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Abstract: Path profiling, an important technique in dynamic program analysis, which collects the execution times
of different paths, has been widely used in a variety of areas. However, existing intra-procedural profiling
techniques have inadequate abilities in loops, i.e., they can only either solve profiling acyclic paths, or limit loop
iterations to a certain number first, and then profile paths under such a limitation. This paper presents a new
profiling technique called PAP (profiling all paths), which can profile finite-length paths inside a procedural. PAP
consists of two basic phases: one is the probe instrumentation which assigns a unique pathid for each path, and the
other is backwalk which uses the pathids to determine the corresponding executed paths. Furthermore, breakpoints
are introduced to store the probe value which may overflow during long executions, and the probe amount is
reduced base on the integration of PAP with an existing profiling technique. Besides, this paper also discusses how
to use PAP to profile executed sequences on the method level. As shown in the results of the case study and
experiments, PAP is effective and efficient in profiling cyclic paths.
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12 HT (path profiling) & — 10 2 22 () 3 A 73 T 8 AR, Fl 3R IURE 7 — R AIBAT 45 4% BE AR I AT VR B A
TN . FRIF IS0 AR DR 2 A 47 452 S AN D T A 5 T2 (10 1 P M. B 4 3 R R A S Ao R
D[ T HE SRR IR I 45 4% B A2 I AT TR B, — e v LLay hy 3N D T8 (L) 4 (probe) 3 i (1 152 5 A SL48 AR AR A5 1
Wi%e;(2) AR P PAT IR Ik Bt op T SR AR AR (TR T WS SEAH 515 R (3) MR i i 45 4 A (MY 8 12 K iy 1)
PRET ) FIAH A5 BRI 4% 1 478 S JLHAT I3

N T BRI AR BT 4 A R BIE S Sk M 1 ) A 4 SR v O 0 A T s L0, e ) A T LA AR
ARG 10 K6 9 5 T8 A5 3 7 AT K A F T RE B A B (E 2 8 20 R AR (S 0 529600 (BT BTG ¥ M 32 FY
F AT 3R

Ball 55 A\ &% AN 75 (71321 (backedge) I % 45, 45 H T 1 % 9 5048 52 5 By 7 7% EPP(efficient path profiling), B
BN TR LA B B A B AT BT, 1% 28 I AN R EAEL A 2 AS [ 6 i 4 O b I SR [9, 121415 T 13 1
T 43 A R B A% 00 757 SR BS03E 179 V2 IR A0 3R (R R AR /B 25 1 AR 10 5 A2 ) Tl .

BEXTREFR L R ER 0 B 4, Tallam 55 A48 HH 77 560 B 4 R A4 9 0k LA 9 AT 16 B A TEAT U ABL 0 AT 19 D7 %,
ST v PR 5% 25 7E—4%~+8% 2 ]S Roy 45 A\ U 7ZE M FE Rl 4% T — o (175 12 (profiling k-iteration paths, i f
KIPP), fit % v Aff o 50T A6 6 PR A K RBIAT A0 B 4% ABLE IX B 7 VR AN REI AT AN AB 1L 60 000 % H HOih & i 42, %

K PR R /N 7 T 52 R T R AR ERY, oy 0 2 B A 10 5 D B K 2 s e o 12 vl A AR B A B % (R A
TR R B 22 1) 42

4613 B (control flow graph, & Fk CFG), A SCi 8 i CFG X BR T~ N H L O CFG, M A BT M 1 F
H T se 3 i 12, SLA 30 CRG my LU I3 Inge — N VRIS 1 U864k o B N 11 CFG.CFG & — A
£ 15 B G=(N,E entry,exit), /41N 23 S4E. E L. entry F exit 20 5 0 B2 5 N EURIH 175 25.CFG iR
I (0 32 R A5 U 7 26 T A TR IR B 452 % T CFG RN I 4T 502 0 A5 A1 A3 N 1% A7 A6 N30, 1T LA 64 p5 A7 4
Z 4 NI (BTG IR N F5 2D AR AR TN, 2 CFG BN s B A 2/ NIL B, Dy X S8 10 i B R AT 4
T vk 5 AR &5 A 1 75 SARUEAS RN T R AN ) AR AR A e 3504 B 4R AT 2 08 HEAT B0, R B3R I8 55
[958 38 S IX 43 R — 15 S AS TR N2, DA T SR A5 PAAT 0 1% S T I oW 888 AR SCHE Y T — Fofofi 11 SR AR o 4 B A2 S5 AT
J77% PAP(profiling of all paths).PAP 77 v3 izt X 43 [F] — N 5 s AN [R) N 320, R FH AN [R) N 32 X AS [ 6 420, 7] LA
255 ) B, AR R AT 2 IRARAT 1 I A7 A B A A AT AR (R AT BRI S AW K ik FRATTE ek T
W7 AL ISR g e P i (R PR T ¥ HS ) L, £Sf S T I PR AS 52 R AR B ) BR A1

VLR W A0 T AS 2 A 18 A 1 B AR B PAP 7 A T (MR T 10 4 H g %2 T+ EPP 7 v I MR & 10 % H 1
AR I 2 R P B X O ) R, AN ST x4 G B P R T R 2 TR ER T M EPP 5 VEREAT RS ¥ PAP
EPP AHZ: 5, 0d /> T HREF B H B8 &1 T PAT I RCR.

FERK AT ML FE oA I TR 5 R ) A A4 R (0 SCRR [17-22] P B 7 1K) (B 9 B AT 9T 4, AR 2 Sk
B U1 VR AR e A AT vk FE SRR B 25 2 IR (R AR AT J 4. B8R H i AR AT g vkl EPPY T AR 48 445 il it )
AT B AR5 BT LSRR ¥ 23 ORI AT 13 271 422 JUI T A (8 28 BB o 2 o 1) o 220 5 5 Yk T G DR (1
I TR B 43 5 7 VR P R S I 4 T 45 ) AR SC I ik T R P (call graphy) =R s in 1 3R (132 (return
edge), H7EYRE 5 1R F R4l b R PAP 5 ¥R ST D 34 14 5 0 3R 7 VAT e 41, n] L 208 5 vk P 3R 10 i
SR BT B T AE = AR /.

1 PAP A

PAP Jj M MR AT FR U B 1 o B 58 78 AR AT 5B I B AR I R 2 Bl T IR S R B0 IR
T IRT S A% AT 3o SR AT R TOAH I 1) B 4 R A B S ity 2 1 7 BT WL o) DA Ak B AR AT e v L 1 AR O, 5
7t CFG M MATLH T B h 45 G A H EPP Ji ik idb AT FIHT, it 7 202 2 12k, B2k iR PAP J7 v I BREH i e

A2 Bl 0 2 AR ST AR S5 A i o fRT R BT L s R AT R 24 JE 3 F 1€ (reducible acyclic subgraph, @ FR
RAS)X PAP 5 134T 13— 20 iy et
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Fig.1 Framework of PAP
K1 PAP I

1.1 REHERE 5 REZE W

i ORL 7R E AN IR IR N G R P i R A2 80 H — b R B 1R 50 B O vk Mo i 07 AR 5
ST R 5 B AR () — 6 B 9 R KR, 2 5 T T RAT 2 S AR R B R R i 08 3 TR R 4 i 42 T,
TE SO VR B AR A B O AT B R BRAT (R 15 B0 1 BT 18 735 1 5 5 0 A AR TR AT TR B8 1 0 s 2 L 4 PR R 7 28
He A2 (static path) (RI4R &, % S5 7EA2 4T 5¢ B J5 GG A [R] B AR AT 2 1) K 9% 28 BEAT HE I, M1 SRASHH OC B A 1
PAT B 2 iy T BT BT 5 92 R ST 10 A% B A T AT e BT R AT 2 AT LS o
FRAR A P ST BR AR 5 B PR NS BV 5 2R T A 25 FE A A A e IR AT I B A R 380 H 80 L B AR R I A
PR BT 7 1 ke ST AR AT 6 A0 AR R 2 R] 50 I8 56 3R R 0kt 3 PR R e 4 20 B0 DA R TR BT AT [l A SR
PR AR B R LA ] D

EPP S35 HT A PR B A% 1) 5 TR 10400 3 SR P 1) 4 42 A B U7 IR X CFG v (4 4 it i s — A S BB
RIS AT AT T A UM IR 222 I A0 8 12 AR PR A ORI P 98 9 A I 17, 5 % AR A 42 1) v A 3
T AR P I BT S AU 2 03X R g AL g Xl DA R B4 4 3 A 14 350 A v B8 R W) BB A A 1 4% 06 34 B A B 56
A R 1) AR S 20 ok, SR 320 L AL SR 0 R o B 077 XTIV L DX 43 I ok 2 3 B30I A 8 AR 0% T 2 PO AR i A2 1)
BT 7 32 TSR R AT 3 T S I, LA g A 2% (4 T 5 X 0 AR i 1, (LA o T3 o 4 B o A S BT
HRAS R AR A H  HE LUS H B[] $AT OB 2 IS .

ARSCHEH ) PAP J7 V2R T 0 B A2 4 5 )5 30 5 EPP S5 5 AL (B A8 JU IR Al B o5adt 1 4 hod (1 oF B, AN 2 o
Al A Ik T SR 3fe v 5 Ik AR 45 G 1 07 =X, BE 8 DRAIE T A 1) B A 0 I AN [+ 110 G L

75 PAP Jiikrh FRATTH CFG w75 sV 7 41K R R B 4%, 1M 75 CFG o AN [F) 32 11 20 45 WP 5: 350 T AS ) 1) e 42
EHIAT I R, TE 18 A2 X A3 A — A0 R AN RN T8 2 X 43 AN [R] HH i, R R] DU STAR BT 5 BRAR IR0 YOG R
7 RSB 1 (B R ARt O R R AR ) FRA A A X 43 [ — AT SR A RN SR X 4y B A%

k1B T PAP IG5 A DA (addP R /R 7 CFG (B TS fl_ RV IEREHE A, F SR “ri=r*s+i’
ff15 Jgs(i)”) P AL FLIL H H CFG H A 3 BT 22 AN NI 4 i J RS0 1 vp () F 0 7 3R, T U A5 AN ] ) N i
o AN [ (R R AL, B BRAT 56 58 Ji5 AN [ 14 8 A 0 12 A [ FR) e P

B% 1 PAP IREM R ST,

Input: CFG f;

addP(f.entry,“r:=0"); TS INERET R 4 4k

foreach node n in f do

+x EPP 25 7 SR BR B IR 1 £0) 2 “count[r]++7 & A1t S A B8 AL A7 2803 20 oo 24 B A0 L 1 50 L1 PR L S I 4 ot
RAFNE BRI AE PAP A AR SCHE— R EHE 1L 338 A1) “record r” Z7R FEBU &5 L.
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int s=n.fanin(); 175 fn NI EH
if s>1 then
int i=0; I Rt % 5 N AT bR iR
foreach n A\ e do
addP(e,“ri=r*s+i”); /IR INEREE #)
i++;
end
end
addP(eeyir, “record r”); HE % r FOAE

end

I FE P AT S8 AR YRR ET (EREAT I, N CRG 18 0 0 R 15 AR S A — AN 5 A N . (RT3 e R o,
4% AN HEZ SO R (T S 2 b B DR B2 3608 S5 1 3008 R X R 7 TE SR (RN (R aok R b gl e 8
SN RN TAEEAT X 43000 BLJG 18 N TR 0 A 1 [ 25 2 317 28 300, G TR AR R 2 AR BRI 2 R E AR R R, IX 43
J5 10 — B IXRE PAP J7 5 5 6 45 30 BT 45 P4 1 45 R T A ST AT B 45, 50 A, el T RR AT A v SRR [ o A
P S AT R S IR AR MV EEAL T —— X WO R T AR 2 ORAT 1 TR — 4 e A I, R JEAT — ik B

2@)%H T —4 CFG HISBl (g — it WL, CFG 48N T entry A1 exit 45 55,32 1 WIks e 4 %32 BT X B 1
WREHE TSI AF) 514,35 05 B A5 3 4 14 AB,CB 1 GB, 37, GB J& [0l i [Hl 3l Bt v, 45 5 B AL TR &8 A A% 45
H0,1,2 43 AR N2 CB,GB il AB.I&l 2(b)4s 1 T wlv A1 Ak B ARG FR (1) CFG. &l 2 A5 U0 4345 H T 38 4 B AR 6 1,
FIRET .

fEE r

@
ACBEGH
ACFG
ACBDGH

ABDGF 10
ABDGBDGH
r:=r*3+1, 66

N = O

(b)
ABDE
ABCDE
ABDCDE
ABCDCDE
ABDCDCDE 26
ABCDCDCDE 10

(©
ABC
ABCBC
ABCBCBC

Fig.2 Examples of PAP algorithm
K2 PAP SR M

1.2 W AL B xR B i (8] R
BUA BB AT 73 O b P A 5 H AT BB/ IN B B0, WA O R BB ik HH I HL . T PAP J7 B 0T FA % 4
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AL SR AT B R BAT BE A R 7 B BAT R BT (E AN W7 38 0K PT RE T8 0 A A 7 b e PR AR AR ) ) ) i 70
ST TR, — £ B A PR AR IR 2 KR TS AR A B W X S8 B 12 Fr B RS 55 350 4 BRAT (AR X BV,
2 A ) B HRE B AR JE AT LA FH 4 i (4 7 3 45 2 25 100 s 2D RE B DR M, 3R AT PAP 5 VR BET1 T T A BLAR,
v R AR IR TR AT 7 B AR AR AT I AR IE S AT B W AL AR R R A — 4k
PRAF S IV 1) 4% 250, 4k 4 v A5 50 118 SE s W T 5 110 0 50 1k DA % BB 0 440 1) A7 fis 25 1) K 7 i SC I 2 3 b gk AT
ik

T F T W7 A B [ 05 R o A A T A0 B T — B A2, L R 3o 2 A A% 7 A T A7 A B3 R T 4R, 8 i — I
FEAEAH 07 5k L (L SR 8 R — W7, DU RT3 31 CRG N 14 a0). 4% BB A% 14 (B9 3o 2 T USO80 47 A8 1R
FHIFAT I 7 VR4 v 5028 8% W7 s 1 [0 & SR A 2 e 4 460 T 4 380 S 2 11 [ & R

Wi 2(a) 1 (¥ CFG B — R AT I FE N F 5 s AT 1 G 9 s &b (i G 9 s IR AT A Gy) TR EH
A {2 PAT T GBIA 2 J5 75 B 4T s AR TRENEL IS HH (I B 47 S IKZ IR IAT by By, JAI T35 H 14 7 vk LU AR 77
ANTHER), 24 G 7 s 5 G AL FIREHE A 4 W7 st EAT 10 5% )5 4 B AR I BREHE 8 0 L(RP GB i %) M. I 42 4K),
AR SL AT FE T SR ET (L AH R M, 7E 5 T S 3 EAT 20 BE RIS, B i T SN G ST AR 1, vl DA 5 Gy Je 3L
2T AR, SR T A R T 13 2 09 By L TS R B AR AR R, BRI RS A5 T S AT B A

YR 50, A5 P T A5 LRI ) 170322 (back edge) P25 I 1 4% BOA fig 4 0, 75 I 1 B 2(c) i om, i S 304T T CB 34
JoRAE T L C s R AR EME R — AW A5, CB I R R VR BIAT 1 B BB BB T 4R %00 L BRET T ST R
AR EER 5 0, I CB i1 B¢ r HE BT %A 0.8 T C A 4 AN, H L E A G441 BC 1 _EAAE
TEVRET BAE W PR EHE A 52 WX, JG 18 CBC XFE MR AT 2 /b I, R AT “r* 27 iX MG A, r IM{EE 20 0,
TG R A R BT B 0 R R B, — AN SN IL B0 — A S5 )30 AR R E B R BCh O IERER X
F—4AE S5 LRI AT & 2(c) ks AB AN CB il L ASEN A8 e i, T LU T s ML T 50

FINWT WL HIN PAP BT R e SR T — S5 ma: o 5, BR AR AN B R B (B AR R, 102 el — /N W7 R B FR A,
A 17 97 W7 0 P 25 B A R A [ (3 B 42 100k, 2 7 R U L o6 R R R A7 T R T 75 5 2., T e A e i FH
AMAR AT I S0 T SR O PAT B FE O AR IR S M AN S R PAP 5 iR I L A 1 RORS A g L
552 71 S8 3 A m DA B I S B R SRR TR A B VS T 2 .
1.3 FErR9EE

P 46 2 P PR A 7% S A S T R — A BIAT 9T CARR AT 14 B AN AN W 2 0% (9 48 2 B i A 2 JR
HIPAT 3% EPP J7 202 — AN AT A8 1) B AR s AT O 2, BRAT I S AN LB 3 T DAG(directed acyclic graph)Hr
PAP 1 EPP HHZINRE 2 H .

T 56,7E CFG 1,78 X Nian_oue(@) 4 T 51 @ I HIIAEH Nean in(@) 4 @ IIANILELH B4 B PAP HREHH 2 1%
AL R0, 0 T 2 NI R RE A N IR AR 5 B — AN ERER L AN E 75 B AN R4 0 T R T 28 B (AT BR AL A R &
H RICAR, 5 PAP S O B4 5 H il AL

N PAP _ probe = Z N fan_in (a) +2.
aeCFG,N gy _in(a)>1

I %) Ball-Larus J5 4387 v] 51L& 0T DAG RN BAT 2 I 710 %0 U — 4 M AN F5 8R4 LR
L B AR BE  H  A B 406  RER B O T 2 S 10 MO e 2
AL

NEPP_probe = z (Nfan_in (a) _1)

aeDAG, Ny jn(a)>1
T DAG,id 2 5 R E i NN KU E 0 Neain in=1, 0 PAP 5 Z2 IR ST 0 H i 2
NPAPiprobe ~ Z Nfaniin(a)+2: z Nfanfin(a)_ Nfaniin:1+2'

acDAG Ny in(2)>1 acDAG

T DAG I H AL Z RS BirAy 2 A A5
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Z Nfaniin(a): z Nfaniout(a)-

acDAG acDAG
i
Npap probe = Z N out(@) =Ny jng +2 *
acDAG
1M DAG £/ — 11 ni A i, % EPP 5 ZE R EH S H WAL
Nepp prope = z (N n(@-1= Z N on(@)—N+1
aeDAG, N i (a)>1 acDAG
DAG & N5 s H R BB
N fan inst < Z N fan_out (@-N+1
acDAG
X T DAG /DA A B AL A BT BLAfE
Nean ines =N =Npg oo =Ny g =N =Ny 0 —1=2N - a%;G N on(@) =2,
AN (*) 15
NPAPiprobe <2 z N fanJm(a) —2N +4.
acDAG
5 EPP #REMEH AR EL
Neap_prove <= 2Nepp_probe + 2-

B PAP J7 A4S M EREH S H KA BT EPP 1A I P £%.
1.4 {EFEPPHH

M THT ()43 B AT 50,815 DAG,PAP BIER4EL 44 H W i T EPP.O T 1B D AR EN £ B B8 i AT 1 FRATITE CFG
[ S T A1 R EPP 5 vk AR i, T AR EPP J7 vk Buidk PAP 5k,

B UL, BEG2 N T EPP [ JCIR T A 202 CFG AR AL I E 7, 5 CRG v (1) FoAth 38 4 1 B 3 T R AN
PR I RN DX 0] LS EPP 7 VMU + B P 1 44, 300 EPP IMEREHE A PAP [HR4EH -4
Z O FRATT 4 H TR TR B T I (R R T T ) R

T FEZE CFG Hili & LN &7

(1) TEEGRANOREO,HXNO S AT BTG, 7 B Ak O

(2 THEHF LA R,

(3) THEIAOT SR O SR LT &8, TR O RN DT SN SBETT .

I EPP 7 1 B RAZAE T AT AR G308 B g B 5 A in R — AN IR F B 2 N5 S+ 34,
A2 tE I RN EPP 5 VRt e i D BREN B H

KT n 4545, EPP J7 i3 B0 52 N 0~n—1 [RS8 5 WA P B R B 25 R T 1 |1

¥ PAP L EPP M 45 & LA 2.

&k 2. LT E A EPP.

Input: CFG f, Graph b b J&—A ] L) T IR T 18

b {8 EPP 5 ik 3 IHREE 0 b kAR5 H A n

addP(b.exit,“r=r*n+r'")  [IFREFIEZEAE b B O

3@ T — Rl W s GB M — 4k [Blid BB KR ZRAE O — AN IR LIS A K % A 45—
AR KGR, K S IMA BRI ), a0 B 3(b) s AR v 7 B K IR AR S R B 3(c) ik, Herb AT 9 4%
1%, EPP J7 VAR B BREME 4 0~8. 30 5 43 47 7T 40, PAP J57 VALE K i i 2 8 ANEEL T 4 ] EPP G 408N 5
AT 2 AN (T LA B 7B — AN ERER). 0 W, 3R R BT I ERETE R 1 060,38 5 B 3 13 3 #6120
AKKH, HZE 1A K &b r'=1,55 2 /> K &b r'=8, 25 J5) i % 723 4 e AN 454047 % 72 ) ABDMIJGBEMJGH.
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r:=r*3

HeAt r
BDMIG
BDMIJG
BEMIG
BEMJG

o o = O

Fig.3 PAP integrated with EPP
Kl 3 454 EPP RH

2 LIS

AT FRATTI R T AE PAP 3 2 RN [ S 1A S e A BT AL SR RN BRI N A EPP X PAP
T3 9% SI il et 1 B e 7 AR U S e g S 6 A FH BE ML AR TR CRG St 7 et 1 A v B AT 56 AR, 3
—ANSEBRIEE T lufact VRN SEBIXT PAP J7 vk IR ik R HEAT U6 W, [R] B o 2L 38 44RE 2 BT 20 7 e g, FRAT 14
JGF.section1®1rb () 9 AN FEAENNKFLIF X PAP FIBLAT J7 k(22 4E EPP A1 KIPP) [ 5IHT E ) 15 K6 2 0L 4T 43 1Hi 1)
BLA.

2.1 SEWLETARMEE

FH SRS KT A 1) S B 0R BE LA i 4 A CFG, 4393l 4 CFG1~CFGA(T s BN 30~202 RNE5), 8% i g 4
A~ CFG BEAAE B BEANSE (1 50 2% I 42 (B A2 E 25 1R 1Y A0 500~5000 AN 55, A1 IR AT (1) W7 5 5 B LI 4 o,
70
60 ¥
50 > * CFG1
7 a0 _ 3 - CFG2
e ® CFG3
g 30 p CFG4
20
10

0o 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000
AR
Fig.4 Results of breakpoints
Bl 4 B H s g )
AT, T ) B B A B A R R P S T LS N T B AT R G B R — T v ) B A A A 7 2 T R
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e B AT T N AL — AN HE R BOR — AN s A R T R B BE B AR R R RIS 1) %, B e
A5 S AT K () B AR AT 5 AT X 2 DU B 5 AT D7 0 BT A B A3 11 s T 7 SEBR 2 13 R IBIT 0 ) A7 iy 208 2 FRAT D0
R 2.4 TERE— D R 5.
2.2 SEIG2:ARTRYEE

FH SRRy e84 18 B BN AE BOIGFR 132 30 1€ S B EPP T ¥: Kl S i EPP 2 J 1R A3 L. 532 36 45 R 4 &1 57
7N, HAETCI F - R 45 A EPPRE TS A 2 MR D BT B H (snZ& s T B I A5 80 H  onZ 7R A8 F PAP T V24 2 1A 4R
3 H InE RS A EPP T IR A B H).

120
100

80
60

Bsn
mcn

#HH

40
20

OMLEEEEEEE

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Sl

Fig.5 Reducing probe amounts with EPP
K5 44 EPP sk RESH

2.3 SR FEFAYLBISH

FA A TEAT FEARFE B 2 AT R LR 3 LA FH R P lufact K5 PAP J5 vk (1 38 458 2 AT 20 B CCHR[L6] P AT T
FAEMIRAR)T ludemp SF 307755 EPP J5 ik RR AT LA ludemp ff FH C 8 5 45, 588 LU 431 Bh g, AR
SCAE A lufact S SEHL R RE D g i) Java SEAEI TP, oK B IGFIPN.PAP J7 ik AL D 20 g 3 AN 2 ik . AT
ZAEIRR
231 AEBEHIFEDY

PAP JRZEFE 9% 20 T W50 1 50 IR BT 3 2% VL TR B0 CFG W AN T 55 I BT A8 N EAT 40 B, R L I i) e 9%
5 CFG i BERTE X R IX 5 EPP 27 V22 AH I I (KIPP J5 ik 2 #E 28 5 CFG a3 5 k M IRAIE
Eb); T, SRS 3 1 45 SR R A i e e R AR S b HRE 2 SR B H £ IE B,

lufact AR 3 £ 44 T LA 13 AN R 23 2, L 4 52 (0132 73 BT A 40, EPP 7 1% i B4 3¢ 15 MR £ PAP
PRI TR B 24 NYRET BL S PAP $EEE S VLI FE S 5 EPP A1 24, 36 B B /T EPP [R5 £, U5 M 3 25 FE 2
/NTFEPP (W5 5.

232 PATHIFED:

T B2 RPAT LASR IR AR 45023 (1 50 A Ik AR, 4 2% I P AT 2003 0] S AT 5 v IR B AARE 2 A o e k1)
S PAP 5 155 (AT FE T AL TR AT 8 ) (160 B 00 K8 9 FNA7-fis T 250 710 25 ) FE 2%

TERT R FE SR 7T, BT PAP 5 EPP KT % A2 [, FRAT S FH 47 252 J AT 1T R0 388 o %) 77 93 Bl SR b AT 7
h T BEAT LR, T S R RS BT JRUGA RRCAS R lufact0, % lufactO 77 B 32 b s B 45 sk 5 41,30 4 lufactd;
lufact0 i ] EPP Jy i:4is i b lufact2; %} lufactO i il PAP ik ic 4 lufact3. 4 A AH 7] 2 30K lufact0 1 lufact3
PIPAT B A2 AH [ Jufactl A0 lufact2 FIBRAT B A2 AH ) A FH AR B (19328 47 IF [R) ZE 48, BE AT 4 2 EPP F PAP (4047 I
[FIHE 2 A7 BEHLAE AR 10 4150 A\ S50, 8 T B3 40 S50 AT 4 A HA % 100 000 7, Bt (1 FE 2 21 ] 6 .
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——|ufactl —=— ——lufactd)  —=—
10100 u lufact2 8100000 u _/l:lf\aCtS

8000000

10000 — R ———— — e —a
2 £ 7900000
2 9900 2% 7800000

o800t 7700000/ —+— = ——
= — = 3 7600000
9700 7500000
9600 7400000

1 2 3 4 5 6 9 10 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

AT AT

(a) EPP B [ FE 9% %t Lt

(b) PAP I} 7] %€ 9 X L

Fig.6 Time cost of EPP and PAP
6 IR BN HE

TS5 R 7R EPP 4%k J5 B PP B BAT I [0 384 1 T 2.07%~2.41%, 138290 2.24%;PAP i J5 P47 IR 1) 184
BT 3.20%~4.40%, V-4 21y 3.50%. 11 %% [A] FE 3% 5 181, PAP FEARF UCHhAT A AL (1 W7 i K HH 4 64,

2.3.3  [IMHAOHEDE

EPP S5 il {1 7 vk 3 3 £ AT 1K A F0 A A — — A Ol ST AR 5 R (B PR RS I X AE AT i AR
PREHE T UL 28 S AH I A0 A2 bt 3 U 0T PR e A 80 A0 SR R B 5 2 A e 200 e s R T 30 i A 1)
B AT PAP T35 B ARG A JOIEAE AT AT HEAT 9 28, 5 LEAESRAT I A5 AH 2 () W7 s AT [0 8. ey T 5 2 B A 0T
IS FR) 8% A W7 e (1 [ 9 R T USRS REA T W [0 (0K B 5 R AT I 15 2 PR A S I A7 K%

\\\\\

TR 012 B MR AN T AR [RD 0 RE 2 55 A0 I B8 4% 7 B L AT PRAT RE 2 B TR, I8 4 AR sz 9 vp A A R AR Y
[ JHE 2 2y AT FE D Y 17%. 75 % 18 31 22 4% 6 45 A0 BT o3 mT RE T G A2, B0 () 9l & T /N B DL 17% 1152,
PAP J7 VL BAT 5 [RIFE 2R 2 RIZ) 4 4.10% KT EPP $AATFE SR K A5

2.3.4 FEFRMLLE

T LG5 PAP [R5 AN B B AT 4 2 0 RE B /N 1 HL A ST I R o B AT IR BOE R AR i T TR AR
SRECIL A3 81, 5 LR B O U A 2% B0 R o AN I AR A DL 5e 4 8 Ak AT AT BB 2 T A B s, 3
FEFRAR S AT IS FEAH 5, AR LL, [ A #E 2 /N AT FE 3R

Iy 4 I s SR 43 A 5 EPP AH LE, PAP 4 FE St AN T EPP KW 65, 04T 5 [R1IAE 2 2 AN A i i EPP
FRPRAT HE 9l AP A% 0 SCHIR[L5] v ) 52 36 WA, L S0 7 v I RE 9 P340 04 EPP 11 4.2 £

SCHR[16] R 7 72 O FE B R TS R 52 ORGP IR B0 22, 78 Tudemp S48 B S 56 2 B R 52 BIAT 498 BA 44 35
FED N EPP [ 1.21 1%, FR 5 3 WKIN FED N EPP ) 4.47 5 A L2 PAP wJ LA 2% b 51 b A0 25 105 PR T 2 AT

1 # 42
24 RWAFBERTESH

AR A T FEAEDIRAL A 56 PAP J5 i FE 2 AU BT RE ).

2.4.1  FEAEMAFE P

AR IGF (9 sectiond #5734 Ay S Al GURE P, DA D 6 v (R e P A0 S ST 1y B AN S 2 4 7 PAP S5 e
P HIRT i IR B TS B2 sectiond #8236 A7 9 AMFEF, 1L CFG IR B L% 1.
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Table 1 CFG information of programs in JGF.sectionl
F 1 JGF.sectionl & MEF M) CFG 5 &

Sl AR P CFG 1754t CFG L%k CFGInliu%  PAP#REH  EPP A%
JGFArithBench 382 447 26 124 64
JGFAssignBench 301 352 20 100 50
JGFCastBench 186 207 8 40 20
JGFCreateBench 442 511 34 136 68
JGFExceptionBench 81 94 6 24 12
JGFLoopBench 42 52 3 18 9
JGFMathBench 966 1117 60 300 150
JGFMethodBench 219 252 16 64 32
JGFSerialBench 162 182 10 36 19

242 IN[A]FERE

X TG — A SEHENNR R P A1 S IS 2.3.2 5 [ 5L 50 20 TR SR v AT 1 ). 43 S0l S e ke e fr B s
i FH PAP Jy ik 32, 76 8 BRI A3 2 A E IR FR P LA EPP J7 33, 11 5324 5 I RE 7 5 4 2 iy 2 P AT I
) () LG AR S 6 5 R 1 7 TR w] LLUR IR, 46 K38 4 FR It PAP J7 34264 Ja 10 s SR W I IO BAAT B Tl 49 ix 5
EPP H4iE 25461 {H J&: ¢ JIGFAssignBench Fl JGFMathBench F45 5 o1 PAP 47255 J5 AT I 1R 384 00 T £ 70%~80%,
X T P AN R T (08 B A v ez S 5 AR DR 1D 9 ) AL (AR v 0 ), T L IR A R 9 FR AR AT IR 22,
FEILH AR 1Y) PAP T80 T BEARFR T AT B ) 7= 25 T 5K IR R W . EPP 4% 5 IR )7 R I 2 IRBUATIX
FE B AA T LUK AT I T 5% Wi 45/

PAP L EPP 47 [|] Lb 5%

2.0

1.6 ]

1.2

=PAP

0.8 =EPP

0.4

0.0
= < < < = = = = ey
[S] o o o [5] o [5] o [5]
c c c c c c c c c
<5 (<5 <5 (<5 (53 (5] (53 (5] (53
o [a] [an] [a] [a] [a0] [a] o [an]
=t c 5 ] c [=% = ° =
= =) < =1 o o = o c
— D (&) o) = (=] = —
< 7] o o — = ko o
LL < L O @ L [ €
5] T o} e e 5] o Z o
) O i [0} nj - =) L o

- 4 o g =
Q

243 =k
778 () ¥E 3% 7 T, PAP

Fig.7 Profiling time cost on JGF.sectionl
7 JGF.sectionl i J5 i AT I 1R] L A8

FEPAT A8 F (BT s B H LR 2.
Table 2 Space cost of profiling programs in JGF.sectionl
F 2 JGF.sectionl 1 & ANFRJFHAT 1) 25 [A) FE 9

SRR P Wi BH AR RO el AT R
JGFArithBench 4107 380 129 117 639 262
JGFAssignBench 3300010 109 102 299 566
JGFCastBench 1320 004 43 40919 764
JGFCreateBench 6 272 604 192 194 446 680
JGFExceptionBench 3549 9 109 947
JGFLoopBench 1 1 0
JGFMathBench 3923245 258 121 618 336
JGFMethodBench 2309 683 78 71599 666
JGFSerialBench 988 34 30 136
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NFE 2 I ET LAE L RE R IAT T AR 22 B IR, BLAR PAP {5 FH A0 7 a5 200 AR K 1E S L o W o K B T A AR
W7 AU AR 2D 6 T AH e T RCHEAT G 05, 50 AT LTS £ DR R PR A7 i 1] LA JGFArithBench 451,129 /M AH 7 W s ¥ 454
Yuhid >k 8bit, 77 fik 4 107 380 MWT B IL T EL) AMB (1 17-6i% 75 8] 25 L8 B %5 AN W7 A B BUR [1) 22 7 A A S5 K
o T BE ik — 20 4 /NAE A% 25 1R). 08 T PAP J7 W 34T 350 W 70 A7 45 17 77 T 52 AT AT 1.
2.4.4  HIbrEE LA

16 A IR A 6 22 50T O v b, A SC KIPP BERE S i Hb 35 BT AT A5 SRR 2 Wk K T B 42 % T iR TR B i ot
A8 IR PR AR AT IREW B (B R KR 395 12 5% AR I T A S AR R A K BRI 72 (k-iteration paths), 3K J5 4% H
76 CFG L JE IFAR I A . KA I it 1 e Ak S ARARG I ¢ 150 0 UL, 2 SRR ABLT EPP 5 V0 BRI AT 4 385 (R BT
[ K PRAEAR B A2 0 B AN [R] R 4 3P 7 AR s AE 1 e K OB AR I S i 2 4 1) e o — e P
AT A A i 3 ) L AE T T AR PAT ATA R K TEL A BEOE FIT HAT A K kAR W B AR A i
YRR AL I AR ER H AR R A R SCHR[16] 7 1 S5 50 2 8RS I (9 K IR B AR 00 H I 6000, W BT (5
S TRIA i 06 50 FH B 20 25 ) T R R A2 4 H R I 60 ooo,mU%H—;%MF

DUR 9 MEEERE S h k UGS AR I E H , LA A3 H KIPP f ’ﬂzl&ﬁ 'H‘ﬁﬁ’]ﬂij( k ﬁ W3 3. Ehi% 3 &5 %'%T
LUt 72K 23 T2 R o KIPP I AT i ) W) AN A2 :9 MRS JL TG VR I (KA 4 A AX e R AT o AR A7 —
ANAERIAR T 4 DMFE P BERINT IR K AN 7.5 38 2 Fros B9 AT 1918 0 H AR EL T 51, KIPP s LI T 5 7
Z IR AT

Table 3 k-iteration paths of programs in JGF.sectionl

% 3 JGF.sectionl ' & AFEFI k A% H

SEHENNA R k=1(BNHEAEIT) k=2 k=3 KIPP et &1 4T 1ty de K K fEL
JGFArithBench 478 515 625 23720703125 661580078 125 —
JGFAssignBench 9 765 625 361 328 125 7 658 203 125 —
JGFCastBench 625 9625 99 225 2
JGFCreateBench 45 349 632 1511 654 400 28 749 147 264 -
JGFExceptionBench 27 162 738 6
JGFLoopBench 27 135 495 7
JGFMathBench 9.31x10%° 1.02x10% - -
JGFMethodBench 6 561 94 041 831789 1
JGFSerialBench 108 1026 7110 4

N IRATAESR AR kAL AT AL PAP J7 i 1T 8 H | DL AR = 2 1K) 23 (ARG 9 K K I Ve [ 1~20,7E
K R RE— NI T, 3R B8 A W7 8 22 1 k OB AR AR I Sk L P s (T s B0 H S5 2R Ui ] 8 s,

W B H EFRS kR R

7

6L —

—— JGFArithBench

5k —=— JGFAssignBench
o JGFCastBench
= 4L /—o—o=>=>= /' JGFCreateBench
i —*— JGFExceptionBench
= 3k D E —e— JGFLoopBench

4 —— JGFMathBench

2L —— —— JGFMethodBench

1 / / JGFSerialBench

0

2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20
k

Fig.8 Most breakpoints needed by k-iteration paths
Kl 8 JGF.sectionl Wimi%i H LI k KIEMREARII KR
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M 8 W] LUE i 5%, PAP A AR /INECE T S (R 2 NI 6 AN), il BRI K it 50 B 9 AR T IR 4% 20
DR AR, L W s B H ERRBE k K218 AHEL Tk OB R E H BE k3O BB =
1 KIPP 32 BT A2 4 H LAz H T K (B BRI A 00, TR IR, B4R JGFMathBench 1) 2% A2 45 H 02t 8 ) Ho Al 7% 7
(U LA IR % 42 % H 2904 JGFArithBench 06 38 % 42 50 H (19 1.9x10% £), (EE I 04 H b BR A0 5 2L A R e A1
ZEA R (A LE JGFArithBench 2 HY 1~2 ™), Bt IR J3» S5 44 (1 S22 M0 T PAP J7 2 149 223 6] 8 9 52 M A0/, R 0 3
TR IR 7 PAP J7 vl BRI AST FH ARG 0 2% (R FE 98 % Kk IR AR AT FIBT AR L2 R KIPP Jiikid s — 4%
PE AR TR B — AN K R TR A R A B A7k (SR TE S IV % A2 1 A A, B G 22 () RE 2 55 Kk e ik
KR, EET PAP.

25 KWL
R RL S8 T LA R gk
(1) PAP [¥yfie it F2 2w R, I () FE 9 AN I EPP 4ihe (1 £i%;
(2)  PAP TRIFRER T 48 5 AT R P (1 AT IR 8] — ARS8 Wi AN K, B AR T R 25 A 17 B (AT — R ARFE IR AR 2D)
(RO R A 1T FLAZ 0 BR AR 1R SR AR R BAR 0] T 3 AN TR 7 IR AT I (8] A5 55 P P 14 5% i

(3) RPN T A S AR AR AT T K 5 B0 1) 6 478 PAP I A7 FE 2 A0 S8 A2 T 4T 14D, v LA A 280 13 %
OV A HT B A e LS F AR P G5 M A 2 i ER v Bt 2 s il B,

(4) B PAP FIHT A 4% A7 1) 25 1) E 9 PRl 30 4R /8 1 5 B GO 7 ) B, S A 90 A8 1) i 0 0 3 3 7 1
KIPP 85773t T PAP HU A F AT Ik A2 rh AT B0 B 458 (T AN 2 B A R S B 458, LU T KIPP 5505 1) JT e
A7 fi 2% 160 T 0 S 71, T 4 8 A P BAVAT 1) B A0 o BB /IS FRD 68 4, 375 A2 100-0 325 JUJM, Jip LA 24 4 4%
AR 1 2 TG 0 AR/ N A ET BT el 5 110 2% )R 2l AR AT B

(5) A HI T sUWL I B 0% A7 0 R R B v L1 1) 1) 2L RAS 454G EPP B AT ROt il D IR BT 2 B X
PR AR SCAES 1.2 S5RES 1.4 745 42 Hh Wy b sty =02 A k0.

26 H—THRE REHEBHESSE

EPP J5 VA4S H IO 6 770 4 0 2 S 5 1) (A ) S 2 ) B 0) 1) PAP 5 AN R AR UE G A S5 5, 45 B — 16
2 T 2% [ (18 YR 8 A 20 T 38 I DA 77 A B0 3 b 3 2l A7 SR P SI2 3 e Aoy 36 L AR SR 33 1 e LA R
KOIEAR S 12 1) e K i)

ks E RS
BEXE k MHUE A 2~6, A4S0 T 1€ JGF 1) 9 ME)T | PAP ZRiidh (1 3E B g %, 45 R W3 4.
Table 4 Uncompactness of programs in JGF.sectionl
F 4 JGF.sectionl 15 ANFR)F I 4 A5k S g 1

% P (uncompactness) =

FEUEMER AR 7 k=2 k=3 k=4 k=5 k=6
JGFArithBench 4.2x10°  3.4x10°  2.2x10°  4.6x10° 1.1x10°
JGFAssignBench 2434.4 559.9 231.6 140.6 97.4
JGFCastBench 5.4 2.6 25 2.6 3.0
JGFCreateBench 15x10°  6.5x10°  7.3x10°  9.9x10°  1.5x10°
JGFExceptionBench 1.8 1.2 14 15 1.7
JGFLoopBench 11 1.8 25 3.6 5.3
JGFMathBench 1.3x10*2  7.3x10'  1.5x10% 3.7x10%°  1.4x10°
JGFMethodBench 101.9 36.0 22.6 15.4 11.6
JGFSerialBench 10.2 13.2 39.4 126.0 420.6

MGG SRR LA A SRR MR (A KR FR 3K (R B A2 AR ) B S BLSE— A4 a5 il T W7 sl LR A
R A B AT A7 T — A 7R A8 (1 B V0 B 249 D —2x 109~2x10%, 117 & T ) A S5 e PE S KB N 1.3% 202, ikt

wee ALKIPP J7 VA JCVE L £ 2 AN FEAEN BURE e L, ify HL EPP J il AN i 1E i 3 7) Hr JGFMathBench, 5 5 AE AR SR B A2 5 H i £,
gt O 28
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TP AR UL PAP G T 5 S 1A I s i H Ly K0 G s (A SR AR SRR B B B A 0 B T ) AT L, 2
(OEECE AL RN

3 FHERITFIIRIIREL

£ PAP J7ER— AN AL AT R PAP J5 ¥ETE J5 15 )2 IR BAT e F1 R B 7 v 2 Gl e #E 4 T IR,
M2 )4 0 43 Mt (dynamic impact analysis)$ A #5755 7 12 2 U IARAT 7 54 g S 721 B Stk S (1) il 71,
o I B A U TT 7 VA W A0 7, R AT T VR R IR AR R B TR B SCHRES H IR R AT O v SCHR[24]
EPP J7 24 Jie 3 3k A 10 1 FH B0 1% 0 AL VB0 A IS i 4] 220 e 5 1 8 45 A P i R0 2 SR X b O v B FH T 7 TR
AT P H0 AR B R R LA 9 55 D7 v F TG DG IR 71 s HEAT AT, 306K SR A 8 It 85 53k 110 P9 3 4 405 o — U T, B
TUUA J7 V5 AL PRAE IR B RE )AL HE LLAR B LU S 60 :(1) A8 M A N A 07 0538 F5(2) 0 v 2 1) A2 38 1 3 11 ;
(3) KM TTVE PR R — AN J7 kA 22 Ab i 3L 1 B0 (3) L mT AEAE 42 VR L AR B P 9(a) s, T A T
AW T B4 cp-Entryg-Exitg-ry B AY B T — MEFF. HAR ZF A B AR AT AT, HIK SR 75 B35 A 5 vkt 3L
itk T Ab PR 2 AR A 5 R B PE R, Melski 55 N TE&-AN R A SR el R A D7 i — AN DL DS AN R

SE I E S 2T IORE B K e L,

J7VE R 0K T 75 ik 2 1) R R OQ 3R AN B3 TV R PN 0 A A IR s RN SR O O R TR T AR
(3, BIAT E 4 R PAP b AT HIAT. 8 9(b)héh th T — A9 78 )5 1 FH I8 386 I 7 (el (R 46 32 7)), O F
Main(-) 5380 7N A LB R A KR AR A, IX LS A AT L PAP 5 A7 AL B

EHIHT CFG v 1) B 12 2R, PAP HREHBZE Sk v] LU EHAE Y 78 )5 1 77 vE VR H B EEAT R 5 B AR T i 26 2
T2 P N I T R W R TR R e R i 4 R, — 4 TR A L (IR [R12) B AR R DULKS 1232 6 L 1 T Y I
HH AR BT O )V D PR ET B 4fihe O B T8 3 Mg IGO0 (1) P2 PAP W DL 77 vk N E 4514,
BT CAAS R B2 5% 18 7 VR ST PR 4R 254805 (2) 34 VR TR IR 3R 5 CRG Hh (R 21 45 44 B AR iR DX 31
A LARE FH PAP ST R 1) RE 77 ;45 7 b, 4t ] 9 () s, Gt SR A D5 v AH B T8 70 e adt s 100 32 L gk
o3 IR % 035 R AR U R 1 00, 1X F0 CFG ITE A AN [R] AELUZ: T~ PAP J7 30615 s AS [R) N i
HEAT X 4%, BAR R A B A TR & P BT LK IE A & 520 PAP 1R H;(3) A1 PAP HR4EH e B I 45 AN
5578 5 0 5 v R VPR 3 A DG T 7 2% P R ) — 3 1 22 A R 6 R ) — 4% 1R 20 AR (el e, i B
AR B3 A R IR 7R AN VR A 2 A () (R R B T

A ([ ) ® o
++ Iy

C1 —

C2 EXitB

(@) (b) (©)

Fig.9 Examples of call graphs
K9 JrikifH =

10 45 TAEH PAP HEAT 7k g 5B B s 9, B B 22 1 0 — AN 3 R i iR B &k 78 ),
BN T IR BEAA Main(-) 5 VAN DA 6N T PAP fREH &R SvE. v b 45 I T W iz i 45 3L )R, 34
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I3 T7 PR BRI K RE Y 2% 28 (AT Fe 21 o 2o [ 2 90 1 ).

Sequence of methods Encoding

A ! M 0
|:> ! M—>A—>r 1
:‘4(1 4(3) M—->A-Sr—-A-r 9
: M—>A—>B-or-r 5

B \ M—>A—>B—>r—>B—>r—r 53

‘\\ M—>A—->B->Cororor 21

2(1)\ 2(0) M—>A—>B—>A—>r—>Cor—r-r 213

Fig.10 An example of profiling call graphs
K10 Ty H B E A s 4

4 HEXIAELLR

BT A B 6 42 1) T B2 AT A 925 & - Apiwattanapong %5 A& tH T SPP(selective path profiling) /772, il i X
X ARG PR B 45 141 B HEAT BRI 90 A 6 L 4 2 Joshi 5 A4 HH T TPP(targeted path profiling) Jy %, 38 it
A B I 52 14 4% (obvious path) A4 121 (cold edge) P41 1 47 1 #E 2% %1, Bond 25 A\ #1217 PPP(practical path profiling)
Jrid AR TPP 532 (R ek i ) S0t ok 475 2 FE 9 A4 i ST AR B Vaswani 45 AU HY T Preferential
Path Profiling Jy 4, 3 et Ut A% 47 4 A% 1) 7 3 126 470 203 Dol /N AT P B 1) s 2l 41,

T AEARG P e 42 1504 7 T8, Tallam 28 A2 16 )5 72 /& 5t BL #42(Ball-Larus paths)idE4T T4 78, LASKELE £
B A (FAAT A 1 19 2K LA P ) D F50 0T 3 b 7 YR 9 K T L AR 1 0 T, Roy 45 A\ kit T Tallam 197 ¥, fig
R AT 602 08 R R 22 URARAT 10 B A% B bl T35 B o R ™ T A2 B T A B AR B0 B M DA T B R A 2 (1
Dot (B S0 v S o i 4 K BRI R 60 000 4, M BR 3 U, 38 43 52451 00 40k Hh BREARY, JE vk i) el

It 4h,Duesterwald 55 A 2 i NET (next executing tail) /sy 5 KM 2 42 (AT IR B2 (B8 42), TAEL IR T,
EUATE FH 30 M7 75 12 AT SEAIR (0 6 22 250 Vaswani - 45 A\t 3 1 B 1 S0 45 10 T G o2 14 4 300 B 2%, 08 4 P ARG 1RO
P SR LL A A 1 $0 475 26 281 Yasue 28 A B Structural Path Profiling 75155, 4 MR BR 45 M 5 5 7 42 1) i Rl
H A Ry 22 AN SR 1 B R R A U ST BT LA A e (RS A 1 (2 90%), I B8 5 i i S RF JITjust in- time)
G i 22T,

PAP 772 1T LA B bl 475 A 512 1A K S R 35 550 E 1 B 4%, 6 v 19 [ 0 5 AR T LA o A BHUA T % 42 11
Ab F 68 AT 1) 45 4% B AR SEAT N 0 BT R VR RS2G4 SR W PAP D VR IR J B i R ) L I TR HE B 2
A BRI AR 3% 5 1T, DR A PAP 5 325 RO 47 25 R (A A 4% 5 A B A X I M — ) i B, JIT A A e R op L
X PRAT 10 6 42 TIEAT A7 A, T T BAAT B 2 A ol 9 A 0 0 MR /N (03 4, T LA A RS ol 7k 1 5 e 0 A 258 S il i
A HH BRI LA S ) 4 v 92 R A PAP 5 R IA TT LA 2 5 95 N R 45 A, TR SR I T VR 2 IR R
TTFEH1.26 5 NZANTT N PAP 5 56 (30 b7 77 3047 7 HU A,

Table 5 Comparison of profiling techniques

R5  PAP SRR EINT T ik R

SULIDAREN EPP SCHik[9,12-14] CHik[15,16] PAP

¥R Lhi = it T EPP K% T EPP ¥t T EPP

ELRTEA BL ¥4 BL M1 k UOEA AR T A PRK I 45

KRR s K SCHR[L5]M A i5% 22, SCiHR [16]4 ff e
VEEDEN Oy E Ky e SCHR[AS] OV, SCHER[161A Y & RN
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5 RE5RE

AL T AR TIN5 PAP,Z 5 3 i D23 7] — AN Y R AN RN TR X 20 A [ (AT B A2, OF 25 5
by LA R AT R AT A R A PR (K B 42 SO 20 B 0 L AR T PAP &5 EPP J7 ik IR 80 H A BT AN A 3
(K1 A2 N PAP J5 ik PR BT K H W 22 T EPP J5vA 4 I, SO KE EPP 15 PAP AR &5 £ i 78 n] 21 JE 30 1 J v B
FH EPP J73E, T LAY/ PAP 75 7 Ab BN A A (1 8% A% ) BT 7 PR 1R 400 H 5 S rhads 8 3o BT AR 1) 3 AN it
P K 2 2% A 08 T B0 H AT T S0, 5 SR, A ] 2 8 R DR gt T UGS AR A PR B A AT R AT s 20 e B AL 2
(T RELY TR R R AT B H BEAT 1S, A5 R 45 EPP TR REWS AT Ot D R AT B H B T ROR,
IR FEAEM BURE Y lufact %) PAP I EPP J7iAMIFE B 2EAT T SE490 730 M, 45 SRR W, PAP JHiE AR IR K T EPP,
{ELZ PAP W] UK fff 51 A i 41 A 1) 6 4 0 0o 6 1 I AR )7 OGF.sectiond HH ) 9 ASid RS PAP FIAH K I VA AT
T AT LR AR, 45 SR AR W, PAP (KN [R]FE 9 £ CHE 2015 DL N OIS 2 1 EPP, 2 [RIFE 9 B0k S, FLRG 42 1A 4 2 R e
FER AN L2 A IRE, B0 AT 8 0 AR S T B J5 5 A PAP D7 i) — AN MRUS HY, SC e 15 7 T Hs PAP
I D5 4R AT e 1 R 3R

PAP J7 A [k ni A2 T, BLAR TN AR 24 (0 B8 ) BB A 777 325 B veir EL@ X T ) e A 15 L6 2 10 2% (W) 9
PAP AN DRAE 25 A% 2 AL i 34 5 PR A7 A S5 20 B3 AN ) N2 A2 (AT 0 A — 7 R B R 9l T A i s [R) (EL R T 3A
K 455 EPP IR 7 VE T A X — R BL. 53 Ah i PEBR B AT AT LR B, B AR EL A 1 48l B AT B R A7 75 1 22 R
il (EL A [ It A 2% 1 PR DL R Y R 32 55 0 2R BE A 8 2 S AR 22 R I D7 VA AN 46 & 78 00 s LA i i
SORAF LS IROR.
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