sizesof 214 (comparethe con-

figuration[14, 62, 3] of FC-DOF with configuration14, 62, 20,42] of 2GYF) and2'® (compare
[16,16,4] with [16,16,6,10]).

In benchmarkRichards (Tables6.5, p. 322and6.12,p. 370), we considerthe block size
210 pytes, and heapsize 20 blocks, or 5120 words. The bestconfigurationof FC-DOF is
[10,20, 8], with copying cost56758,with 30270non-filteredpointerstores(of which 29775
non-duplicate)and29686processe@ntriesat garbagecollectiontime. The rememberedet
uniontotal is 11354 thusthefiltering achiezesan overheadf 161%. The best2GYF config-
urationis [10,20,11, 9], with copying cost631920,with 3754 non-filteredpointer stores(of
which 1541non-duplicate)and1541processe@ntriesat garbagecollectiontime. The copy-
ing costadwantageof FC-DOF is 575162 ,andits pointermanagementisadwantages 28614
insertiong26021for non-duplicatesand28145processe@ntries.The pointer/copy costratio
would haveto beover20.1 for 2GYF to have the overalladvantage With twice aslargeblocks
(configurationg11,10,4] and[11,10,6,4]) the resultsare similar, andthe pointer/copy cost
ratio break-@enpointis 27.0.

Thesituationis somavhatdifferentfor Lambda-Fact5 (Tables6.4,p. 310and6.11,p. 354).
Recall that no collector worked much better than non-generationafor this benchmarkin
object-level simulationsof Section5.1, andthatdifferencesamongcollectorsweresmall. We
now look atblock size2? bytesandheapsize90 blocks,or 11520words. The bestconfigura-
tion of FC-DOF is [9, 90, 67], with copying cost134723with 21778non-filteredpointerstores

(of which 21769non-duplicate)and21087processe@ntriesat garbagecollectiontime. The
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rememberedetuniontotal is 4365,which meanghatfiltering is unusuallyinefficienthere at
anoverheadf 383%.Thebest2GYF configurationis [9, 90,67, 23], with copying cost158419,
with 801 non-filteredpointerstoreqof which 558non-duplicate)and557 processeeéntriesat
garbagecollectiontime. Thecopying costadwvantageof FC-DOF is 23696 but its disadwantage
is 20977insertiong(21211for non-duplicatesand20530processee@ntries.lt is sufficientfor
thepointer/copy costratioto beover 1.12 for 2GYF to have the overalladvantage.

Similarly, in Bloat-Bloat (Tables6.7, p. 327 and6.14, p. 376), we find that the copying
cost differencebetweenthe collectorsis very small, but the pointer managementostsare
noticeablyhigherfor FC-DOF. For instancewith a block sizeof 216, anda heapsize of 28
blocks,or 458752words, the bestconfigurationof FC-DOF is [16,28, 14], with copying cost
2308104and 387199non-filteredpointer stores,whereashe bestconfigurationof 2GYF is
[16,28,13,15], with copying cost2498540and33304non-filteredpointerstores.In this case
it is sufficientfor the pointer/copy costratio to be over 0.53 for 2GYF to have lower total cost.

In Toba (Tables6.8, p. 331 and6.15,p. 382), with 2'8-byte blocksanda heapsize of 40
blocks,thedifferencen copying costin favor of FC-DOF configuration16, 40,25 is 756188
words, and the differencein pointer costin favor of 2GYF configuration[16,40,23,17] is
288379perationsgiving a pointer/cojy costratio thresholdof 2.62.

BenchmarklavaBYTEmark standsout (Tables6.6, p. 326 and6.13,p. 375). We look at
block size 218 bytesand a heapsize of 6 blocks, or 393216words. One of the (tied) best
configurationsof FC-DOF is [18, 6, 3], with copying cost17634words,with 23 non-filtered
pointer stores(out of 49061 pointer stores),19 non-duplicate,and 19 processecntriesat
garbagecollectiontime. Thebest2GYF configurationis [18, 6,5, 1], with copying cost37842
words, with 135 non-filteredpointer stores(of which 102 non-duplicate)and 16 processed
entriesat garbagecollectiontime. Hereboth collectorshave negligible pointermanagement
costs but FC-DOF is better by morethanafactorof 2, with respecto copying cost.

A summaryof the break-@enratiosof pointeroperationcostto word-copying costis pre-

sentedin Figures6.1-6.11,pp. 389-394(at the end of this chapter),for all simulatedheap
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sizes,includingthe exemplarsdiscusse@bove. In thesegraphsthe horizontalaxisindicates
the heapsize (in words),andthe vertical axisindicatesthe break-&enratio, shovn on a log-

arithmic scale.Eachgraphcontainssereral datalines, onefor eachblock size. For example,
Figure6.1 hasthreelines, for block sizes2, 219, and2! words. If in animplementatiorthe
ratio of the costof apointeroperatiornto the perword costof copying is above thepointin the

graph,then2GYF hasa lower costoverallthanFC-DOF.

6.1.4 Additional obsewations

In additionto the comparisorbetweenFC-DOF and 2GYF, we canobsere a trade-of
betweencopying costand pointermaintenanceostin the configurationsof FC-DOF itself.
Considerfor instancethe configurationg16, 28 ] of benchmarkBloat-Bloat. As the size of
collectedregion is increasedrom 11 to 26 blocks, the copying costfirst briefly falls from
2.6-10° at11 blocksto theminimumof 2.3- 10° at 13 blocks(the configurationwe compared
against2GYF above), thenrisesto 5.4- 10° at 24 blocks, and briefly falls to 5.2- 10° at 26
blocks.Althoughthe copying costis notstrictly monotonancreasingit shavs aclearincreas-
ing trend. At the sametime, the“R.s. union” columnshavs a decreasingrend,from 106683
entriesin the rememberedetunionwith collectedregion of 11 blocks,down to 29426with
26 blocks. The actualprocessingcostsin the “R.s. proc” columnare alsonearlymonotone
decreasing.

An examinationof all the tabulatedresultsfor the FC-DOF collectorrevealsthatthereare
remarkablyfew duplicateentries:the valuesin the “W.b. add” columnarecloseto thosein
the“W.b. insert” column. Thereforejt is not essentiato eliminateduplicatesearlyin pointer
managementA simple sequentiaktorebuffer representationf the rememberedet, which
doesnotremove duplicatesmaybeadequate.

With the singlegenerationatememberedetof the 2GYF collector, the numberof dupli-
catesis significant:the valuesin the“W.b. add” columnaretypically well belov thosein the

“W.b. insert” column.Whentheproportionof duplicateentriesis large, it is worth eliminating
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themearlyandcheaplye.g.,by usingacard-markingwrite barrier with cardsflushedinto sets
withoutduplicates.

Sincethe proportionof pointerstoresretainedis higherin the FC-DOF collectorthanin
the 2GYF collector, the amountof auxiliary spaceneededor the rememberedetsis higher
which raisesthe concermaboutthe total memoryusageof the collector It turnsout, however,
thatthe spaceneededor rememberedetsis typically belov 2% of heapsize. In particular
assuminghat a rememberedetentry usesone word, the total size of rememberedetsfor
all heapblocksis 0.62%of total heapsize for StandardNonlInteractive (in the configuration
discusse@bove),0.49%for Richards, 1.38%for Bloat-Bloat, and1.02%for Toba. Therefore,
thespaceoverheadf pointermaintenancen FC-DOF is low.

Themeasuredaluesfor individual copying andpointertrackingoperationgSection3.2.5)
permitamoredetailedestimatiorof thetotal costof collection.However, ourtrace-basedim-
ulationdoesnot simulatestackcontentsandtherefore while its copying countsareaccurate,
it cannotmodelthe pointerscanningcounts:the numberof scannedgointersin to-spacehat
do not resultin objectcopying dependson the contentsof the stack. We canestablishHower
andupperlimits, however. Thelowerlimit correspond$o approximatelyoneduplicatepointer
per object, that one beingthe pointerto the classobject. The upperlimit correspondso all
wordsbeingduplicatepointers.We assumendividual operationcostsasin Section3.2.5,and,
for agivenheapsize,we allow eachcollectorto assumaets bestconfigurationwith respecto
thetotal costestimate.For the heapsizesasin the examplesdiscusse@bove, the lower and
upperbounddor theratiosof total processocyclesspenton garbagecollectionby 2GYF and
by DOF areasfollows: for benchmarkStandardNoninteractive, between2.66 and 3.28; for
benchmarlRichards, betweer8.84and5.70;for benchmarkambda-Fact5, betweerD.98and
1.04; for benchmarklavaBYTEmark, between2.16 and2.48; for benchmarkioba, between
0.98and1.08; for benchmarlkBloat-Bloat, between0.94 and0.98. Therefore,pointer man-
agementostsdo not significantly alter the qualitatve performanceelationshipbetweerthe

two collectorsthat we establishedvhenconsideringthe amountscopiedin Chapter5: DOF
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remainssignificantlybetterthan2GYF ononesetof benchmarksyhile notsignificantlyworse

than2GYF ontheremainingbenchmarks.

6.2 Methodsfor examiningthe dir ectionsof pointers in the heap

An evaluationof the costof remembered-sehaintenanc@rovidesus with raw numbers,
suchasthenumberof executedwrite-barrierchecksthe numberof processedemembered-set
entries,andan estimateof the time penaltyof theseoperations.Upon seeingthesenumbers,
we canassesshe effect of pointertrackingon differentcollectors,but we areat a lossabout
the origins of the effect. Justasit is necessaryo recognizewhere(in which region of the
heap)the high copying costwasincurred,it is necessaryo recognizewhee in the heapthe
pointertrackingcostsarise if we areto understanéndremedythesituation.Our purposes to

establislguantitatve measurementsheretheliteraturesofar providesspeculatre statements.

6.2.1 Pointer storesin the ideal heap

We begin with anexaminationof pointerstoredirectionsin anabsolutesensewithoutref-
erenceo a specificcollectionalgorithm,assumingnsteadthatthe heapis perfectlycollected,
aswe did for the heapprofilesin Section5.4.3. For eachnon-null pointerstore,we notethe
heappositionof both the pointersourceandthe pointertarget. Recallthatthe heapposition
of anobjectis expressedasthe distancefrom the youngendof the heap,i.e., the amountof
datathatwasallocatedsincethat objectwasallocatedandis still live. We definepointerdis-
tanceasthedifferencebetweerthe heappositionof the pointertargetandthe heappositionof
the pointersource.Hence the distanceas positive for youngerto-olderpointers,andnegative
for olderto-youngerpointers. Aggregatingover all stores the distribution of the positionsis
shavn in Figures6.12—6.25 pp. 395-408(at the end of this chapter). Eachfigure contains
threeplots: (a) a histogramof the distribution of heappositionsof pointersources{b) a his-
togramof thedistribution of heappositionsof pointertargets;and(c) acumulative distribution

graphfor pointerdistancesnddirections.
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The pointer sourcehistogramsfor all programshave a peakin the low positions,the
youngesbbjects.A majority of pointerstoresareinto the mostrecentlyallocatedobjects.We
emphasizehatthe histogramexcludesnull pointerstores thereforethe default initializations
of pointerfieldsto the null pointerdo not skew thedistribution. Only the actualinitializations
by assignmenarereflectedn thehistogram.Thepointertarget distributionsalsoexhibit sharp
peaksfor theyoungesbbjects,andindeedthefactthatpointerdistancesrevery shortmeans
thatthe sourceandtargetdistributionsmustbe similar. Thusa majority of pointersarefrom
oneobjectin theyoungespartof the heapto another

We now understandhatthe generationalvrite barrierworkswell becauséor mostpointer
stores,boththe sourceandthe targetarein the youngesigenerationandthusthe storeneed
not be recorded.The putatve explanation,that olderto-youngerpointersarerarerelative to
youngerto-olderpointers,s neithertrue (asthe pointerdistancegraphsshaw, bothdirections
arecommon) nor relevant.

Two programswith exceptionalbehaior are Swim and Tomcatv; they have secondary
peaksof the pointer sourcedistribution amongthe oldestobjects. Both of theseprograms
usea commonimplementatiorof floating-pointmatrices.A floating-pointvaluein Smalltalk
is notrepresentedsanimmediateregistervalue,becausehe necessaryag bit(s) would both
limit precisionandrequireexpensve corversionsto the hardware floating-pointformat. In-
stead,a level of indirectionis used,and eachfloating-pointvalueis allocatedin the heap.
Computatiorcreatesew floating-pointobjectsandupdateghe elementf a matrix to point
tothem.Sincethematrixitselfis allocatedearlyin programexecution,computatiorproduces
streamof old-to-nev pointerstoresThis peculiarityof the Smalltalkfloating-pointrepresenta-
tion, andsimilar situationswith frequentlyupdateddatastructuresvith boxedrepresentations
in generalandtheir interactionwith the write barrier have beennotedbefore[Wilson, 1990;

Chambers1992;Wilson, 1992]asa potentialproblemfor the generationalvrite barriet
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6.2.2 Pointer storesand remembeked setsin age-basedollectors

We now examinethe pointerdistributionsthatariseasa resultof theexecutionof particular
collectionalgorithms. Our frame of referencds an age-orderedheap,dividedinto blocksof
equalsize. Theheappositionof theyoungesblock (i.e., the currentallocationblock) is num-
bered0, andolderblocksaregiven successie numbers.We areinterestedn the distribution
of pointertrackingeventsby heapposition.In otherwords,we areinterestedhaving obsenred
the positionaldistribution with anideally collectedheap,in ary biasthatthe actualcollection
schemantroduces.

The resulting pointer sourceand target distributions are shavn in plots (a)—(d) of Fig-
ures6.26—6.31,pp. 409-414 for the benchmarksand their configurationsdiscussedn the
precedingSection6.1.3.Plots(a) and(c) ontheleft reflectall non-nullpointerstoreswhereas
plots (b) and(d) on the right reflectonly thosestoresnot eliminatedby filtering, i.e., those
insertednto rememberedets.Plots(a) and(b) shav the histogramof positionsof the pointer
sourcewhereagplots(c) and(d) shawv the histogramof positionsof the pointertarget.

Additionally, the bottomplots (e) of Figures6.26—6.31shaw the positionaldistribution of
therememberedetentrieschoserfor processingtgarbagecollectiontime.

Theplots (a) and(c) shav the samepatternsasthe correspondingplots (a) and(b) for the
perfectlycollectedheapin the precedingsection. Therefore the FC-DOF collector owing to
its regularfull sweepsgdoesnot maintainlarge quantitiesof uncollected“tenured”) garbage,
which, if presentwould visibly distortthe distribution relative to the perfectlycollectedheap.

Of greateinterests thedistribution of heappositionamongthe non-filteledpointerstores,
in plots (b) and (d). First note that the absolutenumbersare much smaller sincefiltering
eliminatesmostpointerstores.

A majority of the non-filteredstoresstill have their sourcein theyoungesblock (position
0). Thenon-filteredtargetsin the youngesblock arefew, becaus®f the block-localfiltering.
However, therearemary targetstailing off from block 1 towardsolderblocks—thedirectional

filter could not eliminatethe pointersfrom block 0 into theseolderblocks. In Lambda-Fact5
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thereis alsoalarge numberof pointerswith sourcein block 0 andtargetamongthevery oldest
objects.

Whena filter cannoteliminatea pointerstore,it insertsit into the rememberedetof the
targetblock. Thus,mostpointersareinsertedinto the rememberedetsof blocksat low po-
sitions (but not position0). However, sometime elapsedetweenthe pointer storeandthe
timewhenthetargetblockbecomegpartof the collectedregion of acollection,andduringthat
time the block agesandmovestowardhigherheappositions.Thereforejn the distribution of
heappositionsof processedememberedetentries the peakis in themiddleor higher(older)
regions. In Lambda-Fact5, for instancejust the oldestof the 90 blocksaccountdor 30% of
all processedememberedetentries(Figure 6.29(e),p. 412). Recallthat the oldestblocks
containpermanentata(Figure5.271,p. 258), hencecollectionsimmediatelyfollowing the
resettingof the window not only incur a high copying cost,but alsoa high pointerprocessing
cost.

BenchmarkJavaBYTEmark is an exception: the filtering is so successfuthat very few
pointersremainnon-filtered,and, with their numberso small, it is not warrantedto discuss

their positionaldistribution.

6.3 Method for evaluating the collection start-up cost

In additionto the copying costof collection,which is directly relatedto the efficiency of
thecollectorin finding low-survival regions,andtheremembered-s@haintenanceost,which
is relatedto the ability of the collectorto approximatehe structureof the uncollectedregion
safelyandcheaplythereareothercoststhatareincurredon every collection.

First, thereis a directoverheadof switchingsystemactity from the mutatorto the col-
lector. This overheaddependsn the implementatiordetails. In someimplementationsthe
collectionis triggeredby a pagefault on accessing protectedpagepastthe endof the avail-
ablenurseryspacepr it mayinvolve saving architecturaktatebecause¢he mutatoris written

in a differentlanguagdrom the garbagecollectoritself, andin thesecaseghe start-upmay
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be costly. Onthe otherhand,this directoverheads minimalin virtual machineimplementa-
tions. Thechangeof programfocusfrom the mutatorto thecollectoralsohasanadwerseeffect
on referencdocality—the performancef the instructioncache and possiblythe datacache,
degrades.

Secondeachcollectionrequiresestablishingheglobalroots. Thesearefoundin theregis-
ters(machineor virtual) andin thestack(if theimplementatiorusesanexplicit stack).Whether
this taskis a largefraction of total garbagecollectioncostdepend®n theimplementationin
thecaseof anexplicit stack hastheimplementatiorprovidedstackmapsin aform thatpermits
efficientstackscannindDiwanetal., 1992]?

The costof stackscannings not directly dependenof the garbagecollectionalgorithm
thatis subsequentlgmployed. However, the costof onestackscandepend®n the stackstate
(how mary activationrecordghereareonthestack),hencet depend®nthemomentatwhich
it is examined. Sincedifferentcollectoralgorithmsresultin differentmomentsof collector
invocation,thereis anindirectdependencef total scanningcoston collectionalgorithm,be-
yond the merenumberof invocations,but with mary invocationsspreadover the execution,
with someavhatasynchronoupointsof collection,this additionaldependences probablyvery
weak.

In summarythereis a certainfixed costto be paidfor eachcollectorinvocation.If we are
primarily concernedvith thetotal runningtime of the program thenwe mustbe carefulin the
choiceof the garbagecollectionalgorithmlestit causetoo mary collectorinvocations. For
mary programswe found that the lowestcopying costsare obtainedwith smallercollected
regionsor smallernurseriesand consequentlyvith larger numbersof collectorinvocations.
Clearly, whensomerathedargenumberis reachedStefanovic andMoss,1994],theinvocation

costswill dominate.

!In the caseof a stackhiddenwithin the heap,stackscannings implicitly accomplishediuringthe Cheng
scanphaseof garbagecollection,soit is difficult to isolatethe stackscanningcost.
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If, on the otherhand,the primary consideratioris that of minimizing pausetimes, then
the invocationcostrepresents fixed componenthat cannotbe avoided. Sincethis costis
independenof the collectionalgorithm, exceptas mentionedabove, it is still appropriateto

chooseanalgorithmthatminimizesthe othercosts.

6.3.1 Results

Theinvocationcostis shavn in Figures6.32—6.135pp. 415-459.Theverticalaxisshavs
thenumberof collectorinvocationgelativeto thenon-generationalollector (This permitsus
to usethe samescalefor all plotsfor agivenbenchmark.)As before the horizontalaxisin the
FC plotsgivesthe sizeof the collectedregion expressedsthe fractiong of heapsize. In the
GYF plots,the horizontalaxis givesthe sizeof the nurseryasafractionof heapsize.

A veryregularpatternemepes for all benchmarksandall heapsizes:whenthesizeof the
collectedregion (or nurserysize)is closeto thefull heapsize,thebehaior is non-generational
andtherelative invocationcountis closeto 1; but asthesizeof thecollectedregion decreases,
theinvocationcountincreasesThis resultis intuitively clear:theamountof garbagdoundby
acollectioncannotbe largerthanthe sizeof the collectedregion, thusthe numberof collector
invocationamustrise asthereciprocalof thatsize,if we ignorefor amomentthe influenceof

thatsizeon the proportionof survivors.

6.4 Summary

We have shavn that pointermaintenanceostsin a generationatollector are very low,
confirming pastresearch.The analysisof pointer storesrevealsthat the explanationlies in
thelocationof storedpointers(in recentlyallocateddata)andnotin the temporaldirectionof
pointers(youngerto-olderor olderto-younger).

TheFC-DOF collector, becausét collectssmallerregionsin all partsof the heap,incursa
considerabhhigherpointermaintenanceost,bothin the highernumberof pointerstoreshat

mustberecordedatruntime (evenatfterefficientfiltering), andin thehigh numberof incoming
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pointersprocesseat garbagecollectiontime. Our trade-of analysissuggestshatthe copying
costadvantageof DOF outweighsthe pointer costdisadwantagefor several testedprograms,
but thefinal verdictmustawait a full implementation.

Let us note, however, that the focus of our study on the applicationof collectorsto the
entire heapprecludedan investigationof the spaceof older (mature)objectsonly, in which
thedistributionsof pointerstoresaswell asthedistribution of lifetimesis lessfavorableto the
generationabpproach(to the extentthatthis canbe plausiblyinferredfrom obsenationsof
relatively longerlivedobjectsin our programs).Moreover, it canbe argued,pendingfurther
measurementshat, with rememberedet costshaving alreadybeenabsorbedn the mature
objectspacdHudsonandMoss,1992],deferredolderfirst becomes collectionpolicy worth
exploring. It is adifferentpolicy from thetrain algorithm[HudsonandMoss,1992;Seligmann
andGrarup,1995];in particular it doesnot guaranteg@eclamatiorof arbitrarycycles.Onthe
otherhand,thetrain algorithmleavescertainpromotiondecisiongor objectsmoved out of a
train underspecifiedywhereadocality (for the purposeof exploiting key objectopportunism
[Hayes,1991])is suggestedsa criterionfor makingthesedecisiongthus: moving anobject

closeto theobjectthatkeepst live by pointingto it), ageis a permissiblecriterionaswell.
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Table 6.2. Costsof block FC-DOF for StandardNonlInteractive

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert | W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 12 10| 98850 301 2668 2662 2645 371
9 14 6 20028 304 693 674 666 358
9 14 7 26720 269 1022 1005 986 440
9 14 9 81824 269 2333 2318 2292 592
9 14 10| 80452 250 2365 2342 2322 474
9 14 12| 73403 222 1705 1699 1686 234
9 17 6 14719 296 704 675 662 406
9 17 7 15403 255 623 597 584 343
9 17 8 14888 222 621 600 591 306
9 17 9 17476 201 608 593 572 219
9 17 10| 19831 182 758 744 738 236
9 17 11| 25396 171 897 881 875 465
9 17 12| 56139 182 1751 1733 1720 431
9 17 13| 56103 172 1375 1369 1315 179
9 17 14| 56389 167 1505 1500 1483 171
9 17 15| 53896 159 1394 1391 1375 190
9 17 16| 51752 152 1007 1006 996 25
9 21 6 9878 288 640 607 582 329
9 21 7 9729 247 598 567 553 301
9 21 8 10506 217 575 544 534 262
9 21 9 10585 193 531 509 453 232
9 21 11| 11634 159 514 499 486 282
9 21 12| 13141 147 607 589 571 328
9 21 13| 14320 137 517 504 497 227
9 21 14| 15793 128 504 495 490 162
9 21 16| 39201 125 1005 998 950 228
9 21 17| 39948 122 1062 1056 1047 198
9 21 18| 38121 117 834 833 821 164
9 21 19| 37421 113 724 723 707 41
9 25 14 3902 418 688 648 615 392
9 25 5 4456 335 678 637 614 395
9 25 7 5563 241 668 630 601 308
9 25 8 7085 213 582 547 529 237
9 25 10 7141 170 562 531 514 239
9 25 11 8247 156 503 478 469 226
9 25 13 8773 132 426 410 397 212
9 25 14 8506 123 386 374 361 222
9 25 16 9578 108 368 364 347 187
9 25 17| 10837 103 340 333 320 122
9 25 18| 12331 97 429 424 411 164
9 25 20| 30557 96 832 828 812 179
9 25 21| 31288 94 859 854 804 137
9 25 22| 31622 92 849 845 838 122
9 25 23| 30533 89 694 688 675 47
9 25 24| 30304 87 615 612 598 74
9 30 3 2246 550 664 623 595 444
9 30 4 2389 413 669 628 602 369
9 30 6 3519 278 678 640 619 360

continuedon next page
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Table 6.2. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 30 38 3210 208 658 619 599 246
9 30 10 3953 167 648 609 589 285
9 30 12 3827 139 555 522 505 198
9 30 13 3594 128 544 515 493 201
9 30 15 4885 112 482 458 445 241
9 30 17 7070 100 423 403 385 222
9 30 19 6247 89 289 279 272 166
9 30 20 8405 86 373 363 299 147
9 30 22 9205 78 227 218 209 120
9 30 24 9733 72 191 187 174 82
9 30 26| 23200 72 540 534 526 128
9 30 27| 24382 71 553 550 542 52
9 30 28| 23502 70 471 470 465 92
9 30 29| 24267 69 444 444 438 22
9 37 3 1621 546 683 642 611 462
9 37 6 1495 273 679 638 601 344
9 37 8 1486 205 682 641 603 254
9 37 10 1464 164 673 632 597 273
9 37 12 1560 137 672 631 598 225
9 37 14 2177 118 626 590 568 222
9 37 17 2317 97 496 468 451 152
9 37 19 2887 87 428 405 389 147
9 37 21 3155 79 372 355 336 164
9 37 23 3760 72 280 269 265 109
9 37 25 4376 67 228 218 206 118
9 37 27 5138 62 158 152 147 80
9 37 30 7571 57 273 270 259 147
9 37 31 8662 55 261 256 246 78
9 37 33| 17392 55 398 396 391 71
9 37 34| 18962 55 468 467 454 54
9 37 35| 18851 54 469 467 451 43
9 37 36| 18994 53 382 382 370 22
9 45 4 1492 407 698 657 610 383
9 45 7 1465 233 698 657 608 345
9 45 9 1376 181 698 657 607 297
9 45 12 1356 136 697 656 604 243
9 45 15 1405 109 665 625 588 331
9 45 18 1314 91 658 620 591 191
9 45 20 1349 82 605 569 547 183
9 45 23 1277 71 501 472 438 131
9 45 26 1484 63 362 343 320 109
9 45 28 2632 59 329 313 301 144
9 45 31 3011 53 279 272 256 114
9 45 33 3707 50 186 181 170 65
9 45 36 5089 47 124 118 108 35
9 45 38 6551 44 225 221 214 70
9 45 40| 14201 44 299 296 284 87
9 45 41| 14880 44 345 342 329 29

continuedon next page
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Table 6.2. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 45 42| 14768 43 326 323 320 53
9 45 43| 13976 42 272 272 264 48
9 54 2 1777 811 719 678 631 537
9 54 5 1508 324 717 676 629 428
9 54 8 1440 203 723 682 629 289
9 54 11 1414 148 714 673 623 278
9 54 15 1387 108 693 653 601 346
9 54 18 1288 90 692 652 603 201
9 54 21 1279 78 688 648 615 186
9 54 24 1235 68 668 629 588 141
9 54 28 1237 58 514 483 448 133
9 54 31 1267 53 414 393 366 135
9 54 34 1546 48 291 276 251 94
9 54 37 1556 44 222 211 195 80
9 54 40 2654 41 212 204 193 104
9 54 43 3743 39 116 113 97 48
9 54 46 6161 37 108 104 82 27
9 54 48 6683 35 152 151 143 78
9 54 50| 11511 35 255 253 245 63
9 54 51| 12149 35 303 301 285 20
9 54 52| 11703 34 243 241 195 11

10 6 5 94809 294 1854 1851 1833 372

10 7 6 71219 217 1081 1073 1061 154

10 9 4 12907 214 517 500 495 360

10 9 5 17226 175 491 479 468 207

10 9 6 51354 170 1074 1062 1061 389

100 9 7 50572 153 1049 1041 1030 255

10 9 8| 47608 142 808 806 791 67

10 11 3 8530 278 603 582 565 388

10 11 4 8571 209 519 496 491 330

10 11 5 9271 168 435 422 417 294

10 11 6 11251 141 419 408 397 242

10 11 7 13004 122 374 367 359 246

10 11 8 35565 119 799 796 786 195

10 11 9 36631 111 650 647 634 140

10 11 10| 36273 105 604 603 594 156

10 13 3 4236 272 531 504 502 315

10 13 4 5581 205 546 517 504 287

10 13 5 6553 165 563 538 528 310

10 13 6 6637 138 446 428 427 263

10 13 7 7851 119 305 293 291 160

10 13 8 6745 103 347 344 293 170

10 13 9 9446 93 288 285 237 148

10 13 10| 27375 91 473 470 461 149

10 13 11 || 28988 87 616 615 609 180

10 13 12 || 28514 83 501 500 487 130

10 15 3 2557 269 557 529 513 332

10 15 4 3302 203 590 564 551 322

continuedon next page
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Table 6.2. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 15 5 3311 162 566 541 528 281
10 15 6 3607 135 548 525 515 241
10 15 7 3374 116 398 378 372 227
10 15 8 4807 102 313 302 301 191
10 15 9 6164 92 267 261 252 152
10 15 10 7375 83 238 230 215 148
10 15 11 9205 76 320 313 306 184
10 15 12 || 23645 75 491 485 474 143
10 15 13| 23797 71 420 418 416 82
10 15 14 || 24146 69 440 439 426 58
10 19 2 1820 400 585 557 534 425
10 19 3 1591 266 589 561 534 358
10 19 4 1602 200 591 563 533 311
10 19 5 1570 160 587 559 528 278
10 19 6 1520 133 583 555 524 236
10 19 7 1432 114 550 525 509 244
10 19 9 1782 89 415 395 389 163
10 19 10 2988 81 339 321 313 157
10 19 11 2912 73 290 278 256 131
10 19 12 4234 68 256 248 242 130
10 19 13 4377 63 217 209 206 134
10 19 14 6130 59 245 239 236 143
10 19 15 5266 55 132 130 129 73
10 19 16| 16607 54 279 278 275 76
10 19 17| 18372 53 473 469 455 157
10 19 18| 18033 51 299 297 296 57
10 23 2 1798 398 602 574 540 434
10 23 3 1569 265 605 577 539 366
10 23 5 1524 159 607 579 538 295
10 23 6 1474 133 608 580 547 259
10 23 8 1465 100 584 557 540 216
10 23 9 1462 89 568 541 527 194
10 23 10 1388 80 540 515 501 187
10 23 12 1717 67 401 385 372 124
10 23 13 1915 62 315 304 296 119
10 23 14 1306 57 274 262 256 136
10 23 16 2822 50 159 155 147 80
10 23 17 4219 48 111 107 101 56
10 23 18 4546 45 176 170 170 89
10 23 20| 13522 43 255 251 241 113
10 23 21| 13615 41 311 310 310 101
10 23 22| 13359 40 191 190 184 19
10 27 2 1788 396 623 595 560 454
10 27 4 1538 198 630 602 560 344
10 27 6 1452 132 630 602 557 272
10 27 7 1340 113 598 571 539 275
10 27 9 1366 88 589 562 535 208
10 27 11 1326 72 582 556 531 193
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Table 6.2. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 27 12 1294 66 572 547 523 148
10 27 14 1204 57 433 413 402 151
10 27 15 1305 53 351 336 322 128
10 27 17 1319 47 257 244 236 109
10 27 18 1614 44 210 201 195 95
10 27 20 2601 40 187 181 169 114
10 27 22 4323 37 186 181 171 100
10 27 23 4753 35 231 229 216 141
10 27 24| 10737 35 230 228 224 97
10 27 25| 11380 34 218 218 216 63
10 27 26| 11676 34 159 159 155 17
11 4 3 65841 206 867 857 806 441
11 5 3| 48669 166 776 765 762 341
11 5 4| 44080 135 472 470 470 232
11 6 2 6708 206 385 374 372 297
11 6 3 9426 139 397 387 379 291
11 6 4 35048 117 666 663 657 329
11 6 5 33374 102 289 286 286 177
11 7 2 3504 202 403 393 386 278
11 7 3 4999 136 346 336 336 221
11 7 4 6905 103 251 249 247 196
11 7 5 28399 91 504 501 501 245
11 7 6 26087 80 358 356 352 114
11 8 2 2119 200 421 407 378 271
117 8 3 2951 134 380 370 359 204
11 8 4 4086 101 283 280 272 191
11 8 5 6241 82 136 134 130 94
117 8 6 21036 73 346 343 337 151
11 8 7 22735 67 272 270 268 69
11 10 2 1392 198 446 432 393 294
11 10 3 1372 132 445 431 392 241
11 10 4 1290 99 410 398 379 171
11 10 5 2137 80 269 263 258 138
11 10 6 3129 67 157 154 149 102
11 10 7 4339 58 123 122 122 94
11 10 8 14946 53 107 107 103 51
11 10 9 16282 50 83 83 82 39
11 12 2 1392 197 468 454 413 314
11 12 3 1352 132 447 433 410 259
11 12 4 1282 99 437 424 401 191
11 12 5 1258 79 414 402 383 160
11 12 6 1236 66 314 307 294 139
11 12 7 1470 57 236 229 227 146
11 12 8 2622 50 143 139 138 74
11 12 9 3653 45 128 127 126 91
11 12 10| 12324 42 152 151 151 80
11 12 11 || 13546 40 110 110 109 46
11 14 2 1366 196 482 468 415 320
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Table 6.2. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
11 14 3 1352 131 464 450 424 276
11 14 4 1268 98 457 444 407 207
11 14 5 1258 79 447 434 411 180
11 14 6 1228 66 441 429 408 161
11 14 7 1217 56 355 345 316 157
11 14 8 1154 49 287 278 254 104
11 14 9 1655 44 178 175 174 98
11 14 10 2531 40 126 121 120 85
11 14 11 3763 37 91 91 85 59
11 14 12 9620 34 140 137 129 78
11 14 13| 11007 33 84 83 81 56
12 3 2 37115 118 276 275 275 275
12 4 2 5110 101 272 267 260 209
12 4 3 23469 74 232 228 227 225
12 5 2 1429 99 298 291 285 184
12 5 3 4417 67 175 173 169 164
12 5 4 17690 54 151 150 148 147
12 6 2 1342 99 327 319 310 208
12 6 3 1232 66 204 200 198 116
12 6 4 3679 50 113 112 112 71
12 6 5 13746 42 127 127 127 125
12 7 2 1320 98 347 339 321 219
12 7 3 1210 66 324 316 311 141
12 7 4 1295 49 176 174 167 119
12 7 5 2375 40 108 108 108 99
12 7 6 11784 35 213 212 212 212
13 3 2 17281 54 250 248 248 247
13 4 2 1223 49 144 139 135 131
13 4 3 10752 34 187 185 177 177
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Table 6.3. Costsof block FC-DOF for HeapSim

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b.insert| W.b.add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
13 56 48 || 5327558| 134 229815| 229769 225707 75
13 56 50 || 4878471| 123 211206| 211162 207048 71
13 56 52 || 4603637| 116 198078| 198034| 193762 65
13 56 53 || 4440427| 112 191022| 190978| 187058 63
13 56 54 || 4274724| 108 184076| 184032| 179898 63
13 68 6 529350|| 341 10125 9204 7274 2528
13 68 10 588982|| 208 13767 12846 10113 2744
13 68 14 668317 151 17993 17199 14666 2795
13 68 18 832717 122 27313 26514 22811 3977
13 68 22 || 1345262| 112 51121 50337 46630 7659
13 68 27 || 2168396| 107 87428 86892 83335 10645
13 68 31 || 2194904 96 90304 89751 85921 7255
13 68 35 || 3250597 98 136637 | 136084 | 132424 9942
13 68 39 || 3570427 99 149910| 149362| 145490 4543
13 68 43 || 3532656 95 151487 | 150949| 146974 1981
13 68 46 || 3343271 89 142525| 141987|| 137756 700
13 68 50 || 3128299 82 133954| 133910|| 129392 52
13 68 54 || 2873891 75 121245| 121201 117114 48
13 68 58| 2697368 69 113692| 113650|| 109466 45
13 68 60 || 2587184 66 109339| 109297|| 105317 43
13 68 63 || 2484252 63 104596| 104565|| 100311 42
13 68 64 || 2403352 62 102571| 102540 98539 40
13 68 65 || 2409081 61 103261| 103230 99108 41
13 68 66 || 2326937 60 99026 98960 94853 40
13 83 7 421530|| 283 7670 6730 5229 1802
13 83 12 418704 165 9241 8423 5764 1236
13 83 17 502316 119 12889 12071 9258 1545
13 83 22 497638 92 14342 13524 10105 1584
13 83 27 580774 77 18915 18362 14538 1557
13 83 32 655284 66 22787 22234 18286 1762
13 83 37 895854 60 32883 32335 28315 2132
13 83 42 || 1208816 57 49085 48537 44685 1676
13 83 47 || 1918684 60 79729 79683 75683 47
13 83 52 || 1869868 55 76792 76748 72232 42
13 83 56 || 1904614 53 79547 79503 75356 40
13 83 61 || 1798912 49 75354 75323 70722 37
13 83 66 | 1773195 47 72834 72809 68653 34
13 83 71 || 1676040 44 67654 67636 63125 32
13 83 74 || 1650759 42 67342 67324 63743 31
13 83 76 || 1572842 41 66925 66907 62993 31
13 83 78| 1635741 41 67429 67411 63417 30
13 83 79 || 1548874 40 61941 61923 58077 29
13 83 80 || 1554664 40 63290 63283 58785 20
13 101 9 331754|| 213 6587 5727 3896 1375
13 101 15 331560 128 7359 6621 3975 1079
13 101 21 333382 92 7590 6852 4111 1090
13 101 27 413435 73 9948 9456 6908 855
13 101 33 411742 60 11566 11074 7285 782
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Table 6.3. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
13 101 39 492751 52 14677 14185 10231 846
13 101 45 486986 45 14810 14318 10319 905
13 101 52 638726 40 22554 22554 17191 226
13 101 58 873771 38 32773 32773 29127 29
13 101 64| 1169229 37 46766 46766 42974 25
13 101 69 || 1287495 36 51013 51013 47110 22
13 101 75| 1269543 34 50473 50473 46656 19
13 101 81| 1236771 32 51036 51036 47323 18
13 101 86| 1224301 31 49283 49283 45273 16
13 101 90 || 1202810 30 49002 49002 45104 14
13 101 93| 1122663 29 46960 46960 41948 14
13 101 95| 1180671 29 47195 47195 43382 14
13 101 96 || 1184501 29 48290 48290 44716 15
13 101 97 || 1095749 28 43952 43952 39771 14
13 123 4 262984 465 4645 3731 3297 1628
13 123 11 323488 172 6681 5821 4267 1403
13 123 18 323284 105 7535 6797 4506 980
13 123 26 323098 73 8895 8403 4627 539
13 123 33 325582 58 8152 7660 4847 551
13 123 41 327370 47 9488 8996 4783 681
13 123 48 324917 40 7788 7788 3812 77
13 123 55 405206 36 12158 12158 7759 240
13 123 63 398933 31 12113 12113 7417 192
13 123 70 477079 29 15965 15965 11683 24
13 123 77 535990 26 20078 20078 16137 20
13 123 84 838665 26 33417 33417 28955 18
13 123 91 900843 25 34462 34462 31190 15
13 123 98 941868 24 35447 35447 31789 14
13 123 105 928914 23 36702 36702 32423 12
13 123 109 902469 22 35888 35888 31958 12
13 123 113 913267 22 36972 36972 32766 12
13 123 116 880675 21 33190 33190 29506 11
13 123 117 882820 21 33127 33127 29888 11
13 123 119 887955 21 34990 34990 30754 11
13 150 4 235342 455 4616 3702 2989 1543
13 150 13 236684 140 5150 4412 2755 884
13 150 22 238944 83 5828 5090 2725 1034
13 150 31 240390 59 5762 5270 2269 494
13 150 40 270026 46 7484 6992 4671 712
13 150 49 311629 38 8344 8344 5361 161
13 150 58 310068 32 9080 9080 5258 74
13 150 67 313274 28 7798 7798 4697 42
13 150 76 317015 25 8711 8711 4642 127
13 150 86 397160 23 12786 12786 7864 20
13 150 94 392270 21 12771 12771 8720 18
13 150 102 451379 19 13099 13099 10465 15
13 150 111 602409 19 20151 20151 15649 12
13 150 120 715389 18 27360 27360 23323 10
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Table 6.3. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
13 150 127 698011 17 29014 29014 24914 10
13 150 133 687710 17 24386 24386 19714 9
13 150 138 682529 16 27022 27022 23593 9
13 150 141 658355 16 24383 24383 19985 8
13 150 143 662166 16 25583 25583 21097 7
13 150 145 666004 16 26918 26918 22626 8
13 182 5 218646 356 4614 3700 2948 1506
13 182 16 221298 112 5202 4464 2724 789
13 182 27 221454 66 5377 4885 2388 447
13 182 38 224282 47 6342 5850 2382 579
13 182 49 228770 37 5597 5597 1648 34
13 182 60 228854 30 6175 6175 1464 28
13 182 71 237158 26 6485 6485 1235 25
13 182 82 307481 23 8553 8553 6168 122
13 182 93 304693 20 8461 8461 5748 37
13 182 104 305546 18 9321 9321 5238 17
13 182 115 300217 16 8737 8737 5161 15
13 182 124 385192 16 13160 13160 9014 13
13 182 135 365004 14 10807 10807 7837 11
13 182 146 504015 14 16857 16857 12244 9
13 182 155 548267 13 22566 22566 18841 8
13 182 162 539117 13 20255 20255 16776 7
13 182 167 545998 13 20653 20653 16221 7
13 182 171 508107 12 16674 16674 12150 6
13 182 174 511535 12 19287 19287 14996 6
13 182 175 512429 12 14577 14577 10903 6
13 222 7 199978 248 4456 3596 2834 1252
13 222 20 202424 87 5053 4315 2668 949
13 222 33 205140 53 5425 4933 2349 517
13 222 47 204892 37 5085 5085 1659 36
13 222 60 206750 29 5825 5825 1647 27
13 222 73 210396 24 6116 6116 1601 24
13 222 87 211360 20 6851 6851 1419 20
13 222 100 221162 18 7174 7174 1203 18
13 222 113 224604 16 7277 7277 913 16
13 222 127 222393 14 6888 6888 629 13
13 222 140 290073 13 7703 7703 6128 12
13 222 151 286996 12 9325 9325 5869 10
13 222 164 283598 11 10095 10095 5006 9
13 222 178 357878 11 10878 10878 7369 8
13 222 189 399981 10 13202 13202 9945 6
13 222 197 408207 10 16842 16842 10732 6
13 222 204 | 466652 10 16451 16451 12950 5
13 222 209 451551 10 15611 15611 12263 5
13 222 212 453891 10 17300 17300 14135 3
13 222 214 455336 10 15654 15654 12373 5
13 270 8 179142 209 4356 3496 2772 1126
13 270 24 181040 70 4503 4011 2291 406
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Table 6.3. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
13 270 40 183696 42 5207 4715 2276 601
13 270 57 187684 30 5005 5005 1620 30
13 270 73 186344 23 5668 5668 1576 23
13 270 89 190224 19 5995 5995 1572 19
13 270 105 190834 16 6667 6667 1499 15
13 270 121 194878 14 6913 6913 1320 14
13 270 138 210132 13 7246 7246 1055 13
13 270 154 199616 11 7363 7363 752 11
13 270 170 203188 10 7003 7003 540 10
13 270 184 280703 10 9740 9740 6684 9
13 270 200 273859 9 9693 9693 6172 8
13 270 216 263844 8 9200 9200 5927 7
13 270 229 273585 8 9587 9587 5108 6
13 270 240 335381 8 13085 13085 8045 4
13 270 248 392686 8 16898 16898 11479 5
13 270 254 397683 8 12546 12546 9841 4
13 270 258 382987 8 16627 16627 10102 4
13 270 260 356163 7 12586 12586 9538 3
14 28 24 || 5550430 138 204080| 204034| 200590 75
14 28 25 || 5054931 127 184323 | 184279 180576 69
14 28 26 || 4686691 118 170751| 170707 167123 69
14 28 27 || 4358808 110 159056| 159012 155314 64
14 34 5 645248 210 10407 9492 8243 3174
14 34 7 754665 154 14781 13985 11779 3275
14 34 9 918166 125 21572 20771 17977 4375
14 34 23| 3396793 90 125453 | 124915 121170 700
14 34 25| 3123537 82 113742 113698 109997 51
14 34 27 || 2868354 75 105154| 105110 101446 49
14 34 29| 2696212 70 100025 99983 96481 46
14 34 30| 2584574 67 93413 93371 89592 43
14 34 31| 2560361 65 91205 91174 87359 41
14 34 32| 2396401 62 85477 85446 81935 41
14 34 33| 2321905 60 84661 84636 81254 40
14 42 6 418586 165 6079 5258 3848 1231
14 42 9 499816 112 8744 7923 6043 1544
14 42 11 497767 92 8286 7465 5577 1573
14 42 14 578612 74 13443 12890 10120 1756
14 42 16 655663 66 16151 15598 12969 1619
14 42 19 980222 60 28627 28079 24961 2098
14 42 21 || 1208610 57 40001 39453 36071 1677
14 42 24 || 1909889 59 68207 68161 64563 46
14 42 26 || 1871502 55 65784 65740 62234 42
14 42 29 || 1831696 51 65338 65296 61615 38
14 42 31 || 1776685 48 61938 61907 58209 36
14 42 34 || 1692207 45 58128 58110 54792 32
14 42 36 || 1679846 43 59304 59286 55438 32
14 42 37 || 1651400 42 58429 58411 54520 32
14 42 39 || 1545659 40 55238 55220 51481 29
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Table 6.3. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
14 42 40 || 1551810 39 54678 54671 50834 23
14 51 5 331998 192 4510 3656 2572 1334
14 51 8 330962 120 4650 3910 2560 880
14 51 11 330793 87 5332 4592 2611 1156
14 51 14 411850 70 7655 7163 4885 841
14 51 17 410324 58 8211 7719 4898 706
14 51 20 488486 50 11328 10836 8088 834
14 51 23 485034 44 10295 9803 6778 829
14 51 26 638147 40 16715 16715 13649 222
14 51 29 786953 37 23931 23931 20042 29
14 51 32| 1168684 37 40093 40093 36952 24
14 51 35| 1205305 35 39330 39330 35731 21
14 51 38| 1252689 34 42615 42615 39011 19
14 51 41 || 1242597 32 41974 41974 38154 18
14 51 43| 1225824 31 43300 43300 39796 17
14 51 45| 1202816 30 39831 39831 35944 16
14 51 47 || 1177971 29 38347 38347 34783 15
14 51 48| 1092712 28 36536 36536 32276 14
14 51 49 || 1099447 28 35996 35996 32128 13
14 62 2 261134 465 3318 2420 2200 1596
14 62 6 323628 158 4103 3363 2598 968
14 62 9 323398 105 4986 4246 2831 986
14 62 13 323016 73 4577 4085 2729 515
14 62 17 323656 56 5730 5238 2813 569
14 62 20 326552 48 5757 5265 2817 736
14 62 24 324853 40 3906 3906 1916 72
14 62 28 403189 35 6609 6609 3773 138
14 62 32 474790 31 10820 10820 7829 76
14 62 35 478933 29 10874 10874 7340 26
14 62 39 625909 27 17390 17390 14789 22
14 62 42 838536 26 27520 27520 23023 17
14 62 46 816180 24 27486 27486 24268 15
14 62 50 858927 23 28176 28176 23716 11
14 62 53 841732 22 27276 27276 23639 12
14 62 55 906078 22 29425 29425 25445 12
14 62 57 823756 21 26996 26996 22692 11
14 62 58 881096 21 29095 29095 25289 11
14 62 59 885920 21 29549 29549 26149 11
14 62 60 890286 21 30626 30626 26072 10
14 75 2 235470 455 3336 2438 2059 1534
14 75 7 237046 130 3447 2707 1859 935
14 75 11 239184 83 3828 3088 1844 1031
14 75 16 240352 57 3619 3127 1442 504
14 75 20 314834 47 5290 4798 3248 743
14 75 25 317502 38 3965 3965 2601 123
14 75 29 318051 33 5973 5973 2919 71
14 75 34 316763 28 5882 5882 2812 78
14 75 38 316858 25 6376 6376 2586 121
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Table 6.3. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
14 75 43 397200 23 9104 9104 6137 21
14 75 47 392112 21 8653 8653 5426 19
14 75 51 451306 19 12409 12409 8424 15
14 75 55 599085 19 17036 17036 13567 12
14 75 60 714868 18 22066 22066 18422 11
14 75 64 699476 17 21148 21148 17498 9
14 75 67 689011 17 21851 21851 17552 9
14 75 69 682475 16 21351 21351 17511 9
14 75 70 656226 16 20039 20039 16145 8
14 75 72 663917 16 21995 21995 16860 6
14 91 3 219210 297 3238 2384 1986 1243
14 91 8 221572 112 3458 2718 1845 786
14 91 14 223110 64 3359 2867 1523 457
14 91 19 224464 47 3744 3252 1515 581
14 91 25 227398 36 2939 2939 802 35
14 91 30 229080 30 3117 3117 720 29
14 91 35 233764 26 3307 3307 618 26
14 91 41 307534 23 5134 5134 3429 107
14 91 46 302250 20 5820 5820 3185 22
14 91 52 305415 18 6783 6783 3188 16
14 91 57 298143 16 5359 5359 3085 15
14 91 62 385090 16 9360 9360 6411 14
14 91 67 363339 14 7790 7790 5325 11
14 91 73 503458 14 15791 15791 12751 9
14 91 77 546225 13 17261 17261 13730 6
14 91 81 538573 13 18057 18057 15413 7
14 91 84 546730 13 16078 16078 12934 7
14 91 86 508737 12 16459 16459 12021 6
14 91 87 511166 12 16299 16299 11642 6
14 91 88 513513 12 16121 16121 12674 6
14 111 3 199794 289 3208 2354 1962 1235
14 111 10 202544 87 3418 2678 1817 949
14 111 17 203910 51 3583 3091 1491 528
14 111 23 207684 38 3708 3216 1492 677
14 111 30 206990 29 2943 2943 814 28
14 111 37 213916 24 3481 3481 794 24
14 111 43 220342 21 3838 3838 720 20
14 111 50 221422 18 4107 4107 595 17
14 111 57 227066 16 4439 4439 438 16
14 111 63 220788 14 4532 4532 317 12
14 111 70 290344 13 7923 7923 4232 12
14 111 75 285262 12 6848 6848 3463 11
14 111 82 283616 11 8281 8281 3238 9
14 111 89 357832 11 9015 9015 5919 8
14 111 94 398542 10 12974 12974 8263 5
14 111 99 460576 10 15273 15273 11766 6
14 111 102 466149 10 13152 13152 10640 5
14 111 104| 450465 10 14516 14516 10762 5
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
14 111 106| 453677 10 12947 12947 9556 5
14 111 107 455024 10 14487 14487 10353 5
14 135 4 179400 209 3168 2314 1931 1120
14 135 12 181268 70 2823 2331 1470 406
14 135 20 183990 42 3366 2874 1462 602
14 135 28 184422 30 2375 2375 787 29
14 135 36 192066 24 3152 3152 802 22
14 135 45 192790 19 3355 3355 784 18
14 135 53 192960 16 3976 3976 742 15
14 135 61 197078 14 4122 4122 650 14
14 135 69 210294 13 4710 4710 520 13
14 135 77 199868 11 4708 4708 370 9
14 135 85 203356 10 4726 4726 265 10
14 135 92 280776 10 7846 7846 4774 9
14 135 100 273982 9 7142 7142 4256 7
14 135 108 264050 8 7512 7512 4177 6
14 135 115 329110 8 9547 9547 6676 6
14 135 120 335362 8 9323 9323 6549 5
14 135 124 392671 8 12228 12228 7281 5
14 135 127 380687 8 10648 10648 7749 4
14 135 129 383053 8 10559 10559 7528 4
14 135 130 356199 7 11790 11790 7854 4
16 9 7 || 2668451 70 40142 40083 38628 45
16 9 8 || 2392160 61 35413 35374 33837 40
16 11 7 || 1808389 51 26142 26083 24687 38
16 11 8 || 1757214 47 24343 24304 22969 32
16 11 9 || 1637526 42 22724 22706 21081 31
16 11 10 || 1548682 39 22613 22606 21056 23
16 13 3 412539 82 2633 2191 1700 764
16 13 4 406817 61 3028 2586 1807 701
16 13 5 483723 50 3670 3228 2439 681
16 13 6 638167 43 5367 5367 4338 354
16 13 7 || 1100806 41 14427 14427 12843 29
16 13 8 || 1295537 38 17455 17455 15959 24
16 13 9 || 1254035 35 17768 17768 16246 20
16 13 10| 1234528 33 17133 17133 15583 18
16 13 11 || 1191068 30 17076 17076 15397 15
16 13 12| 1182383 29 15694 15694 14318 13
16 16 3 322217 79 2090 1648 1113 534
16 16 4 321217 59 1923 1481 1012 545
16 16 5 325307 48 2060 1618 1154 734
16 16 6 360866 40 1817 1817 1327 174
16 16 7 400007 35 2270 2270 1290 93
16 16 8 475297 31 3417 3417 2306 27
16 16 9 546689 28 6415 6415 4923 24
16 16 10 680905 26 7440 7440 6169 18
16 16 11 886071 25 10958 10958 9867 16
16 16 12 931577 24 12285 12285 10833 14
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 16 13 833872 22 10694 10694 8968 12
16 16 14 818485 21 9929 9929 8493 11
16 16 15 888553 21 11325 11325 9806 11
16 19 2 237998 114 1891 1273 1030 792
16 19 3 239140 76 1622 1180 797 412
16 19 4 244689 57 1661 1219 873 539
16 19 5 315112 47 2683 2241 1383 732
16 19 6 314018 39 1362 1362 685 126
16 19 7 316405 34 1581 1581 695 62
16 19 9 312103 26 1644 1644 610 79
16 19 10 389188 24 2705 2705 1846 22
16 19 11 384936 22 3387 3387 2058 19
16 19 12 448205 20 3630 3630 2036 17
16 19 13 522589 19 6188 6188 4774 13
16 19 14 659237 19 8480 8480 7144 12
16 19 15 712567 18 8467 8467 7369 11
16 19 16 673846 17 7269 7269 5507 9
16 19 17 735980 17 8719 8719 6742 9
16 19 18 659932 16 8721 8721 6855 7
16 23 2 222054 112 1879 1261 1027 791
16 23 3 223972 75 1521 1079 801 411
16 23 5 227186 45 1717 1275 798 605
16 23 6 230838 38 788 788 206 37
16 23 8 229100 28 977 977 171 28
16 23 9 231782 25 803 803 147 23
16 23 10 301284 23 1770 1770 973 116
16 23 12 300676 19 1801 1801 932 18
16 23 13 306067 18 2208 2208 919 16
16 23 14 308492 17 2035 2035 847 14
16 23 16 372624 15 3396 3396 2084 12
16 23 17 426714 14 3752 3752 2610 10
16 23 18 559924 14 6952 6952 5929 9
16 23 20 533817 13 5414 5414 4000 7
16 23 21 590446 13 6527 6527 4238 5
16 23 22 509956 12 6419 6419 4761 6
16 28 3 204122 73 1502 1060 795 409
16 28 4 206604 55 1590 1148 795 504
16 28 6 209778 37 643 643 211 36
16 28 8 214660 28 932 932 210 28
16 28 9 216674 25 743 743 204 24
16 28 11 214488 20 1035 1035 175 20
16 28 13 218216 17 1066 1066 138 16
16 28 14 222556 16 1182 1182 115 15
16 28 16 287541 14 2279 2279 1405 13
16 28 18 295992 13 1834 1834 927 12
16 28 19 288303 12 2249 2249 818 11
16 28 21 348937 11 4393 4393 2287 7
16 28 22 419059 11 4366 4366 3188 8
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 28 24 401427 10 4838 4838 3716 6
16 28 25 460841 10 4919 4919 3664 6
16 28 26 448400 10 5458 5458 3515 5
16 28 27 455716 10 5214 5214 3742 5
16 34 3 181628 70 1470 1028 786 406
16 34 5 184300 42 1604 1162 784 602
16 34 7 184866 30 635 635 198 28
16 34 9 192702 24 816 816 202 23
16 34 11 199138 20 877 877 204 20
16 34 13 202080 17 953 953 194 16
16 34 15 193266 14 966 966 163 13
16 34 17 207230 13 1602 1602 135 13
16 34 19 216870 12 1076 1076 98 12
16 34 21 222948 11 1470 1470 70 9
16 34 23 280968 10 1846 1846 1428 9
16 34 25 274090 9 2298 2298 1228 7
16 34 27 261107 8 1944 1944 1051 6
16 34 29 327756 8 4021 4021 2610 5
16 34 30 384174 8 4272 4272 2859 5
16 34 31 391287 8 4589 4589 3023 5
16 34 32 381945 8 4174 4174 3100 4
16 34 33 357620 7 4707 4707 2906 4
18 4 3 994314 26 1984 1984 1798 13
18 5 3 716660 22 1481 1481 1219 14
18 5 4 715983 18 1270 1270 1098 9
18 6 2 301908 29 513 513 282 106
18 6 3 294933 19 239 239 104 16
18 6 4 484641 15 851 851 490 10
18 6 5 571520 13 1351 1351 987 7
18 7 2 219224 28 186 186 53 27
18 7 3 277118 19 363 363 296 133
18 7 4 284000 14 335 335 203 13
18 7 5 468578 12 966 966 649 8
18 7 6 510907 11 1137 1137 773 6
18 9 2 182914 26 102 102 50 25
18 9 3 195020 18 146 146 51 17
18 9 4 191294 13 188 188 39 13
18 9 5 208406 11 288 288 23 10
18 9 6 259985 9 280 280 123 7
18 9 7 315384 8 686 686 397 5
18 9 8 349081 7 578 578 219 3
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Table 6.4. Costsof block FC-DOF for Lambda-Fact5

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 60 51| 482991 158 64550 64522 63936 8485
9 60 53| 450215 147 60235 60218 59583 6852
9 60 55| 405639 134 52834 52818 52100 4356
9 60 56 | 374651 125 48390 48364 47787 3095
9 60 57| 381807 125 48949 48929 48300 2632
9 74 55| 265528 89 39148 39135 38387 7066
9 74 59 || 240676 80 34351 34329 33295 5180
9 74 63| 234167 76 31835 31827 31239 3690
9 74 66 || 220311 72 28890 28882 27829 2773
9 74 68| 234085 73 29860 29846 29139 2266
9 74 70| 253979 75 31514 31507 30835 1861
9 74 71 || 254287 75 31191 31177 30598 1470
9 90 41| 175200 90 28705 28673 27814 9271
9 90 46 || 142305 74 23904 23875 22604 6300
9 90 51| 186703 76 28381 28366 27778 7595
9 90 57| 166633 63 27758 27734 26685 6252
9 90 61| 142518 56 24510 24487 23817 5688
9 90 67| 134723 51 21778 21769 21087 4365
9 90 72 || 144858 50 21317 21307 20511 3583
9 90 77 || 142746 48 20197 20196 19633 2961
9 90 80 || 145369 47 19577 19572 18935 2237
9 90 83| 158048 48 20227 20220 19415 1704
9 90 85| 161111 48 20296 20292 19429 1401
9 90 86 || 163742 48 20587 20581 19669 1197
9 90 87| 175843 49 21677 21667 20938 996
9 109 36 || 130099 90 24199 24154 23261 8062
9 109 43| 145471 78 25416 25380 24623 8706
9 109 49 || 114712 64 21234 21196 20236 6104
9 109 56 || 108150 55 19976 19946 19185 5030
9 109 62 || 129899 53 22551 22524 21314 5840
9 109 69 || 117367 46 19598 19586 18870 4522
9 109 74 || 111536 42 18610 18588 17917 3873
9 109 81 || 104571 38 17338 17324 16714 3483
9 109 87 || 106880 36 16819 16812 16224 2813
9 109 93| 117771 36 16595 16589 16034 2291
9 109 97 || 116277 35 16183 16178 15644 1970
9 109 100 || 115132 34 14899 14895 13992 1564
9 109 102 || 117070 34 14735 14733 13759 1342
9 109 104 || 128408 35 16222 16217 15642 1137
9 109 105 || 119759 34 15079 15070 14066 928
9 133 36 || 145531 92 27529 27461 26460 10061
9 133 44 83796 64 19257 19206 17881 5351
9 133 52 87488 55 19423 19376 18692 5443
9 133 60 80920 47 17522 17485 15784 4084
9 133 68 83801 42 17613 17584 16223 4069
9 133 76 93625 39 17474 17447 16041 4003
9 133 84 79042 34 14759 14746 14105 3225
9 133 90 75734 31 13887 13864 12821 2924
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Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 133 98 82075 29 14001 13973 12520 2490
9 133 106 76978 26 12414 12411 11811 2553
9 133 113 76246 25 11785 11774 10704 1773
9 133 118 77326 25 10945 10932 10155 1432
9 133 122 88379 25 12093 12090 11382 1467
9 133 125 91362 25 11908 11904 11213 1182
9 133 127 94684 25 11966 11964 11267 1012
9 133 128 97783 25 12000 11993 11229 855
9 162 34 85476 82 21042 20984 19750 7169
9 162 44 65589 59 18049 18004 16627 4646
9 162 53 60983 49 17424 17379 16240 4119
9 162 63 68838 42 17351 17302 16292 4738
9 162 73 58747 36 15237 15198 14069 3242
9 162 83 51175 31 12907 12871 11986 2510
9 162 92 48529 27 11519 11487 10359 2238
9 162 102 53510 25 11613 11598 10672 2473
9 162 110 57471 24 11266 11253 10613 2338
9 162 120 61997 22 11140 11130 9712 1974
9 162 130 57740 20 9676 9670 9051 2240
9 162 138 52695 19 8274 8272 7566 1621
9 162 144 | 54891 18 8076 8071 7401 1210
9 162 149 69425 19 9286 9281 8724 999
9 162 152 63426 18 8141 8133 7112 830
9 162 155 73311 19 9192 9188 8610 808
9 162 156 74063 19 9246 9245 8668 703
9 197 30 83293 90 21369 21314 19673 7093
9 197 41 71507 64 19537 19479 18284 5925
9 197 53 63492 48 17825 17784 15770 4156
9 197 65 49691 38 16700 16657 15462 3904
9 197 77 46234 31 14826 14781 13438 3064
9 197 89 51685 28 13886 13846 12533 2515
9 197 100 | 47475 25 12533 12508 11229 2299
9 197 112 58411 23 12603 12577 11691 2556
9 197 124 | 33154 19 8694 8670 7845 1964
9 197 134 | 47276 19 9663 9642 8732 2010
9 197 146 44645 17 8582 8563 7875 1732
9 197 158 | 47460 16 7806 7795 7069 1426
9 197 167 | 44523 15 7207 7195 6333 1334
9 197 175| 42019 14 6376 6366 5792 1170
9 197 181 51983 14 7065 7058 6152 797
9 197 185| 45132 14 6195 6188 5282 684
9 197 188 | 46604 14 6163 6157 5177 554
9 197 190 | 49161 14 6136 6127 5249 437
9 240 36 66165 70 19519 19471 17934 6155
9 240 50 41801 47 16228 16182 14478 3655
9 240 65 33296 35 14906 14868 13495 3242
9 240 79 34702 29 14312 14271 12886 2583
9 240 9 31745 24 13478 13441 12024 2076
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Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
9 240 108 30236 21 12254 12212 10939 2036
9 240 122 25749 18 10882 10847 9659 2004
9 240 137 30186 17 9299 9269 7724 1626
9 240 151 35671 16 9111 9093 8335 1851
9 240 163 | 42159 15 8566 8546 7722 1595
9 240 178 31946 13 6434 6417 5705 1471
9 240 192 25854 12 5053 5032 4348 1235
9 240 204 44661 12 6569 6558 5913 1126
9 240 213 || 47529 12 6748 6740 5962 1118
9 240 221 | 41271 11 5845 5840 5298 911
9 240 226 40648 11 5629 5625 5079 763
9 240 229 | 43100 11 5507 5502 4969 611
9 240 231 | 43731 11 5693 5690 5042 514
9 293 26 78960 99 21310 21258 19489 8452
9 293 44 48386 53 17405 17360 15482 4541
9 293 62 37377 36 16073 16035 14537 4192
9 293 79 23859 27 14113 14069 11653 1756
9 293 97 29906 23 13251 13213 10122 1325
9 293 114 | 23008 19 11573 11538 9232 1259
9 293 132 17806 16 9961 9928 8140 1394
9 293 149 14761 14 8126 8098 6537 1049
9 293 167 24379 13 8897 8867 7816 1804
9 293 185 23699 12 7459 7436 6635 1620
9 293 199 27496 11 6902 6888 5988 1518
9 293 217 22390 10 5177 5171 4224 1308
9 293 234 | 20283 9 3954 3950 2881 901
9 293 249 28566 9 4807 4800 4139 1102
9 293 260 28779 9 4340 4338 3224 762
9 293 270 32277 9 5056 5051 4479 850
9 293 275 27154 8 3874 3874 2996 586
9 293 280 31270 8 4028 4027 2989 457
9 293 283 32261 8 4059 4057 3092 342
10 30 25| 413467 140 49345 49302 48789 7362
10 30 27 || 403753 133 47579 47553 47095 4848
10 30 28| 373729 123 43097 43043 42504 3196
10 30 29 || 371550 121 41716 41666 41095 2005
10 37 25| 274770 94 38269 38228 37648 9775
10 37 27 || 276068 91 36893 36866 36346 7770
10 37 30 || 232838 77 29235 29210 28283 4889
10 37 31| 226615 75 27888 27871 27155 4122
10 37 33 || 224004 72 25777 25761 25145 2791
10 37 34 || 240211 73 27598 27580 26913 2326
10 37 35| 251142 74 28007 27979 27158 1791
10 37 36 || 241075 71 26506 26475 25780 1163
10 45 20 || 164353 88 24582 24531 23893 8801
10 45 23 || 174005 79 25285 25231 24662 7996
10 45 26 || 183599 73 25605 25576 25092 7753
10 45 28 || 163207 64 23497 23474 22473 6106
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Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 45 31 || 143931 54 21823 21798 21283 5593
10 45 33 || 135780 51 19365 19350 18749 4495
10 45 36 || 132782 48 17453 17439 16710 3462
10 45 38 || 143000 48 18127 18116 17654 3110
10 45 40 || 149725 47 17587 17576 16995 2241
10 45 41 || 150563 47 17589 17570 17079 1826
10 45 42 || 165713 48 18853 18839 18010 1519
10 45 43 || 162230 47 17610 17590 17067 1208
10 55 18 || 141268 92 23348 23277 22611 9077
10 55 21 || 139135 78 22736 22687 21725 8510
10 55 25| 108241 61 17963 17921 17323 5816
10 55 28 94932 52 16670 16620 15995 4571
10 55 31| 131827 53 19945 19900 19384 5974
10 55 35| 111711 44 17523 17493 16939 4450
10 55 37 || 121373 43 18252 18224 17694 4324
10 55 41 96466 36 14323 14299 13389 3293
10 55 44 95266 34 13168 13142 12489 2736
10 55 47 || 105484 34 13671 13667 13162 2248
10 55 49 || 115473 34 13820 13812 12936 1988
10 55 51 || 115346 33 13377 13371 12749 1425
10 55 52| 117751 33 13119 13113 12572 1162
10 55 53 || 114722 33 12845 12832 12295 814
10 67 18 94665 80 18692 18632 17833 7045
10 67 22 76280 61 16769 16690 15821 5128
10 67 26 89151 54 17429 17368 16594 5356
10 67 30 81977 46 16195 16135 15530 5019
10 67 34 74846 40 14951 14919 14237 3936
10 67 38 89887 38 15497 15462 14699 4046
10 67 42 88137 35 14287 14252 13588 3341
10 67 46 78012 31 12574 12544 11534 2652
10 67 50 78667 28 12309 12283 11727 2836
10 67 54 82301 26 12054 12051 11365 2348
10 67 57 80103 25 10835 10824 10007 1878
10 67 60 86334 25 10813 10809 10313 1761
10 67 62 81114 24 9920 9913 9023 1452
10 67 63 87887 24 10274 10265 9181 1196
10 67 64 77969 23 8725 8722 8174 964
10 67 65 87186 24 9340 9333 8407 773
10 81 17 || 102887 85 19627 19563 18609 7689
10 81 22 82760 62 17820 17737 16621 6157
10 81 27 62544 47 15502 15424 14251 4137
10 81 32 56052 39 14342 14266 13329 3683
10 81 36 53868 35 13471 13417 12527 3228
10 81 41 49660 30 11584 11535 10726 2667
10 81 46 48996 27 10522 10478 9419 2297
10 81 51 56192 25 10421 10411 9698 2612
10 81 55 51621 23 9064 9045 7898 1913
10 81 60 64744 22 10487 10476 9908 2510
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Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 81 65 56707 20 8667 8659 8117 2207
10 81 69 58466 19 8153 8147 7338 1630
10 81 72 58056 18 7554 7539 6979 1235
10 81 75 58761 18 6885 6884 6178 1034
10 81 76 60930 18 7078 7077 6374 909
10 81 77 67034 18 7368 7365 6471 796
10 81 78 63364 18 6859 6856 5981 591
10 99 15 85812 90 18822 18738 17125 7497
10 99 21 70749 62 16691 16604 15711 5995
10 99 27 58089 46 15205 15137 13708 4059
10 99 33 50312 37 14275 14209 12945 3638
10 99 39 49336 31 13276 13226 12021 3017
10 99 45 50256 28 11952 11892 10813 2608
10 99 50 34620 23 10237 10206 9411 2321
10 99 56 47989 22 11249 11210 10517 2510
10 99 62 35662 19 7882 7853 7141 2002
10 99 67 38189 18 7204 7171 6485 1492
10 99 73 50288 17 7885 7855 6983 1533
10 99 79 51449 16 7337 7321 6117 1441
10 99 84 44387 15 6163 6148 5505 1317
10 99 88 43015 14 5653 5643 5166 1185
10 99 91 50874 14 6224 6215 5361 920
10 99 93 46843 14 5559 5547 4816 715
10 99 94 42192 13 4841 4828 4269 597
10 99 95 52765 14 5865 5849 4677 541
10 120 18 67961 70 17141 17066 15714 6208
10 120 25 45457 47 15051 14976 13139 3948
10 120 32 39774 36 13748 13679 12101 3377
10 120 40 42015 29 12914 12841 11206 2549
10 120 47 31755 24 11596 11529 10429 2235
10 120 54 44507 22 12722 12661 11701 3086
10 120 61 29142 18 9674 9616 8399 2045
10 120 68 30930 17 8168 8118 7007 1801
10 120 76 28072 15 6390 6356 5060 1480
10 120 82 35830 14 7088 7067 6379 1806
10 120 89 28455 13 4925 4897 3826 1053
10 120 96 29801 12 4942 4909 4326 1169
10 120 102 40734 12 5553 5544 5017 1196
10 120 107 39246 11 5162 5155 4633 1079
10 120 110 43997 11 5670 5666 5195 952
10 120 113 43036 11 5422 5417 4880 728
10 120 115|| 45794 11 5214 5211 4692 579
10 120 116 44810 11 5200 5196 4626 500
10 147 22 53825 54 16023 15948 13952 4570
10 147 31 43380 37 14301 14233 12926 4352
10 147 40 29473 27 12099 12036 9321 1587
10 147 49 38363 23 12550 12477 11145 3049
10 147 57 15188 18 10460 10391 8715 1242
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Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 147 66 34553 17 11039 10974 9783 2572
10 147 75 14996 14 7097 7059 5602 1282
10 147 84 22470 13 6305 6269 3862 1065
10 147 93 24926 12 6485 6450 5739 1708
10 147 100 26119 11 5847 5825 4897 1510
10 147 109 24320 10 4870 4855 4145 1288
10 147 118 30488 10 4564 4555 3457 989
10 147 125 26697 9 4120 4112 3541 1101
10 147 131 27711 9 3801 3798 3079 836
10 147 135 25222 8 3501 3497 2727 755
10 147 138 29172 8 3619 3614 2764 593
10 147 140 26278 8 3065 3063 2221 504
10 147 142 28396 8 3184 3176 2486 398
11 15 13 || 431757 143 43137 43078 42681 6637
11 15 14 || 378194 125 35981 35887 35472 3126
11 19 12 || 269224 94 33513 33451 32968 10953
11 19 13 || 243451 85 29191 29150 28588 8317
11 19 14 || 234426 79 27004 26969 26572 6543
11 19 15 || 222525 74 24047 24023 23592 5236
11 19 16 || 212122 70 21567 21540 21099 3860
11 19 17 || 207472 67 20201 20169 19771 2554
11 19 18 || 239124 70 22091 22035 21264 1876
11 23 10 || 167714 88 21243 21176 20651 9458
11 23 12 || 154241 71 19774 19733 19234 7268
11 23 13 || 160422 67 20549 20490 20002 7003
11 23 14 || 160361 61 22011 21963 21036 6734
11 23 16 || 142079 52 18437 18402 17977 5339
11 23 17 || 126472 48 15582 15561 14829 4263
11 23 18 || 131943 47 15078 15061 14651 3800
11 23 20 || 140907 46 14740 14726 14184 2406
11 23 21 || 146792 45 14023 13993 13485 1813
11 23 22 || 162628 46 14910 14869 14163 1152
11 28 9 || 145732 92 20747 20663 20075 9428
11 28 11 || 123114 71 17891 17829 17148 7322
11 28 13 || 103339 57 15272 15223 14518 5343
11 28 14 90147 51 13690 13643 13163 4514
11 28 16 || 125480 50 16990 16945 16356 5803
11 28 18 || 109625 42 15361 15324 14848 4561
11 28 19 || 118606 42 15200 15170 14566 4263
11 28 21 97113 35 12601 12583 11990 3255
11 28 22 97734 34 11649 11624 11101 2935
11 28 24 || 101153 33 10919 10902 10431 2329
11 28 25 99978 32 10210 10200 9585 1863
11 28 26 || 108051 32 10515 10482 9799 1276
11 28 27 || 122335 33 11301 11272 10860 826
11 34 9 85693 77 15245 15159 14170 6168
11 34 11 || 102174 67 16258 16183 15436 6077
11 34 13 86370 53 14772 14702 14081 5339
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
11 34 15 89398 47 14626 14560 13849 5271
11 34 17 67724 39 11982 11929 11414 3463
11 34 19 77648 37 12046 12009 11530 3652
11 34 21 89841 34 13736 13700 13198 3552
11 34 23 74615 30 10878 10854 10334 2829
11 34 25 71798 27 10095 10055 9298 2641
11 34 27 75607 25 9996 9978 9522 2516
11 34 29 78289 24 9012 8999 8594 1930
11 34 30 77970 24 8753 8746 8124 1968
11 34 31 87856 24 9014 8995 8113 1542
11 34 32 85303 24 8112 8097 7396 1141
11 34 33 86419 23 7992 7966 7363 603
11 4 9 83107 75 15421 15340 14492 6553
11 41 11 79209 61 15120 15051 14261 5941
11 41 14 63796 46 12829 12757 11872 3889
11 41 16 61235 40 12832 12763 11652 3733
11 41 18 60681 36 11889 11834 10824 3377
11 41 21 50128 29 9967 9936 8872 2495
11 41 23 53992 27 10720 10664 9872 2648
11 41 26 65265 25 10384 10362 9810 2766
11 41 28 55087 23 8528 8504 7593 1992
11 41 30 63740 22 9124 9095 8622 2571
11 41 33 51679 19 6670 6664 6164 1862
11 41 35 51433 18 6343 6330 5922 1584
11 41 36 60458 18 6643 6626 6186 1263
11 41 38 61572 18 6162 6161 5445 1002
11 41 39 64626 18 5987 5977 5285 690
11 41 40 70213 18 6352 6340 5436 408
11 50 7 93244 98 16873 16783 15090 7183
112 50 10 61072 63 13714 13633 12424 4796
11 50 13 55306 47 13225 13150 12021 4039
11 50 16 47928 37 12373 12292 11533 3920
11 50 19 46665 32 11620 11554 10753 3132
11 50 22 46782 27 10495 10433 9514 2624
11 50 25 42470 24 9221 9165 8383 2341
11 50 29 49765 21 9485 9452 8862 2545
11 50 31 33955 19 6876 6845 6261 2027
11 50 34 36649 17 6336 6306 4847 1395
11 50 37 48064 17 6789 6770 5993 1675
11 50 40 51775 16 6454 6431 5888 1464
11 50 42 40997 14 5289 5279 4823 1440
11 50 44 46033 14 5321 5317 4882 1283
11 50 46 40498 13 4239 4224 3766 794
11 50 47 44452 13 4492 4480 4092 718
11 50 48 46232 13 4304 4298 3826 485
11 60 9 54991 66 13588 13504 11091 4449
117 60 13 52234 46 13190 13107 10888 3608
11 60 16 39105 36 11695 11624 10311 3404
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
11 60 20 38311 29 11188 11108 9835 2528
11 60 23 27747 24 10507 10434 9467 2202
11 60 27 28628 21 8469 8406 7694 2124
11 60 31 23958 18 7203 7146 6548 2071
11 60 34 30706 17 6769 6720 5712 1665
11 60 38 29127 15 5397 5368 4165 1394
11 60 41 32819 14 5990 5969 5424 1828
11 60 44 32912 13 5300 5277 4719 1479
11 60 48 33392 12 4584 4568 4103 1237
11 60 51 38238 12 4652 4631 4173 1171
11 60 53 45355 11 5304 5295 4901 1061
11 60 55 39819 11 4531 4524 4117 996
11 60 56 42597 11 4526 4517 4073 797
11 60 57 43320 11 4368 4357 3933 598
11 60 58 55003 11 5352 5337 4904 490
11 74 7 66815 87 15380 15309 12487 5610
11 74 11 45855 52 12927 12846 11510 4353
11 74 16 26849 33 11137 11059 8709 2339
11 74 20 24287 26 10111 10032 7914 1557
11 74 24 32234 23 10878 10800 9845 3174
11 74 29 16576 18 8734 8652 7106 1411
11 74 33 17851 16 7457 7384 5810 1332
11 74 38 14261 14 5945 5898 4676 1210
11 74 42 11675 12 4790 4744 3715 1089
11 74 47 24822 12 5714 5677 5086 1785
11 74 50 30310 11 5659 5624 4628 1536
11 74 55 27587 10 4608 4586 3536 1222
11 74 59 25582 9 3686 3674 3109 1021
11 74 63 27985 9 3818 3813 3354 1128
11 74 66 37345 9 4349 4341 3935 955
11 74 68 28138 8 3371 3368 2732 786
11 74 70 28588 8 3031 3025 2388 568
11 74 71 28589 8 2986 2982 2294 449
12 8 6 || 350603 125 29798 29768 29268 9174
12 8 7 || 319064 109 24354 24292 23999 4292
12 10 7 || 192928 71 19127 19090 18736 6620
12 10 8 || 194677 66 16797 16744 16313 4219
12 10 9 || 197019 62 15110 15070 14440 2564
12 12 6 || 143697 69 15785 15716 14772 6979
12 12 7 || 159261 62 17701 17649 17298 6950
12 12 8 || 133458 50 14920 14890 14492 5624
12 12 9 || 136656 47 13076 13044 12683 4301
12 12 10 || 126248 43 10959 10939 10612 2952
12 12 11 || 135853 42 10161 10113 9589 1655
12 14 6 || 107314 63 13306 13250 12836 6180
12 14 7 || 100297 52 12689 12649 12301 5235
12 14 8 || 114691 48 13446 13395 12966 5243
12 14 9 || 107279 42 12563 12528 12175 4668
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
12 14 10 96781 36 10816 10801 10132 3924
12 14 11 97999 34 9737 9724 9372 3097
12 14 12 || 111782 34 9797 9774 9147 2413
12 14 13 || 105064 32 8051 8019 7456 1270
12 17 5 || 103712 72 14276 14213 13765 7796
12 17 6 82799 57 11742 11694 10943 5232
12 17 7 94594 51 12424 12374 11555 5166
12 17 8 75320 42 10633 10587 9368 3823
12 17 9 75520 37 11188 11138 9879 3727
12 17 10 74801 34 9710 9671 8773 3230
12 17 11 93809 33 11512 11471 10978 3806
12 17 12 67076 28 8412 8387 7978 2881
12 17 13 71324 26 7983 7964 7568 2763
12 17 14 70520 24 7140 7124 6815 2089
12 17 15 80119 24 7058 7036 6508 1908
12 17 16 84172 24 6544 6520 5947 1057
12 21 6 72101 55 11384 11337 9977 4664
12 21 7 61487 46 10539 10498 9963 4061
12 21 8 57707 39 10487 10426 9688 3938
12 21 9 37995 33 7960 7916 7210 2461
12 212 11 54443 29 8148 8114 7568 2611
12 21 12 49637 26 8535 8495 8029 2825
12 21 13 61646 25 8834 8801 8453 2853
12 21 14 54239 22 7868 7843 6469 2082
12 21 16 55890 20 6384 6366 6036 2157
12 21 17 64325 19 6708 6687 6346 2005
12 21 18 61080 18 6075 6068 5722 1526
12 21 19 60369 18 5197 5181 4811 1188
12 21 20 71269 18 5534 5509 4909 765
12 25 4 77884 82 12412 12366 11709 7014
12 25 5 56303 61 10959 10916 9854 5120
12 25 7 50136 43 9901 9863 9209 3810
12 25 8 47785 37 10120 10073 9204 3737
12 25 10 43612 30 8865 8830 8173 2880
12 25 11 38743 26 8472 8431 7780 2510
12 25 13 39330 23 7164 7133 6434 2084
12 25 14 35707 21 6401 6377 5890 1845
12 25 16 43811 19 6738 6711 6347 2258
12 25 17 44226 18 6032 6011 5666 1891
12 25 19 47087 16 5571 5548 5186 1820
12 25 20 43811 15 4813 4789 4405 1567
12 25 21 41482 14 4357 4341 3952 1398
12 25 22 42378 14 4094 4088 3615 1273
12 25 23 45008 14 3940 3935 3536 900
12 25 24 51313 14 4082 4069 3491 552
12 30 6 49634 49 10571 10530 8784 3840
12 30 8 34807 35 9081 9046 8058 3153
12 30 10 31697 28 8219 8183 7381 2605
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
12 30 12 39032 24 8512 8475 7285 2486
12 30 13 34892 22 7877 7844 6866 2307
12 30 15 28503 19 6874 6850 6013 2285
12 30 17 36949 17 7057 7031 6460 2341
12 30 19 29892 15 4499 4463 3339 1308
12 30 20 29711 14 4951 4925 4469 1847
12 30 22 29856 13 4330 4312 3994 1650
12 30 24 38171 12 4453 4427 3551 1145
12 30 26 44924 12 4607 4590 4264 1193
12 30 27 43373 11 4225 4219 3875 1112
12 30 28 42616 11 3772 3757 3481 818
12 30 29 50945 11 4070 4049 3722 477
12 37 6 43031 47 10560 10520 9338 4446
12 37 8 24086 33 8733 8694 6951 2188
12 37 10 22872 26 8063 8025 6307 1696
12 37 12 18524 22 7929 7890 6268 1634
12 37 14 23328 19 7254 7219 5471 1297
12 37 17 33147 16 7129 7098 6229 2392
12 37 19 28888 14 6510 6480 5723 2175
12 37 21 16918 12 4164 4137 2923 1069
12 37 23 24737 12 5063 5046 4490 1802
12 37 25 26430 11 4584 4565 3816 1602
12 37 27 21904 10 3618 3604 3043 1330
12 37 30 20979 9 2825 2812 1864 989
12 37 31 25883 9 3324 3315 2925 1209
12 37 33 26626 8 2918 2908 2630 1020
12 37 34 27876 8 2712 2706 2289 759
12 37 35 27639 8 2423 2418 1894 543
12 37 36 26898 8 2224 2220 1695 340
13 5 4 || 192281 68 12927 12879 12483 4470
13 6 4 || 125611 50 11806 11774 11212 5730
13 6 5 || 140073 46 9332 9283 8891 3064
13 7 3 || 118202 63 12299 12227 11924 7022
13 7 4 || 106151 46 11961 11895 11089 5520
13 7 5 98109 37 8861 8828 8534 4143
13 7 6 || 108177 34 7456 7416 7013 2380
13 9 3 81423 56 10075 10025 9661 6229
13 9 4 66654 40 8366 8310 7882 4071
13 9 5 66910 33 8159 8108 7524 3505
13 9 6 66437 27 7422 7384 6641 2955
13 9 7 71970 24 6498 6469 6216 2668
13 9 8 69371 22 4898 4874 4355 1589
13 11 3 68466 54 8585 8532 7760 4853
13 11 4 59482 40 8089 8024 7546 4146
13 11 5 55206 31 7319 7272 6552 3065
13 11 6 48701 26 6523 6479 6024 2675
13 11 7 51569 22 5835 5791 5257 2244
13 11 8 42842 19 4788 4772 4462 2268
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
13 11 9 48116 17 4255 4244 3864 1783
13 11 10 60072 17 4085 4055 3798 1143
13 13 3 56357 51 8017 7963 7034 4384
13 13 4 48859 37 7777 7723 7111 3873
13 13 5 32582 28 6120 6081 4997 2171
13 13 6 39822 24 6330 6280 5832 2587
13 13 7 41569 21 5682 5650 4844 2081
13 13 8 40464 18 5788 5741 5439 2503
13 13 9 47855 17 5076 5038 4662 1750
13 13 10 43550 15 4627 4591 4309 1866
13 13 11 35903 13 3308 3294 3063 1614
13 13 12 40475 13 2928 2915 2673 942
13 15 3 60884 51 8898 8826 7997 5212
13 15 4 41546 36 7404 7350 6292 3309
13 15 5 35515 28 6786 6747 5911 2739
13 15 6 34873 24 6398 6358 5467 2335
13 15 7 43649 21 6621 6588 6149 2851
13 15 8 25747 17 4750 4712 4106 1862
13 15 9 31584 16 4849 4809 4503 1997
13 15 10 29817 14 4148 4115 3771 1822
13 15 11 29519 13 3495 3470 3027 1613
13 15 12 34703 12 3733 3701 3386 1567
13 15 13 46445 12 3929 3908 3598 1295
13 15 14 40364 11 2951 2937 2705 799
13 19 3 52378 48 8488 8452 7222 4677
13 19 4 40610 35 7970 7932 7074 4114
13 19 5 30539 27 6574 6539 4312 1771
13 19 6 21481 22 5570 5536 4199 1669
13 19 7 30781 19 6451 6409 5780 2727
13 19 9 28156 15 5674 5622 5035 2128
13 19 10 29981 14 5505 5479 5015 2395
13 19 11 12512 12 2826 2803 2007 1159
13 19 12 29637 12 4625 4600 4123 1830
13 19 13 29543 11 3961 3928 3393 1589
13 19 14 25240 10 3223 3207 2392 1283
13 19 15 22794 9 2688 2671 1757 1063
13 19 16 26176 9 2872 2846 2552 1202
13 19 17 24559 8 2258 2241 1916 940
13 19 18 29613 8 2136 2126 1488 533
14 4 3 79627 30 5084 5054 4958 3616
14 5 2 58797 39 6727 6681 6535 4538
14 5 3 58414 26 6277 6233 5725 3667
14 5 4 59836 20 3856 3814 3512 2305
14 6 2 56151 38 6146 6098 5785 4201
14 6 3 46005 25 5612 5554 5184 2887
14 6 4 42698 19 4379 4359 4148 2866
14 6 5 42501 15 2661 2639 2582 1857
14 7 2 52419 37 6178 6121 5560 4017
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Table 6.4. continued

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
14 7 3 30011 23 4872 4824 3397 1986
14 7 4 31424 18 3941 3902 3560 2274
14 7 5 38391 15 3710 3683 3526 2315
14 7 6 33801 12 2282 2275 2128 1464
14 8 2 52510 37 6637 6577 6450 4815
14 8 3 31608 23 4830 4798 4240 2527
14 8 4 36405 18 5297 5260 5137 2947
14 8 5 27256 14 3471 3425 3309 2177
14 8 6 30832 12 3163 3115 3012 1978
14 8 7 32305 10 1986 1963 1846 1120
14 10 2 40988 35 5936 5908 5310 4037
14 10 3 20405 21 4124 4098 3001 1743
14 10 4 18643 16 3468 3439 2511 1584
14 10 5 15783 13 2666 2647 1899 1362
14 10 6 26854 11 3691 3647 3361 1990
14 10 7 18980 9 2239 2218 1958 1375
14 10 8 20762 8 2246 2225 2158 1512
14 10 9 22377 8 1443 1438 1291 936
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Table 6.5. Costsof block FC-DOF for Richards

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 8 7 || 4215818| 6748 166442| 165991 165962 29704
10 9 6 | 3560761| 6033 224511| 224253| 224139 85263
10 9 7 | 3107563| 5243 160663 | 160465 160445 62526
10 9 8| 2949754| 4776 124361| 124153 124117 44701
10 11 6 || 1796246| 4199 164308 | 164081 163970 101725
10 11 7 || 2167571|| 3869 171319 171175 171138 96578
10 11 8 || 2120608| 3593 146440 146316 146212 72900
10 11 9 || 2031689| 3346 112517 112361 112315 51316
10 11 10 || 2088334|| 3235 91799 91669 91653 28690
10 13 6 564276| 3369 56466 56146 56108 39866
10 13 7 820548|| 3037 76252 76016 75977 44532
10 13 8 || 1071155|| 2780 100407| 100221 100175 57013
10 13 9 || 1520018|| 2704 117510 117344 117238 66263
10 13 10 || 1490926|| 2541 91617 91490 91463 44914
10 13 11 || 1430346|| 2400 68850 68733 68641 28609
10 13 12 || 1447058| 2321 53418 53303 53274 17603
10 16 6 112585(| 3060 35269 34695 34643 17048
10 16 7 149586 || 2645 32271 31872 31822 18470
10 16 8 221826|| 2349 33786 33424 33384 20702
10 16 9 384428 2163 44565 44280 44238 25974
10 16 10 575071|| 2026 57236 57055 57013 32640
10 16 11 832751|| 1930 72666 72490 72304 41303
10 16 12 || 1034594| 1851 81350 81235 81186 46198
10 16 13 || 1056175|| 1790 65717 65594 65564 30996
10 16 14 || 1042023| 1728 47641 47547 47521 23910
10 16 15 || 1060282| 1679 37229 37159 37130 6921
10 20 7 58762 | 2592 34394 33880 33859 12994
10 20 8 56758 | 2266 30270 29775 29686 11354
10 20 9 63860 || 2018 27222 26817 26774 11971
10 20 10 73656 || 1821 24861 24251 24207 10662
10 20 11 102806 | 1666 23803 23446 23407 11646
10 20 13 264118|| 1459 32355 32017 31954 17582
10 20 14 384488|| 1390 38980 38738 38615 22046
10 20 15 579959|| 1349 50819 50652 50606 29365
10 20 16 728358|| 1309 55975 55882 55839 31920
10 20 17 757425|| 1280 49796 49714 49604 23033
10 20 18 750381 || 1245 35863 35785 35743 16243
10 20 19 772130|| 1222 29366 29285 29181 5780
10 24 5 55492 || 3624 39026 38442 38406 16703
10 24 6 48697 || 3016 37595 37092 37062 14140
10 24 8 39664 || 2257 34035 33557 33537 10733
10 24 9 41374 || 2007 32249 31804 31778 10526
10 24 11 41688|| 1643 25321 24789 24739 8916
10 24 12 42735|| 1506 22770 22241 22167 8637
10 24 14 55973 | 1295 18949 18428 18357 7807
10 24 15 75396 || 1214 18619 18218 18174 8536
10 24 16 113499 1148 19490 19093 19056 10084
10 24 18 304598|| 1063 33775 33482 33428 17215
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Table 6.5. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
10 24 19 446289|| 1036 42320 42147 42105 22207
10 24 20 561608| 1012 43692 43587 43545 24537
10 24 21 584271 994 37891 37803 37765 17676
10 24 22 586645 974 29086 29008 28910 12285
10 24 23 601428 957 23886 23797 23763 5663
10 29 6 42671|| 3011 37865 37501 37455 14030
10 29 8 34294 || 2254 36295 35671 35632 10828
10 29 10 31422 | 1803 33604 32881 32854 8999
10 29 11 29885 1638 31501 30822 30802 8322
10 29 13 29980 || 1386 26137 25687 25597 7422
10 29 15 30670 | 1202 21344 20653 20629 6757
10 29 17 32813 || 1061 17836 16970 16923 6194
10 29 18 36460 || 1003 16193 15764 15744 5872
10 29 20 51256 906 13965 13479 13427 6007
10 29 21 97402 871 17829 17475 17434 8127
10 29 23 229499 819 26070 25798 25690 12879
10 29 25 447567 792 37155 37060 37018 19661
10 29 26 453930 776 29844 29760 29654 14496
10 29 27 455726 763 23868 23785 23743 10267
10 29 28 468146 754 19675 19572 19428 5196
10 35 5 44012 || 3613 39032 38793 38740 16733
10 35 7 33331 2575 37633 37386 37336 12139
10 35 9 29016 || 2000 36775 35996 35913 9862
10 35 12 25088 | 1499 33276 32306 32246 7689
10 35 14 22895 1284 29578 29130 29064 6708
10 35 16 20952 || 1123 25694 24654 24597 5835
10 35 18 20528 999 21213 20693 20670 5213
10 35 20 23635 900 18072 17264 17191 5279
10 35 22 24723 818 15743 14765 14745 4727
10 35 24 28844 750 12825 12230 12206 4546
10 35 26 47556 696 12738 12310 12265 5162
10 35 28 105561 655 14920 14469 14426 7025
10 35 30 268686 632 27551 27341 27156 14156
10 35 31 349719 624 29292 29175 29064 15150
10 35 32 362738 617 25211 25114 25075 11029
10 35 33 364440 608 20346 20222 20195 8199
10 35 34 377486 602 16265 16143 16023 4769
11 5 4 | 2607278| 4238 136997 136799 136792 74576
11 6 4 || 1825363| 3179 120304| 120216 120062 80030
11 6 5| 1716882| 2841 68341 68229 68223 38585
11 7 4 742328|| 2572 76840 76660 76500 57204
11 7 5| 1315292|| 2320 84630 84510 84441 58413
11 7 6 || 1315623|| 2144 67758 67626 67622 38726
11 8 4 263423|| 2348 32925 32674 32673 23903
117 8 5 756734|| 2071 69569 69420 69339 52137
11 8 6 || 1053458| 1844 69325 69248 69244 45830
11 8 7 | 1038680| 1725 39576 39500 39494 22229
11 10 3 61314 || 3001 28802 28445 28429 15152
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Table 6.5. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
11 10 4 58925 | 2249 23376 23006 22999 12323
11 10 5 77938 | 1807 19834 19521 19488 12226
11 10 6 163327 1533 22129 21843 21838 15251
11 10 7 522495|| 1414 49238 49110 49090 37374
11 10 8 735425 1298 45700 45642 45537 31958
117 10 9 745285|| 1240 28594 28525 28452 16112
11 12 3 50506 || 2992 28909 28439 28416 14248
11 12 4 41607 || 2240 26138 25777 25768 11347
11 12 5 41257 1792 22227 21654 21633 9586
11 12 6 44502 || 1495 17972 17490 17489 8804
11 12 7 58953 | 1285 15461 15139 15137 9005
11 12 8 126032 1140 17677 17327 17283 11539
11 12 9 403177|| 1073 38070 37900 37895 27670
11 12 10 568759|| 1004 36430 36371 36371 24917
11 12 11 584958 970 23214 23140 23064 12899
11 15 3 43031|| 2987 28898 28659 28624 14168
11 15 4 35148 | 2237 27726 27252 27231 10809
11 15 5 29928 1787 25891 25704 25685 9330
11 15 6 28728 1489 22999 22528 22497 7751
11 15 7 28283 | 1276 18989 18878 18851 7262
11 15 8 28633 | 1117 15919 15809 15803 6664
11 15 9 32941 994 13298 12949 12949 6046
11 15 10 42759 896 12158 11871 11867 6353
11 15 11 109530 827 14633 14498 14496 9278
11 15 12 273085 783 29439 29289 29282 20446
11 15 13 425487 750 27945 27868 27833 18354
11 15 14 440125 730 21478 21388 21381 11520
11 18 3 40306 || 2985 29224 29016 28966 14178
11 18 4 30893 || 2234 29011 28856 28810 11250
11 18 5 27759 1786 27370 27262 27192 9119
11 18 6 25549 || 1488 25073 24972 24941 7717
11 18 7 23194 || 1275 24214 23908 23871 6867
11 18 8 21905| 1115 20982 20609 20588 6180
11 18 9 20231 991 17975 17350 17332 5483
11 18 10 21998 892 14792 14586 14565 5216
11 18 11 23021 811 12614 12494 12485 4963
11 18 12 27057 744 11277 10978 10974 4830
11 18 13 35897 688 10573 10064 10060 4994
11 18 14 84739 646 12386 12073 12071 6896
11 18 15 235712 622 23414 23294 23291 16452
11 18 16 342653 599 22977 22909 22909 14826
11 18 17 353705 585 16018 15930 15885 8347
12 4 3| 1053156/ 1846 57992 57970 57901 46194
12 5 3 336380|| 1573 42813 42802 42733 34873
12 5 4 749115|| 1312 42614 42606 42605 33073
12 6 2 36110 2218 16642 16634 16634 10823
12 6 3 35754 || 1479 11374 11363 11363 8181
12 6 4 255904 || 1161 33492 33485 33483 26842
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Table 6.5. continued

Configuration|| Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
12 6 5 564323|| 1000 31030 31030 31025 25044
12 8 2 29173 | 2213 18060 18052 18044 10601
12 8 3 24289 || 1474 15498 15491 15486 7605
12 8 4 21654 | 1105 11278 11273 11271 6036
12 8 5 24781 885 8584 8581 8581 5175
12 8 6 160906 759 22007 22006 21994 16808
12 8 7 389311 689 21686 21679 21678 17017
12 9 2 28462 || 2212 18220 18211 18201 10495
12 9 3 22670 1473 16264 16258 16246 7520
12 9 4 19458 || 1104 13232 13229 13222 5857
12 9 5 18824 883 9926 9922 9922 5044
12 9 6 22365 737 7948 7946 7946 4436
12 9 7 143021 648 20042 20042 20041 14713
12 9 8 337952 596 19043 19037 19036 14721
13 3 2 719438|| 1255 62732 62199 62199 61701
13 4 2 29725 1084 10847 9069 9062 7908
13 4 3 455645 793 39304 38633 38633 38001
13 5 2 20421 1082 11465 9667 9667 6840
13 5 3 22602 721 8765 6993 6991 5547
13 5 4 330441 579 29433 28715 28715 28023
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Table 6.6. Costsof block FC-DOF for JavaBYTEmark

Configuration|| Copied|| Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
18 3 2 || 145533 10 15 15 15 12
18 4 2 17634 9 56 43 43 23
18 4 3 60291 6 33 28 28 10
18 5 2 17634 9 38 33 33 23
18 5 3 17634 6 38 33 33 15
18 5 4 69040 5 17 14 9 5
18 6 2 17634 8 23 19 13 8
18 6 3 17634 6 23 19 19 13
18 6 4 17634 4 32 25 19 8
18 6 5 63987 4 29 24 24 7
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Table 6.7. Costsof block FC-DOF for Bloat-Bloat

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 16 11 || 12876471|| 295 697181| 581742| 579250 87920
16 16 12 || 13085042|| 279 688374| 578839|| 575994 87195
16 16 13 || 12461415|| 263 610242| 519298| 517184 66705
16 16 14 || 11862567|| 250 503342| 457599| 455031 46732
16 19 10 4757169 257 421318| 318856| 314477 92788
16 19 12 7389650 230 519561| 414061| 409521 85385
16 19 13 8676499 221 543285| 436564|f 433020 82552
16 19 14 9014138 210 495443| 409878|| 407223 68459
16 19 15 9437192 202 472295| 397909| 395184 55891
16 19 16 9300046 194 444606| 383907 381170 45472
16 19 17 8845748 186 380115| 347275| 344679 36538
16 19 18 8599180 180 355629| 329192| 325826 25616
16 23 10 3281896 247 435491| 309373|| 302432 102333
16 23 13 3365409 190 389935| 275092|| 270386 78510
16 23 14 4102366 180 388507| 274431|| 268658 67722
16 23 16 5403719 164 329094| 274892| 271390 53579
16 23 17 6076636 158 404255| 316466| 313734 59772
16 23 18 6871866 154 354608| 303957|| 301454 47008
16 23 20 6976001 145 345792| 294824| 292266 38575
16 23 21 6793647 140 287276| 259172| 256675 27186
16 28 11 2636562 221 500105| 328117| 322775 106683
16 28 13 2462227 186 432114| 278789| 272445 89736
16 28 14 2308104 172 387199| 259105|| 254044 82203
16 28 16 2370084 151 262564 | 198459 190897 56246
16 28 18 2594284 135 227942 | 177462 173344 45733
16 28 19 2971513 129 270221| 207777| 205245 53744
16 28 21 4185737 121 288240| 234322| 231459 48123
16 28 22 4737228 118 292317| 240525|| 238062 40629
16 28 24 5419853 112 281177| 241342 237944 35775
16 28 25 5417102 110 251690| 223261|| 220050 30480
16 28 26 5226810 107 244684| 220074| 217212 29426
16 34 11 2192541 217 576701| 368060| 353858 123741
16 34 13 2373520 185 517779| 334863| 323173 106029
16 34 15 2179527 160 465836| 301691|| 293087 93951
16 34 17 2100045 140 376493| 262244| 255204 77093
16 34 19 1980670 125 303203| 212029|| 200805 61920
16 34 21 2087321 114 268910 186589 183095 56086
16 34 23 2208534 104 225715| 171745 165140 53348
16 34 25 2422813 97 203739| 156587 152282 47004
16 34 27 3397026 92 256724 191829 189044 41483
16 34 29 4084392 88 218667| 185636 181895 28390
16 34 30 4257942 87 232291| 187859 184743 27701
16 34 31 4263674 85 197347| 173381 170256 23806
16 34 32 4150617 84 171133| 161101 158616 16439
16 34 33 4110114 82 165909 159934 155973 11502
16 41 9 2557773 267 665434| 439201| 406936 176233
16 41 11 2199908 217 630212| 387455|| 376662 139670
16 41 14 1933209 169 531921| 334913| 322383 101384
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Table6.7. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 41 16 1934193 148 523459| 328822| 316784 97436
16 41 18 1812181 131 439550| 283148|| 270958 80269
16 41 21 1792123 113 376833| 247645| 242972 71088
16 41 23 1725472 103 282533| 198499 190762 62468
16 41 26 1710140 91 243671 171798 163926 51203
16 41 28 1837780 85 195852 | 148986 140559 43220
16 41 30 1808711 79 178290 134693 130427 37376
16 41 33 2440093 73 168190 135968 132738 25965
16 41 35 2951941 70 165079 | 138012 134087 21856
16 41 36 3450948 70 207801| 169217 166457 27039
16 41 38 3558620 68 165346| 147557 143792 16955
16 41 39 3368551 66 149437| 136373 133285 15961
16 41 40 3342310 65 136462 126982 124373 12590
16 50 10 2017164| 242 697371| 465025|| 435269 148099
16 50 13 1745003 181 629755| 397008| 371871 130960
16 50 16 1871008 147 573977| 358575| 342814 98994
16 50 19 1807320 124 503497| 324014| 309987 92931
16 50 22 1734156 107 481070| 315242|| 300075 92151
16 50 25 1475550 94 412913| 261795|| 251863 74792
16 50 29 1495594 81 263025| 171706 157670 46688
16 50 32 1644572 74 223829| 167061 162338 47235
16 50 34 1510633 69 200363| 147415 140607 41026
16 50 37 1787088 64 203688| 151490 144130 41421
16 50 40 1713054 59 130734| 106078 103019 26135
16 50 43 2399719 56 171828 | 136692 133111 25970
16 50 44 2364272 55 143358 | 120423 116643 22775
16 50 46 2912999 54 141771 129375 126755 16904
16 50 47 2904596 53 135927 | 124808 122323 12793
16 50 48 2828231 53 116829 | 108206 106247 10099
16 61 9 2090674|| 262 696119| 445838| 419547 176023
16 61 13 1744819 180 660497 | 405345| 392560 138056
16 61 16 1638790 146 607421| 381486| 363965 115084
16 61 20 1672035 117 511574| 334324| 318046 92692
16 61 24 1421898 97 576340| 352568| 340037 88362
16 61 27 1420755 86 438950| 285302 271771 76780
16 61 31 1378990 75 369144| 239228| 220126 69642
16 61 35 1441311 67 359757 | 222249| 214292 61134
16 61 38 1377644 61 252319| 177790 168710 44810
16 61 41 1230787 57 196377 135910 126911 35204
16 61 45 1493424 52 147821| 121526 117888 34381
16 61 49 1281836 47 105801 84594 76913 22471
16 61 52 1678582 45 123422 97364 94037 22572
16 61 54 2044713 44 129698 | 109926 106406 21426
16 61 56 2197506 43 127513| 103417 100745 16825
16 61 57 2384827 43 132252| 108318 105147 19145
16 61 58 2310417 42 111174 98291 95350 11988
16 61 59 2202838 42 92991 85392 82252 8595
16 74 7 2043614| 334 800511| 510958| 451376 219306
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Table6.7. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 74 11 2043878 213 695889 | 449895| 395917 158557
16 74 16 1480869 144 697802| 423865| 393569 120620
16 74 20 1630315 116 658996| 426607| 388811 116269
16 74 24 1359220 96 589643| 382701|| 356967 91548
16 74 29 1363591 80 488961| 313117| 279707 72130
16 74 33 1475290 70 473644| 296743|| 284956 74958
16 74 38 1282772 61 301231| 203177 169674 48188
16 74 42 1242068 55 335280| 223183 212594 59927
16 74 47 1251104 49 251540 165603 151510 48722
16 74 50 1158984 46 236284| 146654 130137 38779
16 74 55 1297354 42 190819 127702 117573 32659
16 74 59 1392641 39 202170| 128872 124395 33790
16 74 63 1445059 37 149725 108730 101802 21504
16 74 66 1655323 36 111369 87052 82949 17994
16 74 68 1636235 35 84935 73634 70793 12922
16 74 70 1824631 34 79387 72305 69954 9202
16 74 71 1952068 34 86974 78068 75506 8343
18 5 4 9245283 195 229680| 162498 160792 56116
18 6 4 7283924 170 273905| 193935 191957 80397
18 6 5 6759511 144 148606| 107053 106620 35584
18 7 4 3183558 154 188507 | 137072 136695 66305
18 7 5 5738118 131 216454 156928 156031 56533
18 7 6 5662171 116 150169| 118656 117910 42946
18 9 3 2007413 198 326689| 202555 198898 116110
18 9 4 1943122 148 257830 166951 163626 80986
18 9 5 2054687 119 215405| 134582 132389 66321
18 9 6 2520609 101 129884 96150 94286 49848
18 9 7 4072555 90 150750 104085 102204 43558
18 9 8 4043639 82 102881 75815 74096 25120
18 11 4 1970306 148 357575| 217101| 211421 110703
18 11 5 1709577 118 270670| 174443 169575 82429
18 11 6 1622388 98 211515| 125346 121549 67216
18 11 7 1812100 84 138307 98348 94121 47648
18 11 8 2362843 75 140745 91413 91058 45420
18 11 9 3128413 68 106829 76620 75348 25979
18 11 10 3221099 63 67895 52383 51752 16002
18 13 3 1794950 195 390698| 237804| 228152 136491
18 13 4 1823393 147 366605| 223640| 219871 108653
18 13 5 1679290 117 323586| 207571|| 204866 91205
18 13 6 1499837 97 233325| 166457 162589 83302
18 13 7 1492991 83 244104| 146494 142879 68373
18 13 8 1575460 73 151447| 100194 98745 52467
18 13 9 1548656 65 112562 79992 76317 38661
18 13 10 1840595 59 79805 60347 59528 31636
18 13 11 2709255 55 87937 65630 64283 24123
18 13 12 2749813 52 66175 51939 50361 15535
18 16 3 1767217 194 422384| 265789| 256414 152336
18 16 4 1658659 146 395542| 254080| 242193 127448
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Table6.7. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
18 16 5 1632098 116 356411| 222971|| 213700 97465
18 16 6 1441111 97 346786| 220517|| 214666 89070
18 16 7 1451849 83 297484| 189885 185661 68755
18 16 8 1350731 72 227789| 150800 144891 67346
18 16 9 1336134 64 185466| 122508 116414 56599
18 16 10 1402477 58 153690 104797 97877 49713
18 16 11 1368801 53 157622| 101670 97904 47029
18 16 12 1535951 49 117061 79493 78207 37855
18 16 13 1641812 45 79337 55569 54716 27455
18 16 14 2067479 42 64800 49957 49358 17465
18 16 15 2178510 40 52396 43493 43117 11508
18 19 2 1823849 290 469220| 292737|| 273406 209105
18 19 3 1673635 193 452494 | 279894 | 268698 161989
18 19 4 1479112 144 425509| 263913|| 250578 130343
18 19 5 1586752 116 401978| 254730|| 242891 112365
18 19 6 1423186 96 366763| 239264 | 229409 107215
18 19 7 1257039 82 331355| 212877|| 203160 81186
18 19 9 1274272 64 262960 159716 152873 61047
18 19 10 1170568 57 232347| 136966 131669 55918
18 19 11 1348679 53 204841| 128496 121590 53699
18 19 12 1348728 48 150447 104959 101361 45011
18 19 13 1224158 44 122494 85634 83696 37611
18 19 14 1201141 41 106291 68640 63391 33398
18 19 15 1162111 38 75756 51790 49674 23557
18 19 16 1436889 36 70131 47225 45693 18990
18 19 17 1770725 35 48965 38299 37416 14452
18 19 18 1935203 33 93387 58620 57333 20958
20 3 2 3878918 78 123991 66039 66039 65445
20 4 2 1589557 73 165288 90758 90020 80715
20 4 3 2552316 50 60379 27688 27688 26692
20 5 2 1232075 72 167093| 101486 100398 78518
20 5 3 1201338 48 87907 53049 52379 46159
20 5 4 1911445 37 48288 21616 21530 19638
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Table 6.8. Costsof block FC-DOF for Toba

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 22 19 || 15022397\ 202 691552| 690821| 688179 61101
16 22 20| 14442188| 194 650465| 649727| 648159 42269
16 27 20| 10215144| 159 523931| 522731| 521201 70165
16 27 22| 10371671| 147 506829| 505971|| 504092 61392
16 27 23| 10928970| 145 508015| 507252|| 505247 50695
16 27 24| 10471549| 140 468950 468246 466517 38481
16 33 19 6772949 149 391021| 389673|| 387750 77126
16 33 21 6859504 135 393432| 392148|| 390579 71144
16 33 22 7043184 130 390656| 389306|| 387458 66895
16 33 24 7375292 121 399131| 397991| 395859 69880
16 33 26 7340954 113 381777| 380724| 378827 56643
16 33 28 7922126 108 373738| 372858|| 370897 41140
16 33 29 8293596 107 387928| 387226|| 386004 33455
16 33 30 7771935 103 345727| 345088| 343718 33232
16 33 31 8025961 102 353078| 352484 | 338322 21835
16 40 20 6204868 139 394565| 393269|| 381663 106112
16 40 23 5222159 118 325390| 324061 315733 68888
16 40 25 4929155 108 294684| 293340| 280911 64753
16 40 27 5628181 102 315003| 313756| 303257 52789
16 40 30 5498713 92 280682| 279550| 278229 40468
16 40 32 5750122 87 297743| 296630|| 295202 48603
16 40 34 6258225 84 320467| 319579|| 307087 37450
16 40 36 6885023 82 319584| 318875|| 307070 33989
16 40 37 6589158 80 297539| 296912|| 283060 27556
16 40 38 6741542 80 302214| 301580|| 288084 20456
16 48 16 7015919 175 453171| 451753 436123 198121
16 48 19 6366145 146 413473| 412152 396148 156014
16 48 22 6043575 125 387995| 386673 370904 118760
16 48 24 6018127 115 372811| 371417|| 360205 97758
16 48 27 5123821 100 325205| 323880|| 316603 66816
16 48 30 5000839 90 299587 | 298234| 285256 56096
16 48 33 4443304 81 254293| 253128|| 243353 47840
16 48 36 5339933 76 301675| 300479| 291059 49678
16 48 38 5348156 72 278635| 277583|| 267053 39210
16 48 41 5320769 68 260587| 259708| 257618 32060
16 48 43 5299091 65 254216| 253417 240854 26795
16 48 44 5675534 65 263095| 262372|| 260499 24012
16 48 45 5597408 64 249194| 248551| 237258 20681
16 48 46 5363695 63 237574| 236924 | 235872 14446
16 59 16 6067396 171 427593 | 426210 411632 190122
16 59 19 5993059 144 405996 | 404647| 383088 168399
16 59 23 5458426 117 380371| 379034| 360963 126711
16 59 27 5119388 99 346842| 345476| 322272 95848
16 59 30 5060803 89 333779| 332439| 321913 82557
16 59 34 4428231 78 294468| 293170|| 282862 56263
16 59 37 3831748 71 247338| 246043| 226567 48893
16 59 40 4242984 66 257728| 256513|| 247190 50401
16 59 44 3619011 59 210137| 209048 198233 39249
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Table 6.8. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 59 47 4092301 56 220715| 219633|| 209486 37151
16 59 50 4100409 53 209935| 209008 198465 31631
16 59 52 4489595 52 225827| 224959| 214989 29266
16 59 54 4694964 51 219955| 219244 | 217878 18448
16 59 55 4567134 50 210713| 210063|| 200383 17547
16 59 56 4181649 49 187498 | 186926 185962 16694
16 59 57 4378152 49 189995| 189440| 188374 10146
16 71 15 5567821 179 401222| 399819 356916 174691
16 71 19 5112476 140 383689| 382293|| 348016 152030
16 71 23 4866178 115 349337| 348030|| 312562 119985
16 71 28 4444597 94 334461| 333159|| 304325 105541
16 71 32 4616234 83 324387| 323066| 306269 94277
16 71 36 4342026 73 300051| 298777| 279764 69523
16 71 40 3921500 65 258041| 256766| 239774 41689
16 71 45 3794354 58 256542| 255358| 243397 50207
16 71 48 3693642 54 244650| 243448| 225361 46644
16 71 53 3555322 49 197976| 196859 189087 32385
16 71 57 3193516 45 188305| 187167 178197 31528
16 71 60 3741124 44 192020 191041 180860 24807
16 71 63 3819069 42 208191| 207226 198506 27749
16 71 65 3239254 40 145690 144965 136205 16752
16 71 67 3850305 40 179152 178557 167889 17752
16 71 68 3785459 39 171500 170895 162532 8085
16 87 13 6861644| 211 484879 | 483544 447743 260481
16 87 18 5520477 148 422721 421304 375043 193479
16 87 23 4725415 114 359143| 357810| 332317 142372
16 87 29 4553976 90 345349| 344019| 320113 122664
16 87 34 4354855 77 331949| 330590 305335 103546
16 87 39 4273716 67 314523| 313218| 268593 84114
16 87 44 3861602 59 292382| 291053|| 262752 68539
16 87 50 3251451 51 247373| 246079| 228659 47459
16 87 55 3187167 46 218122 216922 181375 40855
16 87 59 2385002 42 167044 | 165803 157481 30191
16 87 64 2712068 39 170902 | 169739 155269 29519
16 87 70 2663283 36 162063 160930|| 151059 28675
16 87 74 3078241 35 158828 | 157894| 156254 22269
16 87 77 2887515 33 152056| 151010|| 144249 23558
16 87 80 3235180 33 167320 166520|| 164394 20253
16 87 82 3090178 32 141836| 141180|| 139402 16854
16 87 83 3092943 31 146963 | 146381 139535 18180
16 87 84 3044820 31 132294 | 131668 122696 7682
16 106 16 5400088 165 417255| 415857 372883 194567
16 106 22 4911542 119 378195| 376786| 342849 158288
16 106 29 3821524 88 321985| 320622|| 264355 104214
16 106 35 3916903 73 339782| 338356| 319626 120343
16 106 41 3223219 61 290913| 289492|| 239780 76981
16 106 48 3773352 53 305262| 303906| 270925 80480
16 106 54 3433005 47 258829| 257475|| 235913 58535
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Table 6.8. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
16 106 60 2386269 41 213989| 212619 179286 37349
16 106 67 2852379 37 205778| 204559 172279 37419
16 106 72 2197131 34 160155| 158917 152954 31859
16 106 78 2528417 32 171715| 170547 164234 31803
16 106 85 2213776 29 129217| 128087 112924 22362
16 106 90 1995010 27 105560 104557 93101 16032
16 106 94 2400718 27 139024 | 138094| 126715 18170
16 106 98 2040224 25 103153 | 102243 97705 16500
16 106 100 2498239 25 123388 | 122618 116714 14460
16 106 101 2554660 25 125683 | 124936 117566 10100
16 106 102 2275252 25 101331| 100795 99704 7490
18 7 6 || 10557914| 140 294815| 293847| 293323 44046
18 9 6 7212395 118 289894| 288362|| 288042 80266
18 9 7 7835864 105 266405| 265177| 259341 62673
18 9 8 7415219 95 216069| 215232|| 215200 32671
18 10 5 5723150 135 291938| 290204 | 284242 97673
18 10 6 6210093 114 276688| 275015|| 265455 74802
18 10 7 6653768 99 259263| 257737|| 248276 67344
18 10 8 6701407 89 231447| 230322|| 229924 53824
18 10 9 6260650 80 187567 186750|| 179450 30549
18 12 5 6717821 138 341051| 339290|| 323855 143889
18 12 6 5511308 112 282779| 281038| 272139 91058
18 12 7 4905544 95 241128| 239437|| 232150 72936
18 12 8 5209000 84 238692| 237033|| 228488 59910
18 12 9 4841445 74 191780| 190364| 190163 46738
18 12 10 5708098 69 206728 | 205589 196434 47371
18 12 11 5600359 65 170640 169742 169487 25248
18 15 4 6157757 169 330425| 328690|| 309381 187449
18 15 5 4870721 132 269418| 267669| 257811 134666
18 15 6 4809979 109 260175| 258508| 232261 108225
18 15 7 4354547 93 264881| 263136| 254738 96607
18 15 8 4140150 81 227447| 225647| 217532 62564
18 15 9 4011778 72 199959 | 198292 197750 51809
18 15 10 4593828 66 217149| 215420|| 207852 59952
18 15 11 4249132 60 189257 187734| 179803 47988
18 15 12 4084660 55 163333 162004| 154811 40091
18 15 13 4339548 51 155471 | 154426 147815 36485
18 15 14 4143888 48 126194| 125359 119563 21872
18 18 5 5042347 131 287392| 285709|| 247083 147913
18 18 6 4788418 109 281559| 279887| 246142 129767
18 18 7 4110896 92 235952| 234263| 222178 94438
18 18 8 4588074 82 252808| 251087| 238426 92465
18 18 9 4269130 72 232024| 230281|| 208545 62143
18 18 10 3844825 64 202414 200696 186812 55014
18 18 11 3669324 58 191400| 189827 185155 49506
18 18 12 3475408 53 171920 170370|| 159075 41369
18 18 13 3406012 49 153469 | 152073 144916 35399
18 18 14 3544328 46 158764 | 157255 156563 39395
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Table 6.8. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc | R.s.union
18 18 15 3329820 43 137208 | 135835 128533 30683
18 18 16 3287413 40 116152 115149 107842 27048
18 18 17 3836959 39 127504 | 126662 119261 15473
18 22 5 4917512 130 288535| 286734| 264264 156815
18 22 6 4612817 108 285171| 283426| 263832 145352
18 22 7 3973449 91 250471| 248765|| 209590 104140
18 22 9 4147048 71 257294| 255593|| 232516 101679
18 22 10 3777769 64 230397| 228692 206185 71029
18 22 11 3640102 58 218415| 216708 192405 61628
18 22 13 3035591 48 178309| 176616 164597 50916
18 22 14 2828839 45 165702 164029 146328 42830
18 22 15 3121825 42 167960 166327 154361 42704
18 22 16 3267859 40 168708 | 167178 166278 48558
18 22 18 3142156 35 138456| 137147 125392 29120
18 22 19 2831318 33 115127 113811 109332 23176
18 22 20 2980521 32 104751 103811 103716 20637
18 22 21 2722441 31 78071 77183 77033 11231
18 27 6 5018366 108 310200| 308441| 272225 160868
18 27 7 3843051 90 258424| 256720 204359 112017
18 27 9 4176674 71 271754| 270022|| 244730 122197
18 27 11 3627756 57 232750| 231047| 217383 85758
18 27 12 3574707 53 238065| 236361 220664 86245
18 27 14 3162265 45 204877| 203242 189230 50264
18 27 15 2744717 41 187890| 186165 183113 53894
18 27 17 2581970 36 145799 | 144224| 134180 35182
18 27 18 2518603 34 137983 | 136392 126686 35129
18 27 20 2505493 31 122418 | 120866 108873 28921
18 27 22 2801038 28 126559 | 125271 106120 26725
18 27 23 2306098 27 105465| 104160 96805 23457
18 27 24 2194403 26 83865 82530 76205 18399
18 27 25 2656252 25 99236 98176 93425 16770
18 27 26 2380790 24 77629 76918 64985 9296
20 4 3 4703450 55 73387 72316 72303 67128
20 5 2 4223654 80 161229 | 159328 151462 94810
20 5 3 3947436 53 113939 | 112157 105296 61217
20 5 4 4042792 40 64723 63594 61042 49981
20 6 2 4017172 79 173008 | 171092 160611 110782
20 6 3 3249012 52 124241 | 122363 112022 56659
20 6 4 3137875 39 98298 96696 94284 57238
20 6 5 2965312 31 52494 51474 51420 47026
20 7 2 4090073 79 175125| 173155 160420 118410
20 7 3 3339464 52 145188 | 143172 134171 74379
20 7 4 2501170 38 102923| 101006 90905 47702
20 7 5 2258927 31 66914 65123 65082 38710
20 7 6 2334110 26 37746 36860 36860 31767
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Table 6.9. Costsof block 2GYF for StandardNonInteractive

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc
9 12 1 11 68661 | 1660 44 43 43
9 12 2 10 61484 855 33 31 31
9 12 3 9 58205 575 32 30 30
9 12 4 8 58087 434 18 18 18
9 12 5 7 55902 351 17 17 17
9 12 6 6 58361 294 21 19 19
9 12 7 5| 101550 267 18 16 16
9 12 8 4| 166802 271 12 12 12
9 12 9 3| 166943 269 16 16 16
9 12 10 2 || 166285 268 11 11 11
9 14 1 13 60948 | 1660 44 43 43
9 14 2 12 50440 847 22 22 22
9 14 3 11 44807 567 29 27 27
9 14 4 10 42610 425 18 18 18
9 14 5 9 36442 339 17 17 17
9 14 6 8 37997 284 16 16 16
9 14 7 7 38401 245 20 18 18
9 14 8 6 43540 217 20 18 18
9 14 9 5 74875 202 21 21 21
9 14 10 4| 122732 201 17 17 17
9 14 12 2 || 125215 202 15 15 15
9 17 1 16 51698 | 1660 44 43 43
9 17 2 15 42915 841 31 29 29
9 17 3 14 38716 563 24 24 24
9 17 4 13 33446 422 15 15 15
9 17 5 12 29027 337 15 15 15
9 17 6 11 28362 281 14 14 14
9 17 7 10 27882 240 12 12 12
9 17 8 9 28055 212 16 16 16
9 17 9 8 29946 189 12 12 12
9 17 10 7 28362 170 12 12 12
9 17 11 6 31109 156 9 9 9
9 17 12 5 58231 148 11 11 11
9 17 13 4 89909 148 9 9 9
9 17 14 3 91049 147 9 9 9
9 17 15 2 90940 147 9 9 9
9 17 16 1 90495 147 18 16 16
9 21 1 20 48810|| 1660 44 43 43
9 21 2 19 38044 838 26 24 24
9 21 3 18 34070 560 21 21 21
9 21 4 17 28600 419 24 22 22
9 21 6 15 24552 279 14 14 14
9 21 7 14 23099 239 17 15 15
9 21 8 13 20912 209 15 15 15
9 21 9 12 20256 186 14 14 14
9 21 11 10 20496 153 10 10 10
9 21 12 9 20191 140 10 10 10
9 21 13 8 21118 130 13 13 13
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Table 6.9. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
9 21 14 7 22860 121 14 13 13
9 21 16 5 36625 108 11 11 11
9 21 17 4 66141 109 12 11 11
9 21 18 3 67015 108 13 12 12
9 21 19 2 67067 108 17 16 16
9 25 1 24 45402 || 1660 44 43 43
9 25 2 23 35483 836 32 30 30
9 25 4 21 27412 418 15 15 15
9 25 5 20 23741 334 14 14 14
9 25 7 18 19498 238 16 16 16
9 25 8 17 19741 209 19 17 17
9 25 10 15 17654 167 11 11 11
9 25 11 14 17208 152 12 12 12
9 25 13 12 15894 129 14 14 14
9 25 14 11 15784 119 10 10 10
9 25 16 9 16045 105 10 8 8
9 25 17 8 15699 99 13 12 12
9 25 18 7 17661 93 15 14 11
9 25 20 5 32105 86 7 7 7
9 25 21 4 52301 86 9 8 8
9 25 22 3 52990 86 10 9 9
9 25 23 2 53042 86 9 8 8
9 25 24 1 51770 85 10 10 7
9 30 1 29 43928 || 1660 44 43 43
9 30 3 27 30277 557 29 28 28
9 30 4 26 26449 417 12 12 12
9 30 6 24 21397 278 14 14 14
9 30 8 22 18556 209 9 9 9
9 30 10 20 15389 167 17 17 17
9 30 12 18 15119 139 13 13 13
9 30 13 17 14433 128 13 12 12
9 30 15 15 12765 111 9 9 9
9 30 17 13 13636 98 10 10 10
9 30 19 11 13611 88 9 8 8
9 30 20 10 11694 83 13 12 9
9 30 22 8 12932 76 9 8 8
9 30 24 6 14458 70 10 9 9
9 30 26 4 41158 68 9 8 8
9 30 27 3 41859 68 8 7 7
9 30 28 2 42143 68 11 8 8
9 30 29 1 42258 68 11 9 9
9 37 1 36 41822 || 1660 44 43 43
9 37 3 34 29189 555 24 22 22
9 37 6 31 20292 278 16 16 16
9 37 8 29 16979 208 14 14 14
9 37 10 27 15318 166 18 16 16
9 37 12 25 13990 138 9 9 9
9 37 14 23 13070 118 15 15 15
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Table 6.9. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
9 37 17 20 11364 98 11 10 10
9 37 19 18 10258 87 9 8 8
9 37 21 16 10063 79 7 6 6
9 37 23 14 9294 72 7 6 6
9 37 25 12 9057 66 7 6 6
9 37 27 10 8664 61 8 7 7
9 37 30 7 10502 55 12 10 10
9 37 31 6 11677 54 8 6 6
9 37 33 4 30614 52 11 8 8
9 37 34 3 32404 53 9 7 7
9 37 3B 2 32382 53 9 7 7
9 37 36 1 31275 52 11 9 9
9 45 1 44 40736 || 1660 44 43 43
9 45 4 41 24297 416 13 13 13
9 45 7 38 17924 237 12 12 12
9 45 9 36 15341 185 12 12 12
9 45 12 33 14015 138 12 12 12
9 45 15 30 12351 111 15 13 13
9 45 18 27 10893 92 8 8 8
9 45 20 25 10564 83 11 10 10
9 45 23 22 8960 72 8 7 7
9 45 26 19 8577 64 11 9 9
9 45 28 17 7844 59 8 6 6
9 45 31 14 6509 53 9 7 7
9 45 33 12 7247 50 13 10 7
9 45 36 9 6951 46 6 5 5
9 45 38 7 9219 44 10 7 7
9 45 40 5 15978 42 7 5 5
9 45 41 4 26141 42 7 5 5
9 45 42 3 25786 42 8 6 6
9 45 43 2 25674 42 5 4 4
9 54 2 52 31682 832 28 26 26
9 54 5 49 21191 332 11 11 11
9 54 8 46 15530 208 22 20 20
9 54 11 43 13664 151 11 11 11
9 54 15 39 12187 110 9 9 9
9 54 18 36 10725 92 10 10 10
9 54 21 33 9544 79 9 8 8
9 54 24 30 8414 69 12 10 10
9 54 28 26 7521 59 8 6 6
9 54 31 23 6605 53 7 5 5
9 54 34 20 6066 48 7 5 5
9 54 37 17 5882 44 9 6 6
9 54 40 14 6336 41 8 6 6
9 54 43 11 6354 38 12 8 8
9 54 46 8 6122 36 7 5 5
9 54 48 6 7962 34 5 3 3
9 54 50 4 20310 34 5 3 3
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc

9 54 51 3 20853 34 6 4 4
9 54 52 2 20813 34 4 3 3
10 6 1 5 52015 809 47 0 41
10 6 2 4 56515 430 31 0 27
10 6 3 3 59973 295 27 0 24
10 6 4 2| 167107 276 21 0 19
10 6 5 1] 171625 275 19 0 17
100 7 1 6 44129 809 47 0 41
0 7 2 5 39398 419 25 0 23
100 7 3 4 36711 280 27 0 22
0 7 4 3 39148 214 23 0 21
10 7 5 2] 122983 204 20 0 16
10 7 6 1| 126087 203 19 0 15
100 9 1 8 38784 809 47 0 41
0 9 2 7 30657 412 31 0 26
100 9 3 6 25144 275 27 0 24
10 9 4 5 22517 206 18 0 16
100 9 5 4 24128 166 14 0 13
10 9 6 3 26623 140 11 0 11
0 9 7 2 81307 135 12 0 12
10 9 8 1 81959 134 20 0 18
10 112 1 10 36124 809 47 0 41
10 12 2 9 28622 410 27 0 25
10 11 3 8 23663 273 22 0 19
10 112 4 7 21165 205 17 0 14
10 11 5 6 19045 164 14 0 14
10 11 6 5 17685 137 12 0 12
10 112 7 4 16995 118 15 0 14
10 112 8 3 19370 104 12 0 11
10 12 9 2 61354 101 17 0 11
10 11 10 1 62624 101 16 0 11
10 13 1 12 34469 809 47 0 41
10 13 2 11 26663 409 27 0 24
10 13 3 10 21504 272 26 0 23
10 13 4 9 18307 204 18 0 17
10 13 5 8 17733 163 10 0 10
10 13 6 7 16051 136 16 0 14
10 13 7 6 14239 116 10 0 10
10 13 8 5 14891 102 15 0 11
10 13 9 4 15482 91 14 0 11
10 13 10 3 15544 82 13 0 11
10 13 112 2 47686 80 12 0 9
10 13 12 1 48798 80 10 0 8
10 15 1 14 33122 809 47 0 41
10 15 2 13 25234 408 24 0 23
10 15 3 12 20817 271 21 0 20
10 15 4 11 17860 203 19 0 16
10 15 5 10 16421 163 22 0 19
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Table 6.9. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 15 6 9 14757 135 20 0 17
10 15 7 8 13974 116 14 0 13
10 15 8 7 12068 101 10 0 9
10 15 9 6 11423 90 16 0 13
10 15 10 5 10993 81 7 0 6
10 15 11 4 12107 74 9 0 7
10 15 12 3 12924 68 12 0 11
10 15 13 2 40572 67 15 0 11
10 15 14 1 41193 67 8 0 7
10 19 1 18 32177 809 47 0 41
10 19 2 17 24097 407 31 0 26
10 19 3 16 20776 271 24 0 21
10 19 4 15 16553 203 19 0 19
10 19 5 14 15571 162 19 0 18
10 19 6 13 13389 135 19 0 18
10 19 7 12 14480 116 14 0 14
10 19 9 10 10272 90 14 0 12
10 19 10 9 10607 81 11 0 10
10 19 11 8 9072 73 13 0 11
10 19 12 7 8399 67 13 0 11
10 19 13 6 8169 62 10 0 7
10 19 14 5 9170 58 14 0 9
10 19 15 4 9195 54 9 0 7
10 19 16 3 10712 51 13 0 9
10 19 17 2 29814 50 9 0 7
10 19 18 1 30882 50 7 0 4
10 23 1 22 30661 809 47 0 41
10 23 2 21 23744 406 26 0 24
10 23 3 20 18500 270 19 0 18
10 23 5 18 14819 162 17 0 16
10 23 6 17 12824 135 14 0 13
10 23 8 15 11015 101 17 0 15
10 23 9 14 9695 90 12 0 12
10 23 10 13 9302 81 14 0 12
10 23 12 11 8109 67 15 0 11
10 23 13 10 7705 62 12 0 8
10 23 14 9 8517 58 9 0 7
10 23 16 7 6397 50 7 0 5
10 23 17 6 7271 47 6 0 5
10 23 18 5 6580 45 13 0 10
10 23 20 3 9505 41 6 0 4
10 23 21 2 23898 40 11 0 8
10 23 22 1 24581 40 9 0 6
10 27 1 26 30043 809 47 0 41
10 27 2 25 23397 406 21 0 19
10 27 4 23 15854 202 21 0 20
10 27 6 21 13077 135 18 0 15
10 27 7 20 12490 115 14 0 14
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 27 9 18 10031 90 12 0 12
10 27 11 16 9247 73 9 0 7
10 27 12 15 7402 67 13 0 10
10 27 14 13 8033 58 11 0 10
10 27 15 12 7116 54 11 0 8
10 27 17 10 6359 47 9 0 6
10 27 18 9 6235 45 9 0 7
10 27 20 7 5414 40 13 0 8
10 27 22 5 5069 36 8 0 6
10 27 23 4 5809 35 5 0 3
10 27 24 3 7721 34 3 0 2
10 27 25 2 19675 33 9 0 6
10 27 26 1 20053 33 9 0 6
11 3 1 2 42337 402 45 33 33
112 3 2 1| 233072 386 39 29 29
11 4 1 3 31591 402 45 33 33
117 4 2 2 30579 214 36 27 27
11 4 3 1| 118307 197 24 19 19
117 5 1 4 28407 402 45 33 33
11 5 2 3 22474 207 23 17 17
117 5 3 2 20884 140 18 14 14
11 5 4 1 78084 131 21 18 18
117 6 1 5 27035 402 45 33 33
11 6 2 4 18402 205 23 19 19
117 6 3 3 17821 137 23 18 18
117 6 4 2 15745 103 20 16 14
117 6 5 1 57828 98 20 16 14
117 7 1 6 25754 402 45 33 33
11 7 2 5 19308 204 18 15 15
117 7 3 4 15979 136 25 18 18
11 7 4 3 14151 102 17 11 11
117 7 5 2 12819 82 23 17 17
11 7 6 1 46931 79 12 10 10
117 8 1 7 24756 402 45 33 33
11 8 2 6 17335 203 27 21 21
117 8 3 5 14368 135 17 15 15
11 8 4 4 12184 101 28 21 19
117 8 5 3 10529 81 26 19 17
117 8 6 2 10265 68 12 8 8
117 8 7 1 39331 66 14 11 11
117 10 1 9 24114 402 45 33 33
117 10 2 8 17507 203 32 24 24
11 10 3 7 13435 135 23 18 18
117 10 4 6 11396 101 16 14 14
112 10 5 5 10093 81 20 15 15
11 10 6 4 8230 67 18 12 10
117 10 7 3 8534 58 19 13 13
117 10 8 2 9868 51 13 8 8
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 10 9 1 29527 49 15 11 11
11 12 1 11 23601 402 45 33 33
11 12 2 10 15349 202 26 21 21
117 12 3 9 12650 134 26 20 20
11 12 4 8 10936 101 16 14 14
11 12 5 7 9233 80 21 16 16
11 12 6 6 7793 67 14 10 10
11 12 7 5 7953 57 15 10 10
11 12 8 4 5973 50 10 7 7
11 12 9 3 6304 45 11 7 7
11 12 10 2 6389 40 16 11 11
11 12 11 1 23564 39 7 5 5
11 14 1 13 23289 402 45 33 33
11 14 2 12 15858 202 24 18 18
11 14 3 11 13014 134 27 20 20
11 14 4 10 9667 100 22 17 15
117 14 5 9 8019 80 24 18 16
11 14 6 8 7636 67 17 12 12
11 14 7 7 7142 57 8 6 6
11 14 8 6 5395 50 13 8 6
11 14 9 5 5011 44 7 5 5
11 14 10 4 5429 40 14 10 10
11 14 11 3 5079 36 5 4 4
11 14 12 2 5379 33 14 9 9
11 14 13 1 20418 33 11 7 7
12 2 1 1 25089 200 14 0 13
12 3 1 2 18384 200 14 0 13
12 3 2 1 16318 106 9 0 8
12 4 1 3 17152 200 14 0 13
12 4 2 2 12254 102 10 0 8
12 4 3 1 11228 69 7 0 6
12 5 1 4 16261 200 14 0 13
12 5 2 3 11053 101 8 0 8
12 5 3 2 9781 68 8 0 6
12 5 4 1 8171 51 11 0 9
12 6 1 5 15684 200 14 0 13
12 6 2 4 11166 101 13 0 12
12 6 3 3 8358 67 13 0 10
12 6 4 2 5971 50 7 0 5
12 6 5 1 7824 41 6 0 4
12 7 1 6 15771 200 14 0 13
12 7 2 5 9968 100 14 0 12
12 7 3 4 7505 67 13 0 10
12 7 4 3 5515 50 7 0 5
12 7 5 2 5555 40 10 0 7
12 7 6 1 5953 34 3 0 2
3 2 1 1 12024 100 13 10 10
13 3 1 2 10791 100 13 10 10
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Table 6.9. continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 3 2 1 7321 51 12 7 7
13 4 1 3 10331 100 13 10 10
13 4 2 2 5709 50 10 6 6
13 4 3 1 5271 34 13 8 8
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Table 6.10. Costsof block2GYF for HeapSim

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc
13 56 2 54 870801 930 54 32 32
13 56 5 51 1034112| 372 46 36 36
13 56 8 48 1286129| 233 67 30 30
13 56 12 44 3941765|| 159 74 22 22
13 56 15 41 5434667|| 135 64 24 24
13 56 18 38 6358576|| 123 63 22 22
13 56 22 34 6820966|| 113 6 4 4
13 56 25 31 7134689|| 109 79 18 18
13 56 29 27 7369797|| 106 46 12 12
13 56 32 24 7496892|| 104 90 18 18
13 56 35 21 7584273|| 103 66 18 18
13 56 38 18 7608841|| 102 61 18 18
13 56 41 15 7703753|| 102 22 12 12
13 56 45 11 7693569|| 101 16 9 9
13 56 48 8 7728651|| 101 94 10 10
13 56 50 6 7747103|| 101 91 10 10
13 56 52 4 7755799|| 101 91 10 10
13 56 53 3 7765052|| 101 91 10 10
13 56 54 2 7766506|| 101 91 10 10
13 68 2 66 531008 928 54 32 32
13 68 6 62 609541 309 58 22 22
13 68 10 58 688552 185 45 28 28
13 68 14 54 764906 132 46 14 14
13 68 18 50 925821 103 63 22 22
13 68 22 46 1432020 85 6 4 4
13 68 27 41 2935521 72 46 12 12
13 68 31 37 3430263 66 41 16 16
13 68 35 33 3693126 63 66 18 18
13 68 39 29 3925412 61 61 18 18
13 68 43 25 3992511 59 6 4 4
13 68 46 22| 4109706 59 22 11 11
13 68 50 18| 4123386 58 91 10 10
13 68 54 14| 4207035 58 91 10 10
13 68 58 10| 4155494 57 82 10 10
13 68 60 8 4175790 57 82 10 10
13 68 63 5 4185104 57 62 10 10
13 68 64 4 4194039 57 62 10 10
13 68 65 3 4195671 57 62 10 10
13 68 66 2 4197194 57 51 10 10
13 83 2 81 452646 927 54 32 32
13 83 7 76 441550 265 39 22 22
13 83 12 71 433508 154 74 22 22
13 83 17 66 517424 109 61 20 20
13 83 22 61 507445 84 6 4 4
13 83 27 56 582750 68 46 12 12
13 83 32 51 744293 58 90 18 18
13 83 37 46 1060740 50 63 18 18
13 83 42 41 1868085 45 6 4 4
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 83 47 36 2216894 42 83 10 10
13 83 52 31 2478769 41 91 10 10
13 83 56 27 2625433 40 91 10 10
13 83 61 22 2650391 39 62 10 10
13 83 66 17 2648219 38 51 10 10
13 83 71 12 2691703 38 38 10 10
13 83 74 9 2717850 38 35 10 10
13 83 76 7 2721748 38 35 10 10
13 83 78 5 2736561 38 35 10 10
13 83 79 4 2736846 38 35 10 10
13 83 80 3 2737385 38 14 4 4
13 101 3 98 364364 618 64 30 30
13 101 9 92 356838 206 57 28 28
13 101 15 86 351203 123 64 24 24
13 101 21 80 437140 88 21 12 12
13 101 27 74 427744 68 46 12 12
13 101 33 68 423309 56 79 18 18
13 101 39 62 498849 47 61 18 18
13 101 45 56 573029 41 16 9 9
13 101 52 49 718667 35 91 10 10
13 101 58 43 1191258 32 82 10 10
13 101 64 37 1548218 30 62 10 10
13 101 69 32 1729766 29 38 10 10
13 101 75 26 1767884 28 35 10 10
13 101 81 20 1913110 28 6 4 4
13 101 86 15 1861959 27 6 4 4
13 101 90 11 1892968 27 6 4 4
13 101 93 8 1897475 27 6 4 4
13 101 95 6 1912600 27 0 0 0
13 101 96 5 1913019 27 0 0 0
13 101 97 4 1913162 27 0 0 0
13 123 4 119 367112 463 64 30 30
13 123 11 112 360290 168 13 9 9
13 123 18 105 356871 103 63 22 22
13 123 26 97 350951 71 75 18 18
13 123 33 90 346567 56 79 18 18
13 123 41 82 341702 45 22 12 12
13 123 48 75 419620 38 94 10 10
13 123 55 68 409600 33 91 10 10
13 123 63 60 485102 29 62 10 10
13 123 70 53 555359 26 38 10 10
13 123 77 46 695936 24 35 10 10
13 123 84 39 1054992 22 6 4 4
13 123 91 32 1236695 21 6 4 4
13 123 98 25 1350981 21 0 0 0
13 123 105 18 1350562 20 0 0 0
13 123 109 14 1381353 20 0 0 0
13 123 113 10 1387089 20 0 0 0
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 123 116 7 1403346 20 0 0 0
13 123 117 6 1404333 20 0 0 0
13 123 119 4 1405931 20 0 0 0
13 150 4 146 276703 463 64 30 30
13 150 13 137 270671 142 76 26 26
13 150 22 128 358277 84 6 4 4
13 150 31 119 351756 59 41 16 16
13 150 40 110 348642 46 30 12 12
13 150 49 101 340637 37 94 10 10
13 150 58 92 332811 31 82 10 10
13 150 67 83 330118 27 51 10 10
13 150 76 74 409382 24 35 10 10
13 150 86 64 396500 21 6 4 4
13 150 94 56 461782 19 0 0 0
13 150 102 48 533716 18 0 0 0
13 150 111 39 886871 17 0 0 0
13 150 120 30 980039 16 0 0 0
13 150 127 23 1078403 16 0 0 0
13 150 133 17 1021244 15 0 0 0
13 150 138 12 1026050 15 0 0 0
13 150 141 9 1043567 15 0 0 0
13 150 143 7 1045162 15 0 0 0
13 150 145 5 1046595 15 0 0 0
13 182 5 177 275501 370 46 36 36
13 182 16 166 268907 115 69 20 20
13 182 27 155 265779 68 46 12 12
13 182 38 144 261723 48 61 18 18
13 182 49 133 257678 37 94 10 10
13 182 60 122 254023 30 82 10 10
13 182 71 111 340141 26 38 10 10
13 182 82 100 329720 22 6 4 4
13 182 93 89 319356 19 6 4 4
13 182 104 78 313253 17 0 0 0
13 182 115 67 391403 16 0 0 0
13 182 124 58 387396 15 0 0 0
13 182 135 47 431013 13 0 0 0
13 182 146 36 767934 13 0 0 0
13 182 155 27 781055 12 0 0 0
13 182 162 20 819055 12 0 0 0
13 182 167 15 822947 12 0 0 0
13 182 171 11 826290 12 0 0 0
13 182 174 8 845160 12 0 0 0
13 182 175 7 845708 12 0 0 0
13 222 7 215 273644 264 39 22 22
13 222 20 202 267618 92 45 20 20
13 222 33 189 265886 56 79 18 18
13 222 47 175 261249 39 83 10 10
13 222 60 162 254023 30 82 10 10
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 222 73 149 255296 25 35 10 10
13 222 87 135 252564 21 6 4 4
13 222 100 122 246353 18 0 0 0
13 222 113 109 322692 16 0 0 0
13 222 127 95 312849 14 0 0 0
13 222 140 82 312936 13 0 0 0
13 222 151 71 305065 12 0 0 0
13 222 164 58 364597 11 0 0 0
13 222 178 44 477447 10 0 0 0
13 222 189 33 601892 10 0 0 0
13 222 197 25 566560 9 0 0 0
13 222 204 18 604225 9 0 0 0
13 222 209 13 607740 9 0 0 0
13 222 212 10 628480 9 0 0 0
13 222 214 8 629312 9 0 0 0
13 270 8 262 272989 231 67 30 30
13 270 24 246 267984 77 97 19 19
13 270 40 230 263317 46 30 12 12
13 270 57 213 257903 32 82 10 10
13 270 73 197 255296 25 35 10 10
13 270 89 181 245838 20 6 4 4
13 270 105 165 243856 17 0 0 0
13 270 121 149 244499 15 0 0 0
13 270 138 132 238743 13 0 0 0
13 270 154 116 242362 12 0 0 0
13 270 170 100 221404 10 0 0 0
13 270 184 86 305304 10 0 0 0
13 270 200 70 290679 9 0 0 0
13 270 216 54 340288 8 0 0 0
13 270 229 41 457035 8 0 0 0
13 270 240 30 424007 7 0 0 0
13 270 248 22 464167 7 0 0 0
13 270 254 16 467124 7 0 0 0
13 270 258 12 490462 7 0 0 0
13 270 260 10 491197 7 0 0 0
14 28 1 27 869909 926 55 33 33
14 28 3 25 1120294 312 58 22 22
14 28 4 24 1285986 234 67 30 30
14 28 6 22 3944878 161 74 22 22
14 28 8 20 6012802 133 69 20 20
14 28 9 19 6450262 125 64 23 23
14 28 11 17 7077996 116 6 4 4
14 28 13 15 7444919 111 75 18 18
14 28 14 14 7541359 109 46 12 12
14 28 16 12 7744556 107 90 18 18
14 28 18 10 7798127 105 63 18 18
14 28 19 9 7851738 105 61 18 18
14 28 21 7 7895573 104 6 4 4
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
14 28 22 6 7931478 104 6 4 4
14 28 24 4 7975717 104 94 10 10
14 28 25 3 7995432 104 91 10 10
14 28 26 2 8002797 104 91 10 10
14 28 27 1 7923387 103 91 10 10
14 34 1 33 530093 926 55 33 33
14 34 3 31 610574 310 58 22 22
14 34 5 29 690209 186 45 28 28
14 34 7 27 766825 133 46 14 14
14 34 9 25 925646 103 64 23 23
14 34 11 23 1432355 85 6 4 4
14 34 13 21 2693810 74 75 18 18
14 34 15 19 3378238 68 41 15 15
14 34 17 17 3727929 65 66 18 18
14 34 19 15 3940912 62 61 18 18
14 34 21 13 4110512 61 6 4 4
14 34 23 11 4192636 60 22 11 11
14 34 25 9 4204518 59 91 10 10
14 34 27 7 4287917 59 91 10 10
14 34 29 5 4232454 58 82 10 10
14 34 30 4 4256008 58 82 10 10
14 34 31 3 4261143 58 62 10 10
14 34 32 2 4273504 58 62 10 10
14 34 33 1 4275538 58 51 10 10
14 42 1 4 453109 926 55 33 33
14 42 4 38 440733 232 67 30 30
14 42 6 36 434399 154 74 22 22
14 42 9 33 517276 103 64 23 23
14 42 11 31 507756 84 6 4 4
14 42 14 28 583425 66 46 12 12
14 42 16 26 748562 58 90 18 18
14 42 19 23 1066824 49 61 18 18
14 42 21 21 1715150 45 6 4 4
14 42 24 18 2291863 42 94 10 10
14 42 26 16 2388381 40 91 10 10
14 42 29 13 2550359 39 82 10 10
14 42 31 11 2569868 38 62 10 10
14 42 34 8 2663301 38 38 10 10
14 42 36 6 2697877 38 35 10 10
14 42 37 5 2723672 38 35 10 10
14 42 39 3 2639926 37 35 10 10
14 42 40 2 2650397 37 14 4 4
14 51 2 49 362095 463 64 30 30
14 51 5 46 355580 185 45 28 28
14 51 8 43 350258 115 69 20 20
14 51 11 40 436784 84 6 4 4
14 51 14 37 429303 66 46 12 12
14 51 17 34 420642 54 66 18 18
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
14 51 20 31 500845 46 30 12 12
14 51 23 28 574248 40 22 11 11
14 51 26 25 636179 35 91 10 10
14 51 29 22 1036920 32 82 10 10
14 51 32 19 1549415 30 62 10 10
14 51 35 16 1736336 29 38 10 10
14 51 38 13 1818516 28 35 10 10
14 51 41 10 1826210 27 6 4 4
14 51 43 8 1866994 27 6 4 4
14 51 45 6 1896779 27 6 4 4
14 51 47 4 1903081 27 0 0 0
14 51 48 3 1917221 27 0 0 0
14 51 49 2 1917641 27 0 0 0
14 62 2 60 367393 463 64 30 30
14 62 6 56 359795 154 74 22 22
14 62 9 53 357443 103 64 23 23
14 62 13 49 351650 71 75 18 18
14 62 17 45 344897 54 66 18 18
14 62 20 42 342101 46 30 12 12
14 62 24 38 419842 38 94 10 10
14 62 28 34 414183 33 91 10 10
14 62 32 30 489104 29 62 10 10
14 62 35 27 555421 26 38 10 10
14 62 39 23 700272 24 35 10 10
14 62 42 20 992445 22 6 4 4
14 62 46 16 1241519 21 6 4 4
14 62 50 12 1401630 21 0 0 0
14 62 53 9 1354021 20 0 0 0
14 62 55 7 1384797 20 0 0 0
14 62 57 5 1390180 20 0 0 0
14 62 58 4 1393542 20 0 0 0
14 62 59 3 1407944 20 0 0 0
14 62 60 2 1409924 20 0 0 0
14 75 2 73 276798 463 64 30 30
14 75 7 68 270676 132 46 14 14
14 75 11 64 358230 84 6 4 4
14 75 16 59 350861 57 90 18 18
14 75 20 55 348755 46 30 12 12
14 75 25 50 345556 37 91 10 10
14 75 29 46 332826 31 82 10 10
14 75 34 41 332931 27 38 10 10
14 75 38 37 409481 24 35 10 10
14 75 43 32 396615 21 6 4 4
14 75 47 28 461811 19 0 0 0
14 75 51 24 533705 18 0 0 0
14 75 55 20 884634 17 0 0 0
14 75 60 15 979391 16 0 0 0
14 75 64 11 1079097 16 0 0 0
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
14 75 67 8 1021877 15 0 0 0
14 75 69 6 1025889 15 0 0 0
14 75 70 5 1026730 15 0 0 0
14 75 72 3 1044375 15 0 0 0
14 91 3 88 274399 308 58 22 22
14 91 8 83 269021 115 69 20 20
14 91 14 77 267136 66 46 12 12
14 91 19 72 261765 48 61 18 18
14 91 25 66 263450 37 91 10 10
14 91 30 61 254149 30 82 10 10
14 91 35 56 337675 26 38 10 10
14 91 41 50 329728 22 6 4 4
14 91 46 45 329467 20 6 4 4
14 91 52 39 313322 17 0 0 0
14 91 57 34 393073 16 0 0 0
14 91 62 29 387498 15 0 0 0
14 91 67 24 429283 13 0 0 0
14 91 73 18 767943 13 0 0 0
14 91 77 14 779692 12 0 0 0
14 91 81 10 818263 12 0 0 0
14 91 84 7 823472 12 0 0 0
14 91 86 5 843787 12 0 0 0
14 91 87 4 845022 12 0 0 0
14 91 88 3 845974 12 0 0 0
14 111 3 108 274399 308 58 22 22
14 111 10 101 267806 92 45 20 20
14 111 17 94 264324 54 66 18 18
14 111 23 88 262606 40 22 11 11
14 111 30 81 254149 30 82 10 10
14 111 37 74 258364 25 35 10 10
14 111 43 68 249567 21 6 4 4
14 111 50 61 246441 18 0 0 0
14 111 57 54 324461 16 0 0 0
14 111 63 48 311024 14 0 0 0
14 111 70 41 313082 13 0 0 0
14 111 75 36 303956 12 0 0 0
14 111 82 29 364568 11 0 0 0
14 111 89 22 477572 10 0 0 0
14 111 94 17 601083 10 0 0 0
14 111 99 12 600446 9 0 0 0
14 111 102 9 604158 9 0 0 0
14 111 104 7 607112 9 0 0 0
14 111 106 5 628130 9 0 0 0
14 111 107 4 628904 9 0 0 0
14 135 4 131 273007 231 67 30 30
14 135 12 123 268092 77 97 19 19
14 135 20 115 263433 46 30 12 12
14 135 28 107 261564 33 91 10 10
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
14 135 36 99 251845 25 35 10 10
14 135 45 90 248316 20 6 4 4
14 135 53 82 245581 17 0 0 0
14 135 61 74 246485 15 0 0 0
14 135 69 66 238777 13 0 0 0
14 135 77 58 242369 12 0 0 0
14 135 85 50 221402 10 0 0 0
14 135 92 43 305397 10 0 0 0
14 135 100 35 290738 9 0 0 0
14 135 108 27 340309 8 0 0 0
14 135 115 20 457726 8 0 0 0
14 135 120 15 424030 7 0 0 0
14 135 124 11 464096 7 0 0 0
14 135 127 8 466794 7 0 0 0
14 135 129 6 490551 7 0 0 0
14 135 130 5 491039 7 0 0 0
16 7 1 6 1284039 231 67 30 30
16 7 2 5 8296588 162 69 20 20
16 7 3 4 9902468 144 97 19 19
16 7 4 3 || 10319074| 138 90 18 18
16 7 5 2 || 10537601| 136 30 12 12
16 7 6 1|l 10575430| 135 94 10 10
16 9 1 8 518621 231 67 30 30
16 9 2 7 684418 118 69 20 20
16 9 3 6 1095064 80 97 19 19
16 9 4 5 3074650 66 90 18 18
16 9 5 4 3729588 60 30 12 12
16 9 6 3 3994675 58 94 10 10
16 9 7 2 4102691 57 91 10 10
16 9 8 1 4103254 56 62 10 10
16 11 1 10 442953 231 67 30 30
16 11 2 9 434323 116 69 20 20
16 11 3 8 513533 78 97 19 19
16 11 4 7 580495 58 90 18 18
16 11 5 6 903826 47 30 12 12
16 11 6 5 1939845 42 94 10 10
16 11 7 4 2332710 39 91 10 10
16 11 8 3 2544224 38 62 10 10
16 11 9 2 2593103 37 35 10 10
16 11 10 1 2655987 37 14 4 4
16 13 1 12 357813 231 67 30 30
16 13 2 11 352895 116 69 20 20
16 13 3 10 435919 77 97 19 19
16 13 4 9 427418 58 90 18 18
16 13 5 8 501287 46 30 12 12
16 13 6 7 576508 39 94 10 10
16 13 7 6 808112 34 91 10 10
16 13 8 5 1413737 30 62 10 10
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 13 9 4 1737251 29 35 10 10
16 13 10 3 1870260 28 14 4 4
16 13 11 2 1956374 28 6 4 4
16 13 12 1 1897467 27 0 0 0
16 16 1 15 363693 231 67 30 30
16 16 2 14 359415 116 69 20 20
16 16 3 13 354255 77 97 19 19
16 16 4 12 350245 58 90 18 18
16 16 5 11 343107 46 30 12 12
16 16 6 10 336487 38 94 10 10
16 16 7 9 417399 33 91 10 10
16 16 8 8 492475 29 62 10 10
16 16 9 7 483055 26 35 10 10
16 16 10 6 616426 23 14 4 4
16 16 11 5 1069844 22 6 4 4
16 16 12 4 1301969 21 0 0 0
16 16 13 3 1320651 20 0 0 0
16 16 14 2 1368624 20 0 0 0
16 16 15 1 1404722 20 0 0 0
16 19 1 18 273129 231 67 30 30
16 19 2 17 269231 115 69 20 20
16 19 3 16 357476 77 97 19 19
16 19 4 15 355667 58 90 18 18
16 19 5 14 349496 46 30 12 12
16 19 6 13 343165 38 94 10 10
16 19 7 12 341860 33 91 10 10
16 19 9 10 326615 25 35 10 10
16 19 10 9 409354 23 14 4 4
16 19 11 8 399766 21 6 4 4
16 19 12 7 463637 19 0 0 0
16 19 13 6 534989 18 0 0 0
16 19 14 5 887851 17 0 0 0
16 19 15 4 931422 16 0 0 0
16 19 16 3 1074535 16 0 0 0
16 19 17 2 1113409 16 0 0 0
16 19 18 1 1133992 16 0 0 0
16 23 1 22 273129 231 67 30 30
16 23 2 22 269231 115 69 20 20
16 23 3 20 268176 77 97 19 19
16 23 5 18 263459 46 30 12 12
16 23 6 17 259815 38 94 10 10
16 23 8 15 345115 29 62 10 10
16 23 9 14 334223 25 35 10 10
16 23 10 13 336564 23 14 4 4
16 23 12 11 325496 19 0 0 0
16 23 13 10 313479 17 0 0 0
16 23 14 9 311585 16 0 0 0
16 23 16 7 373268 14 0 0 0
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Table6.10.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 23 17 6 433102 13 0 0 0
16 23 18 5 647428 13 0 0 0
16 23 20 3 785484 12 0 0 0
16 23 21 2 821942 12 0 0 0
16 23 22 1 843570 12 0 0 0
16 28 1 27 273129 231 67 30 30
16 28 3 25 268176 77 97 19 19
16 28 4 24 262993 57 90 18 18
16 28 6 22 259815 38 94 10 10
16 28 8 20 252325 28 62 10 10
16 28 9 19 251976 25 35 10 10
16 28 11 17 255850 21 6 4 4
16 28 13 15 241944 17 0 0 0
16 28 14 14 243076 16 0 0 0
16 28 16 12 314679 14 0 0 0
16 28 18 10 298119 12 0 0 0
16 28 19 9 306532 12 0 0 0
16 28 21 7 370542 11 0 0 0
16 28 22 6 417712 10 0 0 0
16 28 24 4 654522 10 0 0 0
16 28 25 3 600403 9 0 0 0
16 28 26 2 605405 9 0 0 0
16 28 27 1 629714 9 0 0 0
16 34 1 33 273129 231 67 30 30
16 34 3 31 268176 77 97 19 19
16 34 5 29 263459 46 30 12 12
16 34 7 27 261516 33 91 10 10
16 34 9 25 251976 25 35 10 10
16 34 11 23 255850 21 6 4 4
16 34 13 21 241944 17 0 0 0
16 34 15 19 242910 15 0 0 0
16 34 17 17 236298 13 0 0 0
16 34 19 15 240138 12 0 0 0
16 34 21 13 312169 11 0 0 0
16 34 23 11 305446 10 0 0 0
16 34 25 9 290797 9 0 0 0
16 34 27 7 275320 8 0 0 0
16 34 29 5 458789 8 0 0 0
16 34 30 4 516603 8 0 0 0
16 34 31 3 463834 7 0 0 0
16 34 32 2 467877 7 0 0 0
16 34 33 1 491679 7 0 0 0
18 2 1 1 3106246 57 90 18 18
18 3 1 2 504738 57 90 18 18
18 3 2 1 2986212 46 62 10 10
18 4 1 3 346000 57 90 18 18
18 4 2 2 501336 30 62 10 10
18 4 3 1 1566272 25 0 0 0

continuedon next page

352




Table6.10.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
18 5 1 4 263046 57 90 18 18
18 5 2 3 340420 29 62 10 10
18 5 3 2 391606 19 0 0 0
18 5 4 1 1067071 17 0 0 0
18 6 1 5 263046 57 90 18 18
18 6 2 4 252384 28 62 10 10
18 6 3 3 326866 19 0 0 0
18 6 4 2 377105 14 0 0 0
18 6 5 1 828746 13 0 0 0
18 7 1 6 263046 57 90 18 18
18 7 2 5 252384 28 62 10 10
18 7 3 4 250860 19 0 0 0
18 7 4 3 314411 14 0 0 0
18 7 5 2 293525 11 0 0 0
18 7 6 1 642845 10 0 0 0
18 9 1 8 263046 57 90 18 18
18 9 2 7 252384 28 62 10 10
18 9 3 6 250860 19 0 0 0
18 9 4 5 240538 14 0 0 0
18 9 5 4 230695 11 0 0 0
18 9 6 3 289227 9 0 0 0
18 9 7 2 282355 8 0 0 0
18 9 8 1 432879 7 0 0 0
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Table6.11.Costsof block 2GYF for Lambda-Fact5

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert | W.b. add || R.s.proc
9 60 2 58| 541348 1141 6451 6005 6001
9 60 5 55 || 519056 478 4018 3511 3491
9 60 9 51 || 488873 277 3065 2541 2521
9 60 13 47 | 445425 197 2475 2024 2004
9 60 16 44 || 430114 166 2209 1798 1778
9 60 20 40| 397687 138 1977 1529 1518
9 60 23 37| 404469 119 1824 1436 1430
9 60 27 33| 387990 105 1685 1317 1311
9 60 31 29| 388007 97 1653 1266 1258
9 60 34 26| 381103 92 1575 1197 1186
9 60 38 22| 384510 90 1522 1130 1119
9 60 41 19| 396249 91 1581 1193 1182
9 60 44 16 || 392140 90 1533 1153 1147
9 60 48 12 || 387960 89 1554 1158 1147
9 60 51 9 || 389122 89 1490 1118 1107
9 60 53 7 || 396863 90 1598 1177 1171
9 60 55 5 || 390214 89 1516 1144 1133
9 60 56 4 || 397538 90 1560 1152 1146
9 60 57 3 || 384240 88 1586 1179 1171
9 74 2 72| 416822 1127 6431 5998 5994
9 74 7 67 | 382338 335 3368 2901 2881
9 74 11 63| 356321 216 2570 2102 2089
9 74 16 58| 327954 151 2090 1688 1677
9 74 20 54| 311479 125 1870 1498 1475
9 74 24 50| 286996 107 1701 1333 1322
9 74 29 45 277301 93 1517 1162 1139
9 74 33 41| 259576 80 1433 1067 1043
9 74 38 36| 247839 69 1291 947 924
9 74 42 32| 242288 64 1207 886 863
9 74 47 27| 229321 57 1069 756 733
9 74 50 24| 237818 57 1138 810 787
9 74 55 19| 236205 56 1107 813 790
9 74 59 15| 239478 56 1197 844 821
9 74 63 11| 243217 56 1174 859 855
9 74 66 8 || 242333 56 1190 834 811
9 74 68 6 || 242209 56 1200 844 821
9 74 70 4 || 242546 56 1190 837 814
9 74 71 3 || 242905 56 1142 819 796
9 90 3 87| 352473 753 5358 4837 4833
9 90 8 82| 327816 290 3146 2636 2630
9 90 13 77 || 294284 180 2280 1881 1864
9 90 19 71 || 265600 125 1848 1476 1456
9 90 24 66| 244875 101 1596 1233 1213
9 90 30 60| 217970 82 1455 1103 1080
9 90 35 55| 205729 69 1180 880 864
9 90 41 49| 192591 61 1101 780 772
9 90 46 44| 186906 56 999 694 674
9 90 51 39| 177450 50 999 707 698
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
9 90 57 33| 164503 43 875 620 596
9 90 61 29 || 160294 41 861 603 602
9 90 67 23| 158419 39 801 558 557
9 90 72 18| 165209 39 858 601 600
9 90 77 13 || 165180 39 850 597 573
9 90 80 10| 166985 39 827 590 566
9 90 83 7 || 167880 39 854 600 576
9 90 85 5 | 167842 39 847 593 569
9 90 86 4 || 167553 39 896 605 581
9 90 87 3 || 168016 39 849 583 563
9 109 3 106 || 316464 749 5388 4856 4850
9 109 10 99 | 281512 229 2788 2311 2291
9 109 16 93| 259119 146 2093 1657 1637
9 109 23 86 || 225704 101 1647 1238 1225
9 109 29 80| 215199 83 1436 1115 1111
9 109 36 73| 180159 65 1091 816 800
9 109 43 66 | 173902 56 1083 783 767
9 109 49 60| 161806 49 952 680 671
9 109 56 53| 152103 43 966 674 657
9 109 62 47 || 139504 40 956 639 611
9 109 69 40| 132127 37 753 530 510
9 109 74 35| 124984 33 696 453 442
9 109 81 28| 119697 30 673 465 454
9 109 87 22 || 118720 29 654 442 431
9 109 93 16| 122668 29 609 428 417
9 109 97 12 || 123560 29 551 405 394
9 109 100 9 || 124467 29 661 445 432
9 109 102 7 || 124704 29 677 453 440
9 109 104 5 || 124923 29 647 438 425
9 109 105 4 || 125274 29 694 465 451
9 133 4 129 | 289219 561 4576 4038 4025
9 133 12 121 | 259453 192 2454 2024 2011
9 133 20 113 215921 114 1707 1352 1340
9 133 28 105 | 195279 83 1505 1142 1114
9 133 36 97| 168687 64 1215 857 833
9 133 44 89 | 160922 54 1027 745 725
9 133 52 81| 139407 45 892 612 596
9 133 60 73| 124571 39 834 576 560
9 133 68 65| 121266 35 852 581 553
9 133 76 57| 116068 31 736 482 470
9 133 84 49 | 104697 28 621 421 400
9 133 90 43| 102357 27 628 413 402
9 133 98 35 95320 24 506 343 325
9 133 106 27 93735 23 583 370 359
9 133 113 20 93061 22 534 338 327
9 133 118 15 92965 22 575 381 364
9 133 122 11 92886 22 532 338 326
9 133 125 8 95138 22 569 385 368
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
9 133 127 6 95916 22 563 386 369
9 133 128 5 93361 22 531 339 328
9 162 5 157 || 267402 448 4019 3478 3474
9 162 15 147 | 224009 151 2099 1689 1678
9 162 24 138 | 195645 95 1657 1282 1270
9 162 34 128 177581 68 1369 1001 989
9 162 44 118 || 141140 51 977 688 679
9 162 53 109 | 131217 43 847 603 587
9 162 63 99| 122239 36 820 563 546
9 162 73 89| 111256 32 718 479 455
9 162 83 79 98526 27 614 414 396
9 162 92 70 93310 25 639 401 387
9 162 102 60 92391 23 640 405 389
9 162 110 52 77564 21 560 342 323
9 162 120 42 74978 19 453 297 281
9 162 130 32 72327 18 420 290 270
9 162 138 24 66808 17 383 252 228
9 162 144 18 70902 17 414 261 241
9 162 149 13 72442 17 396 251 243
9 162 152 10 72725 17 387 248 240
9 162 155 7 73416 17 378 220 212
9 162 156 6 73626 17 402 248 240
9 197 6 191 || 251417 372 3595 3083 3063
9 197 18 179 | 204598 125 1880 1505 1485
9 197 30 167 | 171722 77 1362 1024 1018
9 197 41 156 || 157554 56 1151 811 791
9 197 53 144 | 129481 44 823 580 576
9 197 65 132 109249 35 796 541 521
9 197 77 120 98023 29 645 450 438
9 197 89 108 87951 25 617 372 365
9 197 100 97 81236 22 474 314 310
9 197 112 85 78617 20 537 372 365
9 197 124 73 69774 18 475 282 270
9 197 134 63 66479 17 469 317 293
9 197 146 51 55534 15 385 253 227
9 197 158 39 64936 15 406 241 225
9 197 167 30 61391 14 407 245 224
9 197 175 22 54088 13 346 238 234
9 197 181 16 54172 13 289 188 181
9 197 185 12 54511 13 293 181 174
9 197 188 9 54829 13 317 205 198
9 197 190 7 55363 13 303 195 188
9 240 7 233 | 241721 319 3324 2837 2833
9 240 22 218 || 188739 102 1635 1254 1250
9 240 36 204 | 160183 63 1254 931 911
9 240 50 190 || 132082 45 896 627 613
9 240 65 175| 100249 34 694 453 437
9 240 79 161 || 100134 28 697 457 441
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc

9 240 94 146 75522 23 500 361 354
9 240 108 132 77034 20 499 315 307
9 240 122 118 73309 18 566 352 334
9 240 137 103 58927 16 388 257 241
9 240 151 89 61022 15 397 225 208
9 240 163 77 59596 14 443 257 240
9 240 178 62 44263 12 304 203 192
9 240 192 48 49991 12 285 182 169
9 240 204 36 52861 11 333 186 173
9 240 213 27 41281 10 313 169 160
9 240 221 19 42077 10 361 214 201
9 240 226 14 42829 10 278 162 155
9 240 229 11 42951 10 269 159 152
9 240 231 9 42440 10 266 155 153
9 293 9 284 || 230995 249 2874 2413 2389
9 293 26 267 | 176976 86 1483 1097 1078
9 293 44 249 || 126540 50 915 664 663
9 293 62 231 113727 36 793 538 534
9 293 79 214 96895 28 690 459 439
9 293 97 196 70936 22 449 304 287
9 293 114 179 73770 19 491 315 306
9 293 132 161 66835 17 394 266 260
9 293 149 144 | 55446 15 388 246 240
9 293 167 126 | 49568 13 353 222 204
9 293 185 108 | 45330 12 269 177 158
9 293 199 94 48040 11 322 188 173
9 293 217 76 50871 10 343 200 191
9 293 234 59 37002 9 260 148 133
9 293 249 44 36729 9 245 167 158
9 293 260 33 29497 8 212 144 131
9 293 270 23 33815 8 234 127 117
9 293 275 18 34113 8 240 147 137
9 293 280 13 35031 8 211 130 120
9 293 283 10 35128 8 244 147 134
10 30 1 29| 504721 1096 6475 6045 6040
10 30 3 27 || 493591 402 3741 3213 3208
10 30 5 25| 469702 251 2858 2429 2423
10 30 6 24 || 455436 215 2631 2191 2170
10 30 8 22 || 433866 166 2310 1836 1815
10 30 10 20| 405701 139 1977 1542 1537
10 30 12 18| 396355 114 1699 1339 1330
10 30 14 16 || 375607 101 1646 1249 1240
10 30 15 15| 378252 99 1692 1301 1292
10 30 17 13| 370778 90 1532 1168 1159
10 30 19 11 || 369224 88 1479 1128 1119
10 30 20 10| 372191 87 1493 1120 1111
10 30 22 8 || 372825 87 1472 1113 1104
10 30 24 6 || 369799 86 1443 1111 1102
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 30 25 5 || 370411 86 1466 1116 1107
10 30 27 3 || 373067 86 1505 1135 1126
10 30 28 2 || 377358 87 1490 1135 1130
10 30 29 1 || 379146 87 1565 1190 1181
10 37 1 36| 402383 1096 6475 6045 6040
10 37 3 34| 382942 387 3713 3200 3179
10 37 6 31| 362899 203 2574 2188 2177
10 37 8 29 || 332890 152 2141 1705 1687
10 37 10 27 || 311970 124 1887 1488 1460
10 37 12 25| 275830 102 1555 1210 1192
10 37 14 23 || 275934 94 1521 1200 1177
10 37 17 20| 261423 77 1348 1024 1008
10 37 19 18| 232772 68 1216 890 869
10 37 21 16 || 243743 63 1253 925 904
10 37 23 14| 239533 59 1214 862 841
10 37 25 12| 236848 57 1156 831 810
10 37 27 10| 235513 56 1108 792 771
10 37 30 7 || 241808 56 1163 839 818
10 37 31 6 || 242420 56 1187 846 825
10 37 33 4 || 245172 56 1172 850 829
10 37 34 3 || 244543 56 1092 785 764
10 37 35 2 || 244502 56 1170 843 822
10 37 36 1 || 245127 56 1132 822 801
10 45 1 44 || 353424| 1096 6475 6045 6040
10 45 4 41| 323842 289 3065 2576 2562
10 45 7 38| 296183 169 2290 1847 1829
10 45 9 36| 267218 133 1846 1505 1485
10 45 12 33| 250262 100 1681 1279 1268
10 45 15 30| 217082 81 1321 980 971
10 45 18 27 || 209500 67 1204 903 885
10 45 20 25| 191227 61 1239 844 835
10 45 23 22| 172476 54 1065 759 757
10 45 26 19 || 169063 48 919 662 641
10 45 28 17 || 163434 45 918 641 627
10 45 31 14| 166869 41 853 612 597
10 45 33 12 || 160096 39 827 598 596
10 45 36 9 || 161969 39 801 568 554
10 45 38 7 || 166677 39 837 592 571
10 45 40 5 || 159021 38 843 573 571
10 45 41 4 | 171166 39 866 604 589
10 45 42 3 || 171026 39 860 603 588
10 45 43 2 || 160194 38 872 589 587
10 55 2 53| 310159 559 4508 3999 3994
10 55 5 50 || 287090 228 2818 2375 2354
10 55 8 47 || 253189 146 2070 1670 1665
10 55 12 43 || 223420 99 1757 1327 1306
10 55 15 40 || 202294 79 1282 974 968
10 55 18 37| 180383 66 1238 891 880
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 55 21 34| 172069 57 1059 790 772
10 55 25 30| 157822 48 947 659 654
10 55 28 27 || 149722 43 929 650 639
10 55 31 24| 137655 39 843 565 559
10 55 35 20| 129809 36 800 552 542
10 55 37 18| 120973 33 701 498 484
10 55 41 14| 123159 30 639 453 443
10 55 44 11| 119421 29 707 455 441
10 55 47 8 || 123430 29 669 471 457
10 55 49 6 || 117808 28 679 459 449
10 55 51 4 || 121022 28 622 405 392
10 55 52 3 || 126603 29 711 488 474
10 55 53 2 || 115000 28 702 454 444
10 67 2 65 || 283390 556 4554 4003 3998
10 67 6 61| 250824 189 2446 2010 1996
10 67 10 57 || 220082 114 1810 1430 1409
10 67 14 53| 186661 82 1341 1050 1029
10 67 18 49| 171867 64 1128 847 840
10 67 22 45| 152373 53 978 714 708
10 67 26 41 || 141344 45 930 662 657
10 67 30 37| 130512 39 825 566 551
10 67 34 33| 119034 34 704 462 449
10 67 38 29| 108758 31 671 456 435
10 67 42 25| 101358 28 698 450 432
10 67 46 21 99658 26 667 440 427
10 67 50 17 84844 23 561 356 339
10 67 54 13 86312 21 574 342 327
10 67 57 10 87889 21 559 360 345
10 67 60 7 85898 21 523 349 332
10 67 62 5 86939 21 506 344 334
10 67 63 4 86724 21 514 350 340
10 67 64 3 86910 21 537 362 352
10 67 65 2 86863 21 512 348 338
10 81 2 79| 270331 554 4631 4106 4092
10 81 7 74| 232799 162 2261 1823 1802
10 81 12 69 || 200403 95 1523 1190 1172
10 81 17 64| 174292 68 1178 869 855
10 81 22 59| 141700 52 993 711 690
10 81 27 54| 119754 42 799 583 578
10 81 32 49| 114348 36 785 541 513
10 81 36 45| 106330 32 732 488 471
10 81 41 40 97090 28 592 408 387
10 81 46 35 90406 24 584 384 370
10 81 51 30 93792 23 602 382 364
10 81 55 26 83496 21 593 360 347
10 81 60 21 85288 20 522 327 307
10 81 65 16 71694 18 399 281 275
10 81 69 12 65364 17 410 254 248

continuedon next page

359
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 81 72 9 70560 17 445 261 255
10 81 75 6 73053 17 407 269 263
10 81 76 5 73296 17 419 278 272
10 81 77 4 73629 17 440 285 279
10 81 78 3 73145 17 461 272 266
10 99 3 96 || 252476 371 3675 3162 3148
10 99 9 90 || 206197 124 1892 1504 1498
10 99 15 84 | 173680 75 1368 965 951
10 99 21 78| 144853 54 1109 804 793
10 99 27 72| 114794 41 840 598 583
10 99 33 66| 107260 34 795 532 516
10 99 39 60 94829 28 646 421 414
10 99 45 54 85306 25 567 348 346
10 99 50 49 89400 22 629 383 366
10 99 56 43 76284 20 501 332 311
10 99 62 37 71390 18 449 296 283
10 99 67 32 64683 17 427 277 267
10 99 73 26 61765 16 354 226 212
10 99 79 20 56394 14 363 243 232
10 99 84 15 55458 13 388 241 224
10 99 88 11 52848 13 311 213 200
10 99 91 8 54754 13 347 235 218
10 99 93 6 56217 13 329 225 212
10 99 94 5 55777 13 354 237 220
10 99 95 4 55592 13 363 244 227
10 120 4 116 || 235627 276 3154 2689 2675
10 120 11 109 || 188284 102 1667 1287 1273
10 120 18 102 || 153031 62 1088 833 810
10 120 25 95 || 116555 44 851 607 587
10 120 32 88| 116392 35 749 501 486
10 120 40 80 98180 28 696 457 436
10 120 47 73 78680 23 546 371 364
10 120 54 66 86124 21 544 352 331
10 120 61 59 78551 18 503 324 311
10 120 68 52 60098 16 417 260 250
10 120 76 44 64064 15 382 245 225
10 120 82 38 50010 13 343 210 202
10 120 89 31 49037 12 309 204 194
10 120 9% 24 34952 11 220 145 133
10 120 102 18 50741 11 291 182 174
10 120 107 13 43288 10 322 187 179
10 120 110 10 42428 10 322 201 175
10 120 113 7 41300 10 262 172 162
10 120 115 5 42267 10 281 171 161
10 120 116 4 42398 10 313 185 175
10 147 4 143 || 233275 277 3088 2623 2602
10 147 13 134 | 174267 85 1465 1128 1119
10 147 22 125 137977 50 1021 711 709
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 147 31 116 || 106754 35 720 513 503
10 147 40 107 94787 28 599 406 396
10 147 49 98 78981 22 516 330 313
10 147 57 90 68818 19 430 297 295
10 147 66 81 63941 16 425 273 252
10 147 75 72 59008 14 372 237 229
10 147 84 63 55011 13 342 205 198
10 147 93 54 42206 12 222 154 147
10 147 100 47 46389 11 328 204 197
10 147 109 38 47507 10 312 176 160
10 147 118 29 40519 9 292 162 145
10 147 125 22 34582 9 192 124 118
10 147 131 16 33209 8 210 145 125
10 147 135 12 34964 8 199 125 112
10 147 138 9 34830 8 248 161 143
10 147 140 7 34947 8 244 156 138
10 147 142 5 35807 8 235 149 141
11 15 1 14| 467717 545 4571 4034 4024
11 15 2 13 || 475298 306 3285 2799 2789
11 15 3 12 || 455922 216 2622 2187 2164
11 15 4 11| 443993 169 2370 1911 1901
11 15 5 10 || 435288 140 1954 1598 1588
11 15 6 9 || 423367 122 1844 1473 1462
11 15 7 8 || 398437 105 1666 1276 1265
11 15 8 7 || 397132 99 1600 1232 1221
11 15 9 6 || 393226 93 1564 1188 1177
11 15 10 5 || 389098 91 1565 1185 1174
117 15 11 4 || 391532 91 1489 1134 1123
11 15 12 3 || 395961 91 1534 1170 1159
11 15 13 2 || 398139 91 1604 1200 1189
11 15 14 1 || 398654 91 1572 1186 1175
11 19 1 18| 370511 545 4571 4034 4024
11 19 2 17 || 363163 292 3287 2747 2737
11 19 3 16 || 338978 200 2542 2131 2121
11 19 4 15| 327001 153 2168 1742 1719
11 19 5 14 || 302591 127 1947 1549 1523
11 19 6 13 || 285586 105 1738 1341 1318
11 19 7 12 || 263147 92 1547 1197 1186
11 19 9 10 || 257212 75 1354 992 975
11 19 10 9 || 243522 67 1333 967 950
11 19 11 8 || 230531 60 1189 849 832
11 19 12 7 || 230877 57 1167 830 813
11 19 13 6 || 222246 54 1131 808 791
11 19 14 5 || 232162 54 1180 840 823
117 19 15 4 || 232044 54 1168 825 808
11 19 16 3 || 235653 54 1176 823 806
11 19 17 2 || 229139 53 1138 810 793
11 19 18 1|l 228779 53 1149 813 796
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 23 1 22| 327404 545 4571 4034 4024
11 23 2 21| 318153 286 3102 2655 2632
11 23 3 20 || 295698 195 2529 2107 2096
11 23 5 18 || 253774 118 1828 1415 1404
11 23 6 17 || 244165 102 1689 1281 1258
11 23 8 15| 212816 77 1337 1014 988
11 23 9 14 || 202880 68 1235 901 878
11 23 10 13| 183653 61 1081 826 809
11 23 12 11 || 177460 52 951 723 715
11 23 13 10| 170799 49 997 689 672
11 23 14 9 || 147612 43 847 583 575
11 23 16 7 || 155945 39 865 614 606
11 23 17 6 || 145533 37 800 561 553
11 23 18 5 || 149099 37 797 550 542
11 23 20 3 || 155944 37 822 551 540
11 23 21 2 || 157396 37 814 553 545
11 23 22 1|l 157834 37 808 547 539
11 28 1 27| 293010 545 4571 4034 4024
11 28 3 25| 274851 193 2555 2155 2145
11 28 4 24| 254458 145 2144 1711 1701
11 28 6 22| 226542 97 1638 1286 1263
11 28 8 20 || 190617 74 1336 963 953
11 28 9 19 || 189565 66 1186 867 857
11 28 11 17 || 158746 53 976 713 687
11 28 13 15| 146329 46 939 655 644
11 28 14 14 || 140082 43 829 566 556
11 28 16 12 || 124181 37 718 513 499
11 28 18 10 || 124900 34 679 484 468
11 28 19 9 || 120217 32 760 503 480
11 28 21 7 || 117506 29 680 455 447
11 28 22 6 || 113070 28 713 455 438
11 28 24 4 || 115508 28 649 460 437
11 28 25 3 || 117470 28 670 465 442
11 28 26 2 || 118514 28 677 470 447
11 28 27 1|l 119398 28 668 463 440
11 34 1 33| 279528 545 4571 4034 4024
11 34 3 31| 253264 189 2603 2107 2097
11 34 5 29 || 217520 114 1708 1356 1333
11 34 7 27 || 199918 83 1382 1072 1061
11 34 9 25| 165250 65 1185 840 832
11 34 11 23 || 145333 53 1059 724 713
11 34 13 21| 130353 44 864 624 616
11 34 15 19| 123999 39 823 569 561
11 34 17 17 || 121405 34 883 585 572
11 34 19 15| 109440 31 726 477 454
11 34 21 13| 101414 28 739 470 444
117 34 23 11 93235 26 629 410 387
11 34 25 9 95668 24 614 389 381

continuedon next page

362
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 34 27 7 92611 22 505 326 315
11 34 29 5 87358 21 509 342 334
11 34 30 4 88396 21 495 331 323
11 34 31 3 89963 21 497 327 319
11 34 32 2 90399 21 488 318 310
11 34 33 1 90889 21 487 321 313
11 41 1 40| 262820 545 4571 4034 4024
11 41 4 37| 224937 143 2115 1698 1688
11 4 6 35| 198688 95 1576 1202 1179
11 41 9 32| 155193 63 1184 871 860
11 41 11 30 || 146092 51 1037 699 682
11 41 14 27 || 113557 40 816 590 576
11 41 16 25| 101849 35 772 536 516
11 41 18 23 || 101990 31 675 452 438
11 41 21 20 95449 27 625 397 383
11 41 23 18 91900 25 578 395 382
11 41 26 15 85609 22 607 380 364
11 41 28 13 72534 20 431 293 281
117 41 30 11 80081 19 502 315 295
11 41 33 8 67212 17 426 309 291
11 41 35 6 69432 17 432 256 233
11 41 36 5 66597 16 366 240 219
11 41 38 3 68564 16 377 245 227
11 41 39 2 69026 16 382 256 238
11 41 40 1 69199 16 376 250 232
11 50 1 49| 250849 545 4571 4034 4024
11 50 4 46 || 222880 140 1949 1579 1553
11 50 7 43 || 176061 81 1424 1068 1051
11 50 10 40 || 150107 56 1179 839 816
112 50 13 37| 115751 43 852 592 575
11 50 16 34 || 108995 35 808 553 536
117 50 19 31 96094 29 640 420 407
11 50 22 28 87250 25 601 392 381
11 50 25 25 84153 22 581 366 350
11 50 29 21 68436 19 454 287 274
112 50 31 19 77620 18 504 302 288
11 50 34 16 60806 16 413 262 250
112 50 37 13 53895 15 392 259 245
11 50 40 10 56918 14 376 219 210
11 50 42 8 53551 13 350 221 210
11 50 44 6 54148 13 388 244 224
11 50 46 4 53881 13 301 189 178
11 50 47 3 54010 13 304 192 181
11 50 48 2 54619 13 329 223 212
11 60 2 58 || 237410 276 3063 2606 2596
11 60 5 55| 191152 110 1730 1367 1341
11 60 9 51| 149451 62 1127 838 815
11 60 13 47| 118581 43 884 614 588
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 60 16 44 95876 34 744 508 494
11 60 20 40 93150 28 653 415 398
11 60 23 37 77962 24 520 353 343
117 60 27 33 87116 21 534 353 330
11 60 31 29 75593 18 471 289 281
11 60 34 26 56701 16 365 242 231
11 60 38 22 53276 14 341 218 203
11 60 41 19 53381 13 344 214 206
11 60 44 16 47310 12 324 201 188
11 60 48 12 40984 11 291 158 145
11 60 51 9 50988 11 318 189 179
11 60 53 7 41279 10 348 211 198
11 60 55 5 41443 10 254 156 147
11 60 56 4 41378 10 241 148 139
11 60 57 3 42767 10 316 182 173
11 60 58 2 43068 10 316 190 181
11 74 2 72 || 232550 275 3084 2606 2583
11 74 7 67 | 174698 79 1459 1104 1087
11 74 11 63| 133291 51 1010 706 695
11 74 16 58 98364 34 723 495 487
11 74 20 54 85201 27 544 353 340
11 74 24 50 71846 23 538 349 341
11 74 29 45 71782 19 496 297 289
11 74 33 41 60370 16 422 281 272
11 74 38 36 59700 14 354 215 213
11 74 42 32 55605 13 400 272 246
11 74 47 27 36852 11 256 158 145
11 74 50 24 44382 11 311 192 184
11 74 55 19 38009 10 267 181 155
11 74 59 15 38994 9 250 154 141
11 74 63 11 31356 8 252 156 137
11 74 66 8 36166 8 273 148 135
11 74 68 6 33072 8 239 159 146
11 74 70 4 33881 8 237 160 147
11 74 71 3 33182 8 212 137 123
12 8 1 7 || 391274 271 3057 2568 2547
12 8 2 6 || 399789 164 2294 1851 1830
12 8 3 5 || 362210 120 1883 1441 1420
12 8 4 4 || 339700 92 1487 1111 1092
12 8 5 3 || 350733 83 1558 1143 1124
12 8 6 2 || 345465 81 1482 1091 1072
12 8 7 1 || 348829 81 1489 1100 1081
12 10 1 9 || 327103 271 3057 2568 2547
12 10 2 8 || 308676 152 2131 1732 1713
12 10 3 7 || 278388 106 1749 1327 1306
12 10 4 6 || 254996 83 1374 1031 1012
12 10 5 5 || 232789 68 1271 956 937
12 10 6 4 || 212523 56 1020 770 747
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
12 10 7 3 || 206265 50 1026 752 729
12 10 8 2 || 210689 50 1013 727 704
12 10 9 1 || 213840 50 1016 730 707
12 12 1 11 || 297240 271 3057 2568 2547
12 12 2 10 || 270348 147 2176 1714 1695
12 12 3 9 || 245794 102 1722 1294 1271
12 12 4 8 || 212952 78 1298 973 962
12 12 5 7 || 189565 61 1195 848 837
12 12 6 6 || 176931 53 1082 775 756
12 12 7 5 || 144679 45 842 603 593
12 12 8 4 || 145702 39 801 581 567
12 12 9 3 || 148323 36 739 512 498
12 12 10 2 || 150258 36 805 550 536
12 12 11 1 || 152741 36 789 550 536
12 14 1 13| 277819 271 3057 2568 2547
12 14 2 12 || 254597 145 2081 1670 1649
12 14 3 11 || 229450 99 1638 1234 1215
12 14 4 10| 198325 75 1302 959 948
12 14 5 9 || 172695 59 1108 806 795
12 14 6 8 || 151306 49 1025 701 691
12 14 7 7 || 137507 43 835 598 584
12 14 8 6 || 146970 39 848 634 611
12 14 9 5 || 125481 35 822 572 549
12 14 10 4 || 121787 31 757 519 505
12 14 11 3 || 120946 29 667 452 429
12 14 12 2 || 126089 29 684 466 443
12 14 13 1 || 128092 29 706 481 458
12 17 1 16 || 261385 271 3057 2568 2547
12 17 2 15| 233292 142 2032 1636 1617
12 17 3 14 || 208296 97 1602 1195 1174
12 17 4 13| 183445 73 1287 940 919
12 17 5 12 || 175017 60 1147 848 829
12 17 6 11 || 141775 48 972 693 674
12 17 7 10 || 124339 41 793 574 555
12 17 8 9 || 119844 36 811 564 553
12 17 9 8 97831 32 684 444 442
12 17 10 7 || 100516 29 671 429 419
12 17 11 6 || 100024 27 612 428 405
12 17 12 5 89294 25 574 370 360
12 17 13 4 92416 23 589 383 369
12 17 14 3 93215 22 602 389 370
12 17 15 2 86762 21 531 362 343
12 17 16 1 89865 21 522 354 335
12 21 1 20| 247258 271 3057 2568 2547
12 21 2 19| 217152 140 1980 1588 1569
12 21 3 18 || 203286 95 1638 1281 1258
12 21 4 17| 174774 72 1247 922 901
12 21 6 15 || 134792 48 1027 712 689
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
12 21 7 14 || 122846 41 816 578 568
12 21 8 13| 110393 35 738 494 492
12 21 9 12 || 105155 32 662 429 408
12 21 11 10 96155 26 664 422 412
12 21 12 9 82099 24 598 390 369
12 21 13 8 98561 23 679 432 411
12 21 14 7 85749 21 535 343 324
12 21 16 5 71020 18 408 288 269
12 21 17 4 70335 17 432 266 255
12 21 18 3 65459 16 425 263 255
12 21 19 2 66307 16 393 239 228
12 21 20 1 67838 16 407 242 231
12 25 1 24| 238492 271 3057 2568 2547
12 25 2 23| 210776 139 2018 1605 1586
12 25 4 21| 159405 70 1298 934 923
12 25 5 20 || 146865 56 1156 814 793
12 25 7 18 || 110779 40 779 535 514
12 25 8 17 || 103221 34 670 463 461
12 25 10 15| 101145 28 643 451 432
12 25 11 14 92489 26 604 398 379
12 25 13 12 77025 21 564 347 338
12 25 14 11 74428 20 503 324 305
12 25 16 9 55111 17 340 244 235
12 25 17 8 69745 17 456 293 274
12 25 19 6 64529 15 430 258 256
12 25 20 5 61803 14 404 244 228
12 25 21 4 53833 13 353 216 199
12 25 22 3 53352 13 296 202 188
12 25 23 2 55324 13 359 239 229
12 25 24 1 53301 13 318 201 180
12 30 1 29| 232094 271 3057 2568 2547
12 30 3 27| 188523 94 1570 1182 1161
12 30 4 26| 157400 70 1187 871 850
12 30 6 24 | 126064 46 985 664 645
12 30 8 22| 101476 34 674 451 449
12 30 10 20 89780 27 583 401 382
12 30 12 18 76174 23 528 352 329
12 30 13 17 75089 21 496 331 312
12 30 15 15 74592 18 549 331 322
12 30 17 13 61366 16 404 260 241
12 30 19 11 64284 15 419 271 248
12 30 20 10 59810 14 421 249 239
12 30 22 8 51434 13 334 211 192
12 30 24 6 45465 12 381 208 187
12 30 26 4 53604 11 358 219 217
12 30 27 3 41842 10 314 174 172
12 30 28 2 42424 10 316 203 179
12 30 29 1 43007 10 340 216 192
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
12 37 1 36| 228979 271 3057 2568 2547
12 37 3 34| 175709 92 1634 1177 1158
12 37 6 31| 126257 46 883 636 625
12 37 8 29 || 106068 35 766 516 495
12 37 10 27 87741 27 664 434 415
12 37 12 25 74354 22 539 351 331
12 37 14 23 72760 19 455 280 272
12 37 17 20 62144 16 395 263 244
12 37 19 18 64272 14 406 244 235
12 37 21 16 47538 13 304 204 202
12 37 23 14 40088 12 244 180 161
12 37 25 12 42758 11 300 198 175
12 37 27 10 44140 10 294 179 159
12 37 30 7 40245 9 228 154 147
12 37 31 6 36432 9 247 145 135
12 37 33 4 35855 8 254 149 137
12 37 34 3 34125 8 255 158 149
12 37 35 2 35532 8 234 151 142
12 37 36 1 33966 8 160 108 100
13 4 1 3 || 318551 135 1913 1572 1546
13 4 2 2 || 436811 110 1697 1353 1327
13 4 3 1|l 436275 99 1624 1275 1249
13 5 1 4 || 268624 135 1913 1572 1546
13 5 2 3 || 248575 83 1414 1094 1068
13 5 3 2 || 256475 64 1221 877 873
13 5 4 1 || 235847 55 1059 752 748
13 6 1 5 || 249846 135 1913 1572 1546
13 6 2 4 || 219588 79 1296 990 964
13 6 3 3 || 170941 54 909 681 677
13 6 4 2 || 163912 42 850 614 604
13 6 5 1 || 159923 38 772 547 537
13 7 1 6 || 232852 135 1913 1572 1546
13 7 2 5 || 196924 75 1219 950 946
13 7 3 4 || 167787 51 959 717 713
13 7 4 3 || 147305 40 913 654 644
13 7 5 2 || 127578 32 688 468 450
13 7 6 1|l 129263 30 661 442 438
13 9 1 8 || 217996 135 1913 1572 1546
13 9 2 7 || 183220 73 1255 951 925
13 9 3 6 || 152942 50 1015 727 723
13 9 4 5 || 122393 37 741 538 512
13 9 5 4 || 108763 29 675 455 437
13 9 6 3 88329 25 517 364 354
13 9 7 2 90267 22 510 354 344
13 9 8 1 86228 20 575 358 340
13 11 1 10 || 209489 135 1913 1572 1546
13 11 2 9 || 174983 71 1324 981 977
13 11 3 8 || 142179 48 994 726 700
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 11 4 7 || 107357 35 696 491 473
13 11 5 6 99178 29 638 444 434
13 11 6 5 83828 24 518 355 329
13 11 7 4 88930 21 518 340 330
13 11 8 3 66720 18 402 277 273
13 11 9 2 60503 16 333 225 214
13 11 10 1 65755 15 375 231 221
13 13 1 12| 206908 135 1913 1572 1546
13 13 2 11 || 164052 70 1135 877 873
13 13 3 10 || 132097 47 943 679 675
13 13 4 9 || 101890 35 635 459 455
13 13 5 8 94758 28 612 415 411
13 13 6 7 81135 23 556 376 365
13 13 7 6 80898 20 531 336 318
13 13 8 5 58827 17 395 275 264
13 13 9 4 61626 16 405 261 235
13 13 10 3 52365 14 355 221 203
13 13 11 2 53726 13 280 204 193
13 13 12 1 48820 12 279 191 175
13 15 1 14 || 200050 135 1913 1572 1546
13 15 2 13 || 160710 70 1206 939 913
13 15 3 12 || 126118 46 877 656 646
13 15 4 11| 104712 35 710 517 513
13 15 5 10 93149 28 624 425 421
13 15 6 9 69306 23 451 318 314
13 15 7 8 67537 20 459 319 293
13 15 8 7 60100 17 394 282 271
13 15 9 6 59037 15 304 198 181
13 15 10 5 58963 14 444 267 241
13 15 11 4 46299 12 293 198 181
13 15 12 3 46231 12 278 170 166
13 15 13 2 54906 11 371 239 223
13 15 14 1 43530 10 317 182 165
13 19 1 18| 197371 135 1913 1572 1546
13 19 2 17 || 156245 69 1142 870 866
13 19 3 16 || 126665 46 915 654 644
13 19 4 15| 105679 35 733 538 512
13 19 5 14 90124 27 645 443 425
13 19 6 13 73717 22 508 349 332
13 19 7 12 67304 19 429 290 274
13 19 9 10 53492 15 303 203 192
13 19 10 9 55737 13 388 228 218
13 19 11 8 44266 12 318 199 189
13 19 12 7 41152 11 294 190 174
13 19 13 6 48461 10 310 178 163
13 19 14 5 36592 9 243 162 154
13 19 15 4 44822 9 279 181 165
13 19 16 3 34733 8 224 146 126
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
13 19 17 2 36483 8 199 131 121
13 19 18 1 33264 8 205 112 108
14 2 1 1 || 237650 67 1162 850 834
14 3 1 2 || 178182 67 1162 850 834
14 3 2 1|l 216440 53 996 704 688
14 4 1 3 || 164455 67 1162 850 834
14 4 2 2 || 133541 40 819 568 552
14 4 3 1 || 114907 29 618 420 404
14 5 1 4 || 155426 67 1162 850 834
14 5 2 3 || 119311 37 734 500 484
14 5 3 2 81742 25 531 361 345
14 5 4 1 89800 21 515 346 330
14 6 1 5 || 158110 67 1162 850 834
14 6 2 4 || 110423 36 690 471 455
14 6 3 3 77122 24 514 339 323
14 6 4 2 63049 18 386 263 247
14 6 5 1 62696 15 379 243 230
14 7 1 6 || 154939 67 1162 850 834
14 7 2 5 || 105229 35 707 484 468
14 7 3 4 78542 23 523 327 317
14 7 4 3 74142 18 508 331 315
14 7 5 2 54897 14 331 220 207
14 7 6 1 45839 12 309 193 180
14 8 1 7 || 148212 67 1162 850 834
14 8 2 6 || 101723 35 714 489 473
14 8 3 5 75142 23 510 331 315
14 8 4 4 61839 17 410 265 255
14 8 5 3 64250 14 388 245 232
14 8 6 2 47848 11 321 182 167
14 8 7 1 42750 10 299 189 174
14 10 1 9 || 147116 67 1162 850 834
14 10 2 8 || 108398 35 793 527 511
14 10 3 7 73366 23 510 334 318
14 10 4 6 68584 17 460 293 277
14 10 5 5 60619 13 416 260 249
14 10 6 4 42176 11 282 173 160
14 10 7 3 34555 9 216 147 139
14 10 8 2 33207 8 241 140 125
14 10 9 1 33189 8 201 116 100

369




Table 6.12.Costsof block 2GYF for Richards

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert | W.b. add || R.s.proc
10 8 1 7 || 4776121|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 8 2 6| 4831103|| 10482 4282 4223 4223
10 8 3 5| 4899711 7462 4189 4143 4143
10 8 4 4| 6554704| 6196 4087 4044 4044
10 8 5 3| 6856678| 6063 4065 4027 4027
10 8 6 2| 6829140| 6045 4113 4076 4076
10 8 7 1| 6825616| 6041 4083 4047 4047
10 9 1 8| 4117706|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 9 2 7| 3743626|| 9996 4178 4133 4133
10 9 3 6| 3714939| 6885 4062 4002 4002
10 9 4 5| 3538799| 5194 3985 3967 3967
10 9 5 4| 4732598 4498 3880 3746 3746
10 9 6 3| 5020488| 4466 3891 3803 3803
10 9 7 2| 5024717| 4468 3879 3794 3794
10 9 8 1| 5001620| 4464 3911 3824 3824
10 11 1 10 || 3343032|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 11 2 9 || 2814513|| 9574 4212 4157 4157
10 11 3 8| 2364919|| 6452 4073 4038 4038
10 11 4 7 || 2041471\ 4776 3975 3936 3936
10 11 5 6| 2211442 3908 3817 3251 3251
10 11 6 5| 2480657| 3314 3883 2936 2936
10 11 7 4 || 3277608| 3055 3954 2805 2805
10 11 8 3 || 3449058| 3030 3921 2762 2762
10 11 9 2 || 3441060| 3024 3891 2737 2737
10 11 10 1 || 3440124| 3022 3924 2763 2763
10 13 1 12| 2987601|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 13 2 11 || 2427044| 9404 4178 4130 4130
10 13 3 10| 2050222| 6263 4056 4024 4024
10 13 4 9 || 1652677| 4690 3969 3945 3945
10 13 5 8| 1591705| 3758 3811 3201 3201
10 13 6 7 || 1462558| 3132 3880 2821 2821
10 13 7 6| 1488790| 2706 3812 2420 2420
10 13 8 5| 1649225| 2405 3802 2177 2177
10 13 9 4 || 2358853| 2246 3794 2040 2040
10 13 10 3 || 2502993| 2233 3778 2019 2019
10 13 11 2 || 2518551 2236 3740 1988 1988
10 13 12 1 || 2510513 2237 3755 2001 2001
10 16 1 15| 2712144 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 16 2 14| 2148891| 9273 4135 4094 4094
10 16 3 13| 1766954| 6178 4024 3982 3982
10 16 4 12 || 1403765| 4609 3972 3938 3938
10 16 5 11| 1281797| 3685 3863 3210 3210
10 16 6 10| 1118147 3070 3828 2716 2716
10 16 7 9| 1001276| 2627 3838 2393 2393
10 16 8 8 926526|| 2303 3809 2102 2102
10 16 9 7 967599|| 2056 3753 1846 1846
10 16 10 6 || 1013001| 1863 3749 1704 1704
10 16 11 5| 1204985| 1723 3770 1608 1608
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 16 12 4 || 1718827| 1643 3770 1546 1546
10 16 13 3 || 1831175| 1631 3760 1526 1526
10 16 14 2 || 1834156|| 1632 3748 1517 1517
10 16 15 1 || 1831967| 1631 3787 1555 1555
10 20 1 19| 2503213|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 20 2 18| 1968469| 9185 4109 4064 4064
10 20 3 17 || 1581980| 6119 4006 3975 3975
10 20 4 16 || 1288065| 4574 3953 3922 3922
10 20 5 15 1132162| 3653 3847 3180 3180
10 20 7 13 842036|| 2601 3804 2335 2335
10 20 8 12 728287| 2272 3798 2065 2065
10 20 9 11 714790| 2023 3757 1831 1831
10 20 10 10 661131| 1821 3733 1658 1658
10 20 11 9 631920| 1656 3754 1541 1541
10 20 13 7 646652 | 1408 3723 1319 1319
10 20 14 6 712836| 1316 3727 1248 1248
10 20 15 5 884611|| 1244 3722 1188 1188
10 20 16 4 || 1264113|| 1204 3742 1168 1168
10 20 17 3 || 1348834 1197 3736 1157 1157
10 20 18 2 || 1345162| 1195 3734 1160 1160
10 20 19 1 || 1344093| 1195 3732 1157 1157
10 24 1 23| 2375629|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 24 2 22| 1843985| 9134 4126 4081 4081
10 24 4 20| 1220944| 4550 3972 3939 3939
10 24 5 19| 1049384| 3636 3848 3171 3171
10 24 6 18 887402|| 3024 3830 2695 2695
10 24 8 16 637765| 2262 3828 2082 2082
10 24 9 15 627700| 2012 3764 1832 1832
10 24 11 13 532549|| 1645 3766 1544 1544
10 24 12 12 467101 1507 3749 1419 1419
10 24 14 10 477360 1296 3705 1216 1216
10 24 15 9 463291 1209 3702 1141 1141
10 24 16 8 455311 1135 3737 1116 1116
10 24 18 6 560160|| 1018 3706 988 988
10 24 19 5 694111 973 3724 971 971
10 24 20 4 994477 948 3732 958 958
10 24 21 3| 1067309 945 3701 934 934
10 24 22 2|l 1063662 944 3720 949 949
10 24 23 1| 1065258 944 3705 937 937
10 29 1 28| 2281821|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 29 3 26| 1431668| 6055 3964 3935 3935
10 29 4 25| 1143851 4532 3949 3917 3917
10 29 6 23 838891|| 3014 3818 2680 2680
10 29 8 21 556491 | 2254 3856 2090 2090
10 29 10 19 527573|| 1804 3751 1658 1658
10 29 11 18 481239 || 1640 3764 1538 1538
10 29 13 16 416555|| 1387 3731 1313 1313
10 29 15 14 381543|| 1202 3715 1146 1146
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
10 29 17 12 347218|| 1061 3699 1023 1023
10 29 18 11 353575|| 1003 3730 999 999
10 29 20 9 325805 903 3714 914 914
10 29 21 8 357251 862 3701 871 871
10 29 23 6 432847 792 3718 825 825
10 29 25 4 791003 748 3685 768 768
10 29 26 3 839343 746 3687 768 768
10 29 27 2 841519 746 3680 760 760
10 29 28 1 838151 746 3705 779 779
10 35 1 34| 2222445|| 17920 4566 4485 4485
10 35 3 32| 1383958|| 6039 3955 3930 3930
10 35 5 30 962469|| 3614 3830 3149 3149
10 35 7 28 692627 | 2575 3807 2324 2324
10 35 9 26 548575|| 2001 3748 1814 1814
10 35 12 23 423565|| 1500 3730 1401 1401
10 35 14 21 368682|| 1285 3719 1222 1222
10 35 16 19 323416|| 1125 3726 1094 1094
10 35 18 17 304221|| 1000 3723 993 993
10 35 20 15 283258 900 3700 895 895
10 35 22 13 269929 818 3703 837 837
10 35 24 11 249701 750 3724 795 795
10 35 26 9 269243 694 3686 727 727
10 35 28 7 288297 646 3709 699 699
10 35 30 5 433640 608 3675 648 646
10 35 31 4 631348 599 3668 634 634
10 35 32 3 675968 598 3674 637 637
10 35 33 2 675537 598 3679 643 643
10 35 34 1 673119 597 3670 636 636
11 4 1 3 || 3424861| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 4 2 2 || 8696827| 8205 4262 4132 4132
11 4 3 1| 8792578|| 7802 4224 4108 4108
112 5 1 4| 2398681| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 5 2 3 || 2412548|| 5184 4021 3947 3947
11 5 3 2| 4642961 4301 3987 3774 3774
11 5 4 1| 4781096| 4229 3996 3711 3711
11 6 1 5| 2040481| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 6 2 4| 1692238 4841 4008 3928 3928
11 6 3 3| 1675450| 3304 3926 2951 2951
11 6 4 2| 2972053| 2863 3847 2582 2582
11 6 5 1| 3117662| 2794 3864 2550 2550
11 7 1 6| 1847645| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 7 2 5| 1436990|| 4716 4037 3958 3958
11 7 3 4| 1200888| 3149 3889 2823 2823
11 7 4 3 || 1149594 2397 3798 2156 2156
11 7 5 2| 2303501| 2176 3816 1998 1998
11 7 6 1| 2418731 2152 3817 1976 1976
11 8 1 7| 1734422| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 8 2 6| 1365213|| 4661 3936 3898 3898
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Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 8 3 5| 1039329| 3093 3912 2795 2795
117 8 4 4 874352|| 2324 3822 2131 2131
117 8 5 3 966929|| 1896 3802 1760 1760
11 8 6 2| 1795201| 1739 3776 1624 1624
11 8 7 1] 1905791 1711 3799 1622 1622
112 10 1 9| 1596827| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 10 2 8| 1198564| 4588 4021 3934 3934
11 10 3 7 892715|| 3044 3898 2748 2748
117 10 4 6 707717| 2278 3842 2105 2105
117 10 5 5 613348| 1824 3792 1700 1700
117 10 6 4 588878|| 1527 3762 1445 1445
11 10 7 3 668509 | 1328 3769 1287 1287
11 10 8 2 || 1284229 1249 3739 1206 1206
11 10 9 1| 1376638 1237 3749 1207 1207
112 12 1 11| 1518730| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 12 2 10| 1195129|| 4560 3985 3925 3925
117 12 3 9 825985|| 3021 3890 2724 2724
11 12 4 8 642937| 2260 3861 2095 2095
11 12 5 7 527816|| 1806 3882 1753 1753
11 12 6 6 471964 || 1506 3770 1432 1432
11 12 7 5 435137 1293 3764 1251 1251
11 12 8 4 447431\ 1137 3753 1123 1123
117 12 9 3 518262|| 1022 3750 1030 1030
11 12 10 2 || 1004547 975 3699 957 957
11 12 11 1 || 1078490 968 3725 974 974
11 15 1 14| 1450839| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 15 2 13| 1117869| 4528 4003 3911 3911
11 15 3 12 775520| 3004 3881 2708 2708
11 15 4 11 580270|| 2247 3868 2092 2092
117 15 5 10 482586 || 1796 3776 1667 1667
11 15 6 9 414996 || 1496 3751 1401 1401
117 15 7 8 362876|| 1282 3752 1240 1240
11 15 8 7 333435|| 1122 3741 1104 1104
112 15 9 6 309888 998 3726 990 990
11 15 10 5 307668 900 3736 924 924
11 15 11 4 327314 821 3716 839 839
11 15 12 3 385295 760 3722 807 807
117 15 13 2 757413 734 3701 766 766
11 15 14 1 810667 729 3718 771 771
11 18 1 17 || 1408932| 8888 4316 4170 4170
11 18 2 16 || 1060078| 4509 4003 3924 3924
11 18 3 15 746981| 2995 3928 2733 2733
11 18 4 14 566895|| 2241 3840 2071 2071
117 18 5 13 457060 1791 3790 1670 1670
11 18 6 12 388143|| 1491 3744 1397 1397
11 18 7 11 340638|| 1278 3744 1221 1221
11 18 8 10 301082|| 1118 3757 1111 1111
11 18 9 9 276301 994 3731 994 994
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Table6.12.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
11 18 10 8 255256 894 3736 914 914
117 18 11 7 242580 814 3728 844 844
11 18 12 6 236611 746 3714 789 789
11 18 13 5 233405 690 3709 737 737
11 18 14 4 249357 643 3710 696 696
11 18 15 3 301618 604 3704 656 656
11 18 16 2 613056 588 3681 641 641
11 18 17 1 654773 585 3719 657 657
12 2 1 1| 4392162 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 3 1 2| 1617622| 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 3 2 1| 4149809| 3976 4318 3885 3885
12 4 1 3 || 1304469| 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 4 2 2 908356|| 2412 4076 2417 2417
12 4 3 1| 2120789| 2072 3998 2088 2088
12 5 1 4] 1190238 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 5 2 3 702541 2313 4030 2305 2305
12 5 3 2 586104 | 1558 3913 1609 1609
12 5 4 1| 1417384|| 1403 3886 1463 1463
12 6 1 5| 1128876| 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 6 2 4 629174 2277 4036 2290 2290
12 6 3 3 460320|| 1516 3891 1558 1558
12 6 4 2 433706 1151 3846 1227 1227
12 6 5 1] 1064167| 1062 3829 1140 1140
12 8 1 7| 1065570| 4404 4360 4283 4283
12 8 2 6 569315|| 2247 4019 2250 2250
12 8 3 5 391781|| 1493 3896 1546 1546
12 8 4 4 312968|| 1119 3828 1185 1185
12 8 5 3 274698 898 3804 989 989
12 8 6 2 284271 755 3782 860 860
12 8 7 1 718010 716 3750 802 802
12 9 1 8| 1047513|| 4404 4360 4283 4283
2 9 2 7 553727|| 2240 4031 2254 2254
12 9 3 6 380387|| 1488 3889 1532 1532
12 9 4 5 294040|| 1115 3848 1199 1199
12 9 5 4 249750 892 3799 980 980
12 9 6 3 228398 745 3774 844 844
12 9 7 2 246342 645 3752 741 741
12 9 8 1 614526 616 3746 718 718
13 2 1 1 862635|| 2156 3824 2006 2006
3 3 1 2 638274| 2156 3824 2006 2006
13 3 2 1 480752|| 1188 3752 1169 1169
13 4 1 3 586894 || 2156 3824 2006 2006
13 4 2 2 3343411 1117 3735 1101 1101
13 4 3 1 308568 765 3692 789 789
13 5 1 4 563813|| 2156 3824 2006 2006
13 5 2 3 303795|| 1102 3731 1083 1083
13 5 3 2 222709 736 3711 780 780
13 5 4 1 229407 565 3698 634 634
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Table 6.13. Costsof block2GYF for JavaBYTEmark

Configuration || Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert | W.b. add || R.s.proc
18 2 1 1 || 150427 20 278 245 155
18 3 1 2 || 133592 20 278 245 155
18 3 2 1 87789 10 177 127 30
18 4 1 3 || 133592 20 278 245 155
18 4 2 2 71718 10 158 120 30
18 4 3 1 51493 6 54 19 17
18 5 1 4 || 133592 20 278 245 155
18 5 2 3 71718 10 158 120 30
18 5 3 2 51493 6 54 19 17
18 5 4 1 46855 5 137 106 16
18 6 1 5| 133592 20 278 245 155
18 6 2 4 71718 10 158 120 30
18 6 3 3 51493 6 54 19 17
18 6 4 2 46855 5 137 106 16
18 6 5 1 37842 4 135 102 12
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Table 6.14.Costsof block 2GYF for Bloat-Bloat

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc
16 16 1 15 5586489| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 16 2 14 4923038|| 1152 99475 40320 40309
16 16 3 13 4715154| 768 81049 34907 34886
16 16 4 12 4769205 577 73694 30406 30395
16 16 5 11 4589356|| 461 61502 27895 27830
16 16 6 10 4853174| 385 56370 24494 24444
16 16 7 9 5420551 331 47851 23193 23109
16 16 8 8 7350601 293 51422 22082 22007
16 16 9 7| 10178457\ 266 52494 22512 22462
16 16 10 6 || 12715009\ 247 41721 20085 20035
16 16 11 5| 15440731|| 235 46973 19895 19884
16 16 12 4 || 17860932| 228 41700 19934 19902
16 16 13 3 || 19771607\ 227 44477 19375 19343
16 16 14 2 || 19725327|| 226 44760 20898 20877
16 19 1 18 5210358|| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 19 2 17 4561459|| 1149 102098 41552 41531
16 19 3 16 4206513 766 83378 36196 36175
16 19 4 15 4035345 574 77174 31419 31369
16 19 5 14 3846856|| 460 60698 27618 27584
16 19 6 13 3663016 383 59087 25511 25446
16 19 7 12 3658250 328 43972 22859 22784
16 19 9 10 4123333 257 44681 21227 21216
16 19 10 9 4312733 231 43514 19989 19914
16 19 11 8 5610469 211 37932 18615 18511
16 19 12 7 7916579 197 38141 18474 18463
16 19 13 6 9843328 186 42388 18795 18763
16 19 14 5| 11835670|| 179 38067 18845 18780
16 19 15 4 || 13750934\ 175 34301 17815 17740
16 19 16 3| 14787025| 174 31198 17706 17641
16 19 17 2 || 14995648| 173 29905 16968 16909
16 19 18 1 || 15059949| 174 30951 17398 17387
16 23 1 22 4755921|| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 23 2 21 4277460|| 1147 102181 41750 41729
16 23 3 20 3541449 764 77768 34328 34294
16 23 5 18 3261615|| 459 64261 29390 29379
16 23 6 17 3264059 382 52547 24502 24437
16 23 8 15 3094966 286 44520 22355 22261
16 23 9 14 3164740 255 40299 21421 21346
16 23 10 13 3386693 230 41373 19424 19413
16 23 12 11 3176402 191 40740 17893 17834
16 23 13 10 3415013 177 35112 16928 16844
16 23 14 9 3616462 165 34185 16398 16377
16 23 16 7 5891127 146 26892 15109 15009
16 23 17 6 7105112 140 29045 15254 15179
16 23 18 5 9040941 136 30348 15064 14960
16 23 20 3| 11275372|| 133 28565 14574 14563
16 23 21 2| 11226326|| 132 28489 15143 15049
16 28 1 27 4544476|| 2283 138221 57562 57551
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Table 6.14.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 28 3 25 3589931 763 81160 35987 35953
16 28 4 24 3366903 573 68538 29633 29622
16 28 6 22 2862583 381 58255 25603 25528
16 28 8 20 2647460 286 46183 20935 20870
16 28 9 19 2709352 254 41457 20849 20774
16 28 11 17 2634141 208 44445 18340 18256
16 28 13 15 2498540 176 33304 16469 16375
16 28 14 14 2585478 164 27113 15943 15893
16 28 16 12 3068428 144 32452 15417 15383
16 28 18 10 2701472 127 25602 14853 14737
16 28 19 9 3084709 121 28298 15007 14913
16 28 21 7 4676406 111 27621 13071 12996
16 28 22 6 5947201 107 25784 12594 12505
16 28 24 4 7868865 103 24832 13709 13644
16 28 25 3 8826807 103 24805 13321 13300
16 28 26 2 8747838 102 21833 12826 12769
16 34 1 33 4291518|| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 34 3 31 3439548 763 78657 33458 33437
16 34 5 29 2769184|| 457 60106 28170 28105
16 34 7 27 2528534|| 326 49531 24670 24586
16 34 9 25 2371660 254 40173 21678 21644
16 34 11 23 2539118 208 43070 18229 18179
16 34 13 21 2296614 176 33782 16538 16504
16 34 15 19 2181897 152 34500 16923 16885
16 34 17 17 2133641 134 29449 15420 15382
16 34 19 15 2216944 120 25067 13516 13373
16 34 21 13 2333964 109 25622 13247 13143
16 34 23 11 2457187 100 27459 12480 12430
16 34 25 9 2671649 92 25743 12927 12843
16 34 27 7 3599351 86 19897 11355 11290
16 34 29 5 5338996 82 21322 10597 10503
16 34 30 4 6291831 81 28603 10834 10730
16 34 31 3 6777718 80 20715 11475 11406
16 34 32 2 6776128 80 21470 11452 11373
16 34 33 1 6794862 80 20580 11934 11854
16 41 1 40 4226891| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 41 4 37 2838193 571 73868 29873 29823
16 41 6 35 2571537 381 53400 24261 24196
16 41 9 32 2361250 254 43615 20838 20788
16 41 11 30 2165799 207 40903 18726 18667
16 41 14 27 1952919 163 29421 17415 17331
16 41 16 25 1833028 142 26706 15331 15215
16 41 18 23 2042049 127 27776 14072 13997
16 41 21 20 2081814 109 28024 13783 13772
16 41 23 18 2061719 99 30216 12104 12015
16 41 26 15 2067274 88 22882 11440 11346
16 41 28 13 1772593 81 19416 11441 11362
16 41 30 11 2065876 76 20434 11096 11033
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Table 6.14.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 41 33 8 2789307 70 24420 11967 11956
16 41 35 6 3840382 66 24699 9914 9759
16 41 36 5 4395318 65 20141 10664 10567
16 41 38 3 5306929 64 16194 9373 9286
16 41 39 2 5365141 64 14874 8953 8866
16 41 40 1 5323811 64 18263 9603 9540
16 50 1 49 4127288|| 2283 138221 57562 57551
16 50 4 46 2840778 571 71090 31224 31190
16 50 7 43 2473833 326 48454 23025 22960
16 50 10 40 2223875 228 46367 19463 19379
16 50 13 37 2066038 175 35371 16772 16734
16 50 16 34 1839606 142 26070 14500 14411
16 50 19 31 1707548 120 21918 13348 13264
16 50 22 28 1787221 104 25131 12289 12255
16 50 25 25 1673430 91 21037 12034 11945
16 50 29 21 1830777 78 20259 10602 10495
16 50 32 18 1641796 71 18146 10997 10826
16 50 34 16 1844265 67 20112 10723 10607
16 50 37 13 1785598 62 17858 8802 8752
16 50 40 10 1876355 57 14914 8452 8395
16 50 43 7 2610637 53 16560 9338 9114
16 50 44 6 2751430 52 13988 8081 7886
16 50 46 4 3975994 51 18215 8299 8155
16 50 47 3 4150293 51 12772 7794 7651
16 50 48 2 4183439 51 15369 8165 8022
16 61 2 59 3406263|| 1143 103154 43019 43008
16 61 5 56 2655779|| 457 66112 27410 27399
16 61 9 52 2171871 253 38737 20819 20715
16 61 13 48 2036762 175 32764 16590 16531
16 61 16 45 1820670 142 27698 15242 15179
16 61 20 41 1783480 114 27345 14084 14009
16 61 24 37 1689622 95 21805 11651 11592
16 61 27 34 1572276 84 19899 10951 10780
16 61 31 30 1566295 73 19231 10933 10854
16 61 35 26 1500232 65 18748 9446 9346
16 61 38 23 1515549 60 15419 9194 9090
16 61 41 20 1427643 55 16147 9476 9296
16 61 45 16 1527134 50 19135 8898 8733
16 61 49 12 1605443 46 15542 8770 8626
16 61 52 9 1858955 44 16153 7524 7486
16 61 54 7 2110586 42 16600 8565 8428
16 61 56 5 2804623 41 12283 7311 7195
16 61 57 4 3220481 41 12032 7057 6950
16 61 58 3 3390473 41 11662 6885 6826
16 61 59 2 3383290 41 11423 6767 6729
16 714 2 72 3336876|| 1142 103805 42291 42270
16 74 7 67 2401535 327 50029 23593 23582
16 74 11 63 2014431 207 38607 17949 17855
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Table 6.14.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 74 16 58 1714904 142 23467 14512 14423
16 74 20 54 1647755 114 27070 13811 13736
16 74 24 50 1501824 95 22471 11632 11567
16 74 29 45 1487522 78 21046 11350 11243
16 74 33 41 1559994 69 20952 10081 10049
16 74 38 36 1328676 60 16421 10059 9975
16 74 42 32 1294318 54 14559 8703 8640
16 74 47 27 1279195 48 12715 8305 8110
16 74 50 24 1228524 45 14028 7571 7327
16 74 55 19 1280122 41 12802 7248 7078
16 74 59 15 1229569 38 11813 6698 6566
16 74 63 11 1370257 36 11484 6504 6397
16 74 66 8 1574113 34 10915 6399 6232
16 74 68 6 2098259 33 16967 6983 6720
16 74 70 4 2665735 33 13181 6309 6165
16 74 71 3 2739037 33 10517 5919 5802
18 4 1 3 4622093 570 72966 29790 29763
18 4 2 2 8302477 314 54421 22866 22788
18 4 3 1| 21830991| 275 52980 21446 21419
18 5 1 4 3707512 570 72966 29790 29763
18 5 2 3 3632159 293 51088 21941 21863
18 5 3 2 5881079 204 38526 18657 18630
18 5 4 1| 13954525|| 182 38983 17318 17240
18 6 1 5 3307593 570 72966 29790 29763
18 6 2 4 3198184|| 290 52796 21477 21399
18 6 3 3 3239610 195 44192 18102 18075
18 6 4 2 4548957 150 31893 16515 16472
18 6 5 1| 10843589| 139 40514 15456 15378
18 7 1 6 3294683 570 72966 29790 29763
18 7 2 5 2805684| 289 50132 22121 22094
18 7 3 4 2585395 193 46445 18787 18760
18 7 4 3 2687127 145 31029 16153 16082
18 7 5 2 3683459 119 28146 14697 14670
18 7 6 1 8402643 110 31679 12856 12692
18 9 1 8 3002093 570 72966 29790 29763
18 9 2 7 2478270 287 47775 22259 22181
18 9 3 6 2252843 191 39315 17125 17082
18 9 4 5 2275782 144 36707 15021 14994
18 9 5 4 2095978 115 31195 11948 11905
18 9 6 3 2054571 96 21943 12993 12922
18 9 7 2 3052093 84 28081 11311 11240
18 9 8 1 6015511 79 21583 11164 11071
18 11 1 10 2925048 570 72966 29790 29763
18 112 2 9 2391805 286 47843 21175 21097
18 11 3 8 2031734 191 36649 18128 18101
18 11 4 7 2051116 143 35551 15875 15804
18 11 5 6 1988813 114 27543 13619 13455
18 11 6 5 1848633 95 27382 12787 12716
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Table 6.14.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
18 11 7 4 1910252 82 19197 11311 11268
18 11 8 3 1797397 72 22197 10198 10155
18 11 9 2 2288098 65 18059 9680 9653
18 11 10 1 4714305 62 16033 9512 9348
18 13 1 12 2918572 570 72966 29790 29763
18 13 2 11 2366567 286 49328 21484 21406
18 13 3 10 1951855 190 34928 17221 17178
18 13 4 9 1920328 143 25871 15004 14926
18 13 5 8 1841324 114 26412 14005 13934
18 13 6 7 1762570 95 25415 11947 11876
18 13 7 6 1527652 81 18489 11525 11432
18 13 8 5 1708842 71 21830 11883 11790
18 13 9 4 1525684 63 16450 9380 9201
18 13 10 3 1760958 57 22943 8903 8724
18 13 11 2 1884088 52 13341 7958 7776
18 13 12 1 3738735 50 15586 8604 8422
18 16 1 15 2777771 570 72966 29790 29763
18 16 2 14 2303418 286 51733 21781 21754
18 16 3 13 1970752 190 40744 17430 17387
18 16 4 12 1707050 143 24375 15077 15050
18 16 5 11 1790873 114 28575 14669 14626
18 16 6 10 1740203 95 24507 10773 10730
18 16 7 9 1439625 81 17409 10312 10241
18 16 8 8 1679801 71 17193 10285 10214
18 16 9 7 1372134 63 15318 9209 9138
18 16 10 6 1387484 57 14283 8355 8284
18 16 11 5 1450956 52 15358 8857 8814
18 16 12 4 1559009 47 18887 8843 8639
18 16 13 3 1469348 44 18440 6872 6708
18 16 14 2 1827829 41 14593 7162 6983
18 16 15 1 3172849 40 19985 7382 7218
18 19 1 18 2723131 570 72966 29790 29763
18 19 2 17 2085569 285 45139 21990 21912
18 19 3 16 1944007 190 37281 17249 17171
18 19 4 15 1707894 142 27078 14262 14191
18 19 5 14 1675897 114 26343 13775 13697
18 19 6 13 1523025 95 22063 11036 10958
18 19 7 12 1464939 81 21219 10881 10717
18 19 9 10 1468139 63 19207 9892 9821
18 19 10 9 1282650 57 15013 8238 8195
18 19 11 8 1434121 52 18730 8799 8772
18 19 12 7 1286892 47 12241 7601 7422
18 19 13 6 1335495 44 14036 8037 7959
18 19 14 5 1180920 40 12202 7617 7458
18 19 15 4 1468035 38 15174 7267 7196
18 19 16 3 1437407 36 14765 7122 7095
18 19 17 2 1579314 34 12692 6655 6612
18 19 18 1 2426435 33 9682 5760 5717

continuedon next page

380




Table 6.14.continued

| Configuration || Copied]|| Invoc || W.b. Insert| W.b. Add [| R.s.proc ||
20 2 1 1 2149218 142 30260 14794 14767
20 3 1 2 1841768 142 30260 14794 14767
20 3 2 1 1770564 74 17152 10452 10425
20 4 1 3 1732852 142 30260 14794 14767
20 4 2 2 1534535 72 20434 10207 10180
20 4 3 1 1600108 49 16149 8357 8330
20 5 1 4 1744298 142 30260 14794 14767
20 5 2 3 1433614 71 17512 9962 9864
20 5 3 2 1255636 48 13795 7832 7805
20 5 4 1 1208917 36 12336 6189 6025
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Table 6.15.Costsof block 2GYF for Toba

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. insert| W.b. add || R.s.proc
16 22 1 21| 12591818| 2403 84765 82857 82856
16 22 2 20 || 11116641| 1218 52894 51031 51029
16 22 3 19 || 10960736| 813 38693 36930 36924
16 22 5 17 || 11093420| 489 22824 20983 20977
16 22 6 16 || 12005563| 410 23686 21864 21855
16 22 7 15 || 11443916|| 353 18766 16901 16894
16 22 9 13 || 12375984| 278 19643 17699 17698
16 22 10 12| 13704951| 254 13923 12045 12032
16 22 11 11 || 15039560( 233 13125 11207 11197
16 22 13 9 || 17733236|| 207 11234 9281 9274
16 22 14 8 || 19109783| 197 8936 7052 7048
16 22 15 7 || 20250622| 191 13478 11508 11504
16 22 16 6 || 20712410|| 185 7561 5656 5653
16 22 18 4 || 22789072|| 178 9251 7320 7317
16 22 19 3 || 23199960|| 178 10547 8637 8624
16 22 20 2 || 23689464| 180 12352 10444 10433
16 27 1 26| 11340734 2403 84765 82857 82856
16 27 2 25 9738692|| 1213 52521 50756 50754
16 27 4 23 8670448 608 31075 29314 29313
16 27 6 21 8282062|| 405 16000 14204 14202
16 27 7 20 7955917 347 21828 19985 19979
16 27 9 18 8175976 270 12257 10391 10380
16 27 11 16 8601306 222 12580 10687 10683
16 27 12 15 8354492 204 8229 6304 6294
16 27 14 13 9035349 177 7155 5240 5231
16 27 15 12 9575017 165 11475 9516 9509
16 27 17 10| 10674668| 149 9900 7944 7938
16 27 18 9 || 11919193| 144 12640 10689 10688
16 27 20 7 || 13105182| 134 10718 8767 8756
16 27 22 5 || 14364131| 129 8743 6761 6759
16 27 23 4 || 15154400|| 127 9660 7705 7694
16 27 24 3 || 16033469| 128 11758 9807 9805
16 33 1 32| 10564261| 2403 84765 82857 82856
16 33 3 30 9028210 807 40955 39165 39163
16 33 5 28 8156104| 484 22948 21088 21081
16 33 7 26 7198084|| 346 18376 16571 16564
16 33 9 24 7049347 269 17206 15315 15306
16 33 11 22 6959029 221 14161 12317 12311
16 33 13 20 6394643 187 10545 8642 8640
16 33 15 18 6378196 162 11904 9847 9838
16 33 17 16 7149388 143 8680 6715 6707
16 33 19 14 7131125 129 8304 6348 6344
16 33 21 12 8107715 117 9343 7381 7365
16 33 22 11 7751164 113 5162 3199 3189
16 33 24 9 8671491 105 9494 7524 7512
16 33 26 7 9642086 100 9077 7112 7105
16 33 28 5 || 10675585 97 7554 5590 5586
16 33 29 4 || 11675117 96 6032 4030 4026
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 33 30 3 || 11878209 96 5096 3140 3136
16 33 31 2 || 11708491 96 5699 3737 3660
16 40 1 39| 10432554 2403 84765 82857 82856
16 40 4 36 7559615 604 30687 28889 28887
16 40 6 34 6984337|| 403 22989 21241 21240
16 40 8 32 6949810 302 17666 15849 15840
16 40 11 29 6959041 221 15441 13595 13589
16 40 13 27 6501847 186 13414 11466 11462
16 40 16 24 5935176 151 6886 4990 4986
16 40 18 22 5919640 135 15694 13748 13747
16 40 20 20 5765725 121 11005 9037 9009
16 40 23 17 5685343 106 6305 4327 4318
16 40 25 15 5799969 98 7608 5646 5636
16 40 27 13 6444446 91 8725 6721 6717
16 40 30 10 6493485 83 7241 5241 5228
16 40 32 8 7236589 79 5177 3231 3154
16 40 34 6 7213034 76 6507 4546 4540
16 40 36 4 8458649 74 5860 3884 3880
16 40 37 3 8586463 74 5044 3052 2975
16 40 38 2 8609610 74 4895 2910 2833
16 48 1 47 9781248|| 2403 84765 82857 82856
16 48 4 44 7494067 603 27394 25681 25675
16 48 7 4 6537490 344 14724 12877 12867
16 48 10 38 6175641 241 16706 14780 14767
16 48 13 35 5750707 185 13007 11076 10999
16 48 16 32 5570895 151 9764 7842 7835
16 48 19 29 5655561 127 8151 6211 6207
16 48 22 26 5414857 110 7225 5205 5194
16 48 24 24 5105442 101 7644 5660 5657
16 48 27 21 5149220 90 6613 4631 4627
16 48 30 18 4733472 81 9013 7033 7024
16 48 33 15 5189342 74 4071 2092 2082
16 48 36 12 5387710 68 6844 4847 4834
16 48 38 10 5227761 65 5964 3974 3961
16 48 41 7 6057491 61 4382 2402 2394
16 48 43 5 6225060 60 4168 2173 2166
16 48 44 4 6661744 59 5098 3095 3076
16 48 45 3 6712723 59 4663 2674 2659
16 48 46 2 6836726 59 3909 1921 1902
16 59 2 57 8493361|| 1206 51896 50043 50042
16 59 5 54 7252753|| 482 19739 18013 18006
16 59 9 50 6069469 268 17780 15895 15889
16 59 12 47 5965181 201 12681 10779 10772
16 59 16 43 5497062 151 11574 9686 9680
16 59 19 40 5140408 127 8123 6173 6167
16 59 23 36 4657626 104 9120 7175 7166
16 59 27 32 4552709 89 7107 5144 5136
16 59 30 29 4490860 80 10620 8629 8620
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 59 34 25 4261642 71 4628 2640 2625
16 59 37 22 4384321 65 6613 4625 4606
16 59 40 19 4555863 60 5078 3110 3102
16 59 44 15 4223257 55 4810 2834 2812
16 59 47 12 4443330 52 3943 1936 1932
16 59 50 9 4449340 49 4127 2161 2143
16 59 52 7 4644286 48 5661 3647 3639
16 59 54 5 4820466 47 7077 5098 5087
16 59 55 4 5183566 46 4223 2239 2231
16 59 56 3 5565407 47 3330 1364 1363
16 59 57 2 5361499 46 3953 1968 1959
16 71 2 69 8321666|| 1205 52031 50199 50198
16 71 6 65 6581044| 401 22261 20442 20436
16 71 11 60 5715827 219 12724 10822 10816
16 71 15 56 5030439 160 8188 6249 6246
16 71 19 52 4636679 127 5599 3698 3696
16 71 23 48 4715487 104 12675 10737 10667
16 71 28 43 4518681 86 13611 11654 11644
16 71 32 39 4303274 75 9619 7641 7634
16 71 36 35 3961441 67 7770 5790 5782
16 71 40 31 3866383 60 8603 6606 6599
16 71 45 26 4030186 54 6916 4898 4891
16 71 48 23 3527695 50 3762 1775 1743
16 71 53 18 3677191 46 12256 10278 10201
16 71 57 14 3484212 42 3855 1884 1829
16 71 60 11 3753255 40 5338 3377 3344
16 71 63 8 3728420 39 3236 1259 1245
16 71 65 6 3804178 38 3608 1659 1592
16 71 67 4 4002838 37 5144 3165 3098
16 71 68 3 4078398 37 5542 3539 3472
16 87 3 84 7601796 802 32741 31072 31066
16 87 8 79 5905616 300 21196 19360 19349
16 87 13 74 5164095 185 14423 12515 12506
16 87 18 69 4861538 134 6553 4580 4579
16 87 23 64 4490055 104 8656 6727 6657
16 87 29 58 4311287 83 7407 5451 5441
16 87 34 53 4048794 71 7875 5885 5883
16 87 39 48 3896050 61 6980 4997 4983
16 87 44 43 3647852 54 4649 2673 2646
16 87 50 37 3586602 48 7705 5719 5704
16 87 55 32 3354195 44 5254 3243 3236
16 87 59 28 3195691 41 4562 2580 2578
16 87 64 23 3099474 38 6441 4460 4459
16 87 70 17 2824376 34 5383 3394 3361
16 87 74 13 3098261 32 6192 4226 4168
16 87 77 10 3199763 31 3879 1904 1844
16 87 80 7 2653134 30 3252 1289 1101
16 87 82 5 3259716 30 4265 2300 2273
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
16 87 83 4 3433080 30 8004 6040 6027
16 87 84 3 3462159 30 7215 5246 5176
16 106 3 103 7486683 802 36104 34255 34253
16 106 10 96 5474652 240 12390 10496 10483
16 106 16 90 4681580 150 10516 8571 8558
16 106 22 84 4522876 109 4773 2843 2830
16 106 29 77 4108770 83 5859 3894 3884
16 106 35 71 3988817 68 5116 3122 3114
16 106 41 65 3840313 59 7363 5373 5372
16 106 48 58 3518283 50 4034 2056 2052
16 106 54 52 3239133 44 4360 2370 2307
16 106 60 46 3064149 40 5147 3136 3124
16 106 67 39 3063955 36 5219 3240 3236
16 106 72 34 2427058 33 3894 1897 1868
16 106 78 28 2911797 31 3394 1435 1433
16 106 85 21 2766662 28 3532 1552 1507
16 106 90 16 2555843 27 6111 4120 4109
16 106 94 12 2662781 26 3060 1096 1090
16 106 98 8 2242414 24 2941 983 896
16 106 100 6 2536890 24 4437 2465 2405
16 106 101 5 2607726 24 5781 3797 3764
16 106 102 4 2990573 24 3689 1707 1675
18 6 1 5 8785525 595 25811 24063 24061
18 6 2 4 || 11367580|| 318 14194 12402 12400
18 6 3 3 || 13779210|| 222 12634 10725 10723
18 6 4 2 || 18418008| 183 9538 7564 7558
18 6 5 1 || 22253449| 174 12444 10549 10543
18 7 1 6 8362063 595 25811 24063 24061
18 7 2 5 8014919 309 16231 14419 14417
18 7 3 4 8441619 208 15082 13181 13172
18 7 4 3 || 10108059| 161 8959 7065 7061
18 7 5 2 || 13141873| 138 11645 9686 9677
18 7 6 1|l 16152005| 132 6675 4735 4726
18 9 1 8 8003237 595 25811 24063 24061
18 9 2 7 7165137 305 15189 13311 13309
18 9 3 6 6765654|| 203 11410 9474 9470
18 9 4 5 6496695 153 8762 6811 6802
18 9 5 4 6974175 124 6820 4861 4859
18 9 6 3 6966905 104 9226 7233 7218
18 9 7 2 8488453 93 5630 3684 3673
18 9 8 1|l 10660231 90 8639 6663 6648
18 10 1 9 7791229 595 25811 24063 24061
18 10 2 8 7023681 304 12618 10809 10807
18 10 3 7 6711466 203 9147 7263 7261
18 10 4 6 6009993 152 13521 11589 11580
18 10 5 5 5809424 122 11904 9940 9931
18 10 6 4 5972714 102 6813 4834 4828
18 10 7 3 6487686 89 6147 4181 4166
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
18 10 8 2 7063723 80 5235 3263 3259
18 10 9 1 9183237 78 5572 3583 3568
18 12 1 11 7335812 595 25811 24063 24061
18 12 2 10 6504339 302 15221 13396 13394
18 12 3 9 6234046 201 9713 7808 7804
18 12 4 8 5638418 151 7403 5475 5466
18 12 5 7 5254524 121 5352 3425 3423
18 12 6 6 5629985 101 6541 4558 4552
18 12 7 5 5212972 87 8797 6796 6794
18 12 8 4 5259212 76 7752 5804 5795
18 12 9 3 5178472 69 7888 5868 5866
18 12 10 2 5899102 64 4857 2846 2844
18 12 11 1 7172210 62 10408 8430 8428
18 15 1 14 7062422 595 25811 24063 24061
18 15 2 13 6327451 301 13313 11456 11454
18 15 3 12 5585677 200 8876 6933 6924
18 15 4 11 5106319 150 8033 6098 6089
18 15 5 10 4533484 120 7918 5965 5956
18 15 6 9 4952296 100 8889 6907 6901
18 15 7 8 4641514 86 5316 3370 3361
18 15 8 7 4341541 75 6280 4279 4273
18 15 9 6 4157497 67 5486 3495 3489
18 15 10 5 4087995 60 4826 2844 2821
18 15 11 4 4298552 55 4197 2221 2206
18 15 12 3 4599576 51 3880 1899 1876
18 15 13 2 4244387 48 4220 2250 2244
18 15 14 1 5396474 47 7631 5643 5639
18 18 1 17 7057831 595 25811 24063 24061
18 18 2 16 5996465 300 14665 12802 12800
18 18 3 15 5543018 200 13017 11102 11100
18 18 4 14 4987962 150 9130 7173 7171
18 18 5 13 4559158 120 6668 4717 4715
18 18 6 12 4487482 100 11268 9299 9297
18 18 7 11 4359409 85 7118 5131 5122
18 18 8 10 4271401 75 5209 3229 3225
18 18 9 9 4046367 67 4940 2942 2940
18 18 10 8 3848551 60 5901 3907 3903
18 18 11 7 3771743 55 4282 2283 2281
18 18 12 6 3767137 50 4285 2313 2304
18 18 13 5 3747181 46 3605 1630 1612
18 18 14 4 3693446 43 3588 1621 1610
18 18 15 3 3709924 41 6677 4707 4698
18 18 16 2 3625418 38 2983 1026 994
18 18 17 1 4230538 37 4930 2917 2875
18 22 1 21 6815179 595 25811 24063 24061
18 22 2 20 5829377 299 17519 15647 15638
18 22 3 19 5299992 199 15791 13856 13852
18 22 5 17 4616395 119 6684 4761 4746
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
18 22 6 16 4413488 100 7964 6021 6019
18 22 7 15 4283250 85 7128 5138 5123
18 22 9 13 4037535 66 6405 4426 4417
18 22 10 12 3870386 60 5218 3248 3246
18 22 11 11 3743816 54 5668 3649 3640
18 22 13 9 3407540 46 4013 2041 2037
18 22 14 8 3323226 42 5476 3486 3454
18 22 15 7 3099585 40 3600 1628 1624
18 22 16 6 3173735 37 4453 2470 2433
18 22 18 4 2998176 33 2952 982 945
18 22 19 3 2860781 32 4048 2088 2079
18 22 20 2 2966343 30 5775 3823 3777
18 22 21 1 3445157 30 5878 3906 3891
18 27 1 26 6737603 595 25811 24063 24061
18 27 2 25 5998228 299 19823 17991 17989
18 27 4 23 4846012 149 9242 7342 7338
18 27 6 21 4431588 99 7309 5342 5327
18 27 7 20 4084153 85 4811 2832 2826
18 27 9 18 3894656 66 4177 2198 2183
18 27 11 16 3709213 54 4640 2643 2628
18 27 12 15 3487484 49 4503 2510 2481
18 27 14 13 3262968 42 4274 2290 2258
18 27 15 12 2843891 40 4229 2242 2240
18 27 17 10 2912449 35 5951 3982 3971
18 27 18 9 2953653 33 4490 2512 2503
18 27 20 7 2694418 30 4957 2994 2985
18 27 22 5 2615701 27 3955 1976 1958
18 27 23 4 2112657 26 2966 1014 1005
18 27 24 3 2513627 25 2989 1011 988
18 27 25 2 2641062 24 3548 1584 1542
18 27 26 1 2780389 24 3401 1444 1438
20 2 1 1 7144539 148 9442 7539 7527
20 3 1 2 5336057 148 9442 7539 7527
20 3 2 1 5489077 83 4418 2477 2465
20 4 1 3 5138698 148 9442 7539 7527
20 4 2 2 4123868 77 8482 6526 6519
20 4 3 1 4451954 54 7233 5257 5245
20 5 1 4 5029654 148 9442 7539 7527
20 5 2 3 3975144 76 7546 5578 5566
20 5 3 2 3641446 51 3520 1549 1542
20 5 4 1 3583989 39 6719 4756 4715
20 6 1 5 4984286 148 9442 7539 7527
20 6 2 4 4042792 75 4698 2744 2737
20 6 3 3 3592622 50 4367 2394 2370
20 6 4 2 2977875 38 6879 4892 4880
20 6 5 1 2515719 31 3528 1584 1577
20 7 1 6 4880934 148 9442 7539 7527
20 7 2 5 3914284 75 4714 2747 2735
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Table 6.15.continued

Configuration Copied || Invoc || W.b. Insert | W.b. Add || R.s.proc
20 7 3 4 3401516 50 4261 2283 2276
20 7 4 3 3094451 37 3748 1778 1737
20 7 5 2 2650357 30 6596 4645 4621
20 7 6 1 2290351 25 2963 997 923
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Figure 6.1. Copying andpointercosttradeof: Interactive-AllCallsOn.
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Figure 6.3. Copying andpointercosttradeof: StandardNoninteractive.
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391



Break-even ratio

Break-even ratio

10- T T T T T T T

0.1
10000 20000 30000 40000 50000 60000 70000 80000

Heap size (words)
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Figure 6.7. Copying andpointercosttradeof: Swim.
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200000

15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000 45000 50000 55000 60000 65000

Heap size (words)

Figure 6.9. Copying andpointercosttradeof: Tree-Replace-Binary.
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Figure 6.17.Pointerstoreheapposition: Lambda-Fact6.
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Figure 6.18. Pointerstoreheapposition: Swim.
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Figure 6.19.Pointerstoreheapposition: Tomcatv.
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Figure 6.20.Pointerstoreheapposition: Tree-Replace-Binary.
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405



40000 JavaBYTEmark —— |
35000

30000 [
25000 [

20000

Histogram

15000 -
10000 -

5000 [

e

0 . . . . . . .
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
Source position

(a) Distribution of pointersourcepositions

50000 [

JavaBYTEmark — 1

40000 [

30000

Histogram

20000

10000 -

L L L L L L L L

0 .
0 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000 40000
Target position

(b) Distribution of pointertargetpositions
1 T T T

JavaBYTEmark —
09 4

0.8 r

0.7

0.6

05

04 r

Cumulative probability

03 r
0.2 -

0.1

0 1 1 1 1
-20 -15 10 15

Ioé%c()abs(dis-tgnce)) * ggn(distagce)
(c) Distribution of pointerdistances
Figure 6.23.Pointerstoreheapposition: JavaBYTEmark.

406



T
M Bloat-Bloat —
4e+06 1

3.5e+06
3e+06
2.5e+06

2e+06

Histogram

1.5e+06

1e+06

500000 [

0 . . . . . . .
0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 120000 140000
Source position

(a) Distribution of pointersourcepositions

Bloat-Bloat —
3.5e+06 - 1
3e+06
2.5e+06 -

2e+06

Histogram

1.5e+06

1e+06

500000 [

Hl==S n .

0 . . . .
0 20000 40000 60000 80000 100000 120000 140000
Target position

(b) Distribution of pointertargetpositions
1 T T T T 7

Bloat-Blpat —
0.8
=
=
Q 0.6 |
[
o
[}
2
g 04 |
£
=1
O
0.2
0 . . . . .
-20 -15 15 20

-10 -5 0 5 10

log2(abs(distance)) * sgn(distance)
(c) Distribution of pointerdistances
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Figure 6.29.DOF pointerpositiondistributions: Lambda-Fact5.
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Figure 6.30.DOF pointerpositiondistributions: Bloat-Bloat.
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Figure 6.33.Relative invocationcounts:Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 931.
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Figure 6.34.Relatve invocationcounts:interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 1135.

Interactive-AllCallsOn

8 ; ; , ‘
FC-TOF ——
7 | FC-TYF ——
| FC-DOF -=
6L A FC-DYF -
9 FC-ROF -+--
5
2
g N
4+
hm
3t -
2 L
.
1+ BT
0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Fraction collected g (of total heap size 1384)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

Interactive-AllCallsOn

+

2GYF ——
3GYF + 4

0.2 0.4 0.6

0.8 1

Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 1384)

(b) GYF schemes
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Figure 6.36. Relative invocationcounts:Interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 1687.
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Figure 6.37.Relatve invocationcounts:interactive-AllCallsOn, V = 2057.
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Figure 6.38.Relative invocationcounts:Interactive-TextEditing, V = 1338.
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Figure 6.39.Relativeinvocationcounts:Interactive-TextEditing, V = 1631.
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Figure 6.42. Relative invocationcounts:Interactive-TextEditing, V = 2955.
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Figure 6.44.Relative invocationcounts:StandardNoninteractive, V = 1723.
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Figure 6.45.Relatve invocationcounts:StandardNoninteractive, V = 2101.
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Figure 6.47.Relatveinvocationcounts:StandardNonlinteractive, V = 3122.
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Figure 6.50.Relatveinvocationcounts:StandardNonlinteractive, V = 5655.
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Figure 6.52.Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 113397.

S
- BE.
Se.g

HeapSim
| FC-TOF —~—
' FC-TYF -
| FC-DOF -~ 1
Y FC-DYF -
FC-ROF -s--
N
g X\
o % A, ]
o A
T

Relative number of collections

0.2 0

0.8

4 . .
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 138231)

(a) FC schemes

12

10

HeapSim

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 138231)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.53.Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 138231.
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Figure 6.54.Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 168503.

HeapSim

A FC-TOF ——

FC-TYF ——
FC-DOF -a--
FC-DYF -

FC-ROF -+--

“Ba..

Ba... - e
Bo-ag '”“"'mm

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 205405)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

12

10

HeapSim

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 205405)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.55. Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 205405.
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Figure 6.56.Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 250387.

425




Relative number of collections

Relative number of collections

HeapSim

12

10

FC-TOF —~—
FC-TYF -
FC-DOF o
FC-DYF -

FC-ROF -+--

12

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 305221)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

12

10

HeapSim

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 305221)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.57.Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 305221.
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Figure 6.58. Relatveinvocationcounts:HeapSim, V = 372063.
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Figure 6.60.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact5, V = 9354.
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Lambda-Fact5

FC-TOF ——

FC-TYF -

FC-DOF -

0.2 0.4 0.6

0.8

Fraction collected g (of total heap size 13899)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

Lambda-Fact5

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 13899)

(b) GYF schemes
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Figure 6.66.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 16669.
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Figure 6.67.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 20320.
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Figure 6.68. Relatve invocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 24770.
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Figure 6.69.Relatve invocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 30194.
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Figure 6.70.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 36807.
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Figure 6.71.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 44868.
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Figure 6.72.Relatve invocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 54693.
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Figure 6.73.Relatveinvocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6,V = 66671.
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Figure 6.74.Relatve invocationcounts:Lambda-Fact6, V = 81272.

433



Relative number of collections

Relative number of collections

12

Swim

10 -

FC-TOF ——
FC-TYF -
FC-DOF o
FC-DYF

FC-ROF -+--

0.2 0.4 .6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 21383)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

12

10

Swim

2GYF ——

3GYF

+

0.2 0.4 . 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 21383)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.75.Relatveinvocationcounts:Swim, V = 21383.
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Figure 6.76.Relatveinvocationcounts:Swim, V = 26066.
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Figure 6.77.Relatve invocationcounts:Swim, V = 31774.
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Figure 6.78.Relatve invocationcounts:Swim, V = 38733.
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Figure 6.79.Relatveinvocationcounts:Swim, V = 47215.
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Figure 6.80.Relatve invocationcounts:Swim, V = 57555.
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Figure 6.81.Relatve invocationcounts:Swim, V = 70160.
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Figure 6.82.Relatveinvocationcounts:Swim, V = 85524.

436




Relative number of collections

12

10

Swim

Y
3ol FC-TOF ——
T4 FC-TYF ——
& |4 FC-DOF -a--
Lol FC-DYF -

i FC-ROF -+--

Relative number of collections

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 104254)

(a) FC schemes

12

10

Swim

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 104254)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.83.Relatveinvocationcounts:Swim, V = 104254.
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Figure 6.84.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tomcatv, V = 37292.

Tomcatv

12

10 -

FC-TOF ——
FC-TYF -
FC-DOF - 1
FC-DYF

FC-ROF -+--

N P SR
[ - BTN i
R

0.2 0.4 .
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 45459)
(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

0.8 1

12

10

Tomcatv
2GYF ——
¥ 3GYF +
R
E3
A
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 45459)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.85.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tomcatv, V = 45459.
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Figure 6.88.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tomcatv, V = 82343.
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Figure 6.91.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tomcatv, V = 149154.
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Figure 6.92.Relatve invocationcounts:Tomcatv, V = 181818.
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Figure 6.93.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 11926.
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Figure 6.94.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 14538.
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Figure 6.95. Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 17722.
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Figure 6.96.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 21603.
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Figure 6.97.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Binary, V = 26334.
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Figure 6.99.Relatveinvocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 19486.
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Figure 6.100.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 23754,
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Figure 6.101.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 28956.
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Figure 6.102.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 35297.
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Figure 6.103.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 43027.
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Figure 6.104.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 52450.
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Figure 6.105.Relatve invocationcounts:Tree-Replace-Random, V = 63936.
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Figure 6.106.Relatve invocationcounts:Richards, V = 1826.
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Figure 6.107.Relatve invocationcounts:Richards, V = 2225.
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Figure 6.108.Relatveinvocationcounts:Richards, V = 2713.
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Figure 6.109.Relatve invocationcounts:Richards, V = 3307.
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Figure 6.110.Relatve invocationcounts:Richards, V = 4032.
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Figure 6.111.Relatveinvocationcounts:Richards, V = 4914.
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Figure 6.112.Relatveinvocationcounts:Richards, V = 5991.
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Figure 6.113.Relatve invocationcounts:Richards, V = 7303.
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Figure 6.114.Relatveinvocationcounts:Richards, V = 8902.

450



Relative number of collections

Relative number of collections

JavaBYTEmark

FC-TOF ——

H FC-TYF -
FC-DOF o
FC-DYF
FC-ROF -+--

0.2 0.4 .6 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 72807)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

JavaBYTEmark

2GYF ——

3GYF

+

0.2 0.4 . 0.8
Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 72807)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.115.Relatve invocationcounts:JavaBYTEmark, V = 72807.

JavaBYTEmark

FC-TOF ——

8 FC-TYF
FC-DOF -o--

5 FC-DYF -x

; FC-ROF -a--

0.2 0.4 . 0.8
Fraction collected g (of total heap size 88752)

(a) FC schemes

Relative number of collections

Nursery size (fraction of total heap size 88752)

(b) GYF schemes

Figure 6.116.Relatve invocationcounts:JavaBYTEmark, V = 88752.
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Figure 6.117.Relatve invocationcounts:JavaBYTEmark, V = 108188.
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Figure 6.118.Relatve invocationcounts:JavaBYTEmark, V = 131881.
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Figure 6.119.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 246766.
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Figure 6.120.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 300808.
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Figure 6.121.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 366682.
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Figure 6.122.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 446984.
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Figure 6.123.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 544872.
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Figure 6.124.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 664195.
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Figure 6.125.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 809650.
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Figure 6.126.Relatve invocationcounts:Bloat-Bloat, V = 986959.
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Figure 6.127.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 353843.
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Figure 6.128.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 431335.
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Figure 6.129.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 525794.
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Figure 6.130.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 640941.
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Figure 6.131.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 781303.
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Figure 6.132.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 952404.
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Figure 6.133.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 1160976.
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Figure 6.134.Relatve invocationcounts:Toba, V = 1415223.
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CHAPTER 7

CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this study we have exploreda heretoforeneglectedalternatve to generationagjarbage
collectionand found it to be competitve with generationahlgorithms,andin mary cases
superiorto them.We introduceda simplenew algorithm,calleddeferredlderfirst, within the
classificationof age-basealgorithms. We describedan efficient implementatiorof the new
algorithm,its heaporganization copying mechanismsandpointermaintenancenechanisms
(Chapter3). We demonstratedn a comparatre trace-basedimulationstudy that the new
algorithm achieves a significantly lower copying costthan generationatollectionon mary
programssometimesasmuchas 11 timeslower (Chapter5). We shaved that, eventhough
the pointerkmaintenanceostof the new algorithmis usuallyhigherthanthat of generational
collection thetotal costis nevertheles¢oweronmary programssometimessmuchas4 times
(Chapter6). Theseresultswereunexpectedn light of the prior understandingf generational
collectorperformancewhich suggestedhat collectingamongthe youngesdataachievesthe
bestperformance.

Usingprofiling of anage-orderetheap ourinvestigatiorprovidesinsightinto the copying
performanceof the new algorithm,andshavs how it genuinelyconcentrategffort on those
objectages,neitherthe youngesinor the oldestin the heap,which resultin the lowestcopy-
ing cost. Our new algorithmis very simple,and non-adaptie, yet its performanceas good.
While muchwork hasbeendevotedto the designof adaptve generationablgorithms,adap-
tive versionsof our alternatve, or indeed,other alternatves,are unexplored, but, according
to our results promising. Thusthe field of garbagecollection,evenin the simplestsettingof

stop-and-cop uniprocessoalgorithms,is reopenedor study

460



In our examinationof the pointermaintenancetructuredo supportthe demandf nev
algorithmswe foundthatpreceptgor thedesignof pointermaintenancéom existing studies
of generationatollectiondo not carry overto alternatve algorithms(for instancethe number
of duplicaterememberedetinsertionsis muchgreaterin generationatollection),andthus
pointermaintenanceesignis alsoopenfor furtherstudy Furthermoretheinvestigatiorof the
positionaldistribution of pointersdispellsthe oft-cited notion that youngerto-older pointers
dominateevenin object-orientedanguages.

This work hasexposedthe factsaboutthe performancef copying garbagecollectional-
gorithms, the factorsaffecting it, andthe limits of its possibleimprovement. However, the
settingsin which the experimentalresultswere obtainedwere necessariljlimited, and other
settingsremainto beexplored.

We usedtrace-basedimulation,albeitin conjunctionwith a prototypeimplementation
of the collectors. However, tracesdo not capturestackprocessingcostsnor the interactions
betweenthe collectorand the mutator A desirablefollow-up studyis to integratethe sev-
eral collectorswe describedwith a running mutatorsystem,suchasa Java virtual machine.
This integrationwill permitthe verificationof the designwe outlinedfor implementationthe
validationof the costmodelswe assumedChapter3), the measurementf memorylocality
effects,andthefinal verdictin theform of absoluteiming of differentalgorithms.

In this study we escheved analyticalmodelling of garbagecollection costs. Modelling
the actionsof a collector presupposethe availability of analyticalmodelsfor the behaior
of the mutator Whereassomemodelshave beenattemptedor objectlifetimes, with unclear
utility, modelsfor pointerstructureareentirelyunexplored. Thesucces®f the deferredolder
first collectorasan approximationof the ideal queuecollector (Chapterl), the heapprofiles
(Chaptelb), andthe pointerdistributions(Chapter6) indicatea high degreeof spatio-temporal
correlationof objectlifetimes and of pointer structure,suggestinghat first-order statistical

modelswill beinadequate.
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Ourinvestigatiorfocusedon theapplicationof collectorsto the entireheap,from themost
recentlyallocatedobjectsto the oldestones. As we discoveredin the study of demiseposi-
tionsaswell asof pointerdirections,andentirelyin accordancevith intuitive expectationsan
adwantageis possiblein large andlong-runningsystemsf ana priori divisionis imposedon
theheap,n whichthemostrecentlyallocateddataaremanagedeparatelyo lowerthepointer
maintenanceverheador storesinto new objects,the oldestdataareidentifiedaspermanent
(by programmemdeclarationor adaptvely) to excludethemfrom consideratiorentirely, and
the middle portion, representingin active maturespacejs managedy a deferred-oldefirst
algorithm. Indeed this obsenationcanbe seemasthe basisfor definingpolicieson top of the
mechanismsdescribedor the MatureObjectSpaceandits train algorithm[HudsonandMoss,
1992;SeligmanmndGrarup,1995].

The evaluationof differentalgorithmsappliedto a maturespacecould, in principle, pro-
ceedasin this study Thetraceof maturespaceobjectscanbe obtainedeitherasthesequence
of objectspromotedout of a concreteyoungerspacecollector or, moreabstractlyasthe sub-
sequencef objectswith lifetimes above a fixed thresholdextractedfrom a full sequencef
allocatedobjects. Sincethe volumeof objectspresentedo the maturespacecollectoris, by
design,muchsmallerthanthe total volumeof allocation,then,in orderfor the maturespace
collectorto beexercisedsufiiciently (Sectiord.2.2.2)thetotal allocationmustbe considerably
larger. We believe thatit will prove infeasibleto obtainaccuratdracesasfor this study and

thatdirectimplementatiorandmeasurememnwill beespeciallyneededor the maturespace.
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