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Automated Refactoring Approach for Fine-grained Lock Based on Pushdown Automaton

ZHANG Yang, SHAO Shuai, ZHANG Dong-Wen

(School of Information Science and Engineering, Hebei University of Science and Technology, Shijiazhuang 050018, China)

Abstract: As coarse-grained locks have a negative impact on the scalability of concurrent programs, this study proposes an automatic
refactoring approach to convert a coarse-grained lock into a fine-grained one. Several static analyses, such as visitor pattern analysis, alias
analysis, and side-effect analysis are employed in this approach. The read and write pattern of a critical section is inferred by side effect
analysis, and then a push down automaton is proposed to identify the read and write pattern. Finally, refactoring is conducted based on
these results. An automatic tool FLock is implemented as the Eclipse plug-in. The proposed approach is evaluated by eleven open-source
projects including HSQLDB, Jenkins, and Cassandra, by presenting results such as the number of refactored locks, changed lines of code,
refactoring time, accuracy, program performance after refactoring. FLock is also compared with the existing tools Relocker and CLOCK.
The experimental results show that a total of 1757 built-in monitors are refactored and each refactoring takes an average of 17.5 seconds.
The experiments reveal that the proposed tool can help developers convert coarse-grained locks into fine-grained locks effectively.
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B FF R R T o T AR 40 R IR A8 AN B8 U7 170 L B 1 14 06 4% 85 0t S8 170 B0 5 4 10 S AT 22 A LA AR
S I R RE T I A 0 2 ) — SR R I S X — AN BRSO B i SR — AN R R IRAR T B4
SHL A A SR 7 1 2% W L IX 1) 2 R 0 Ak PEL 3, B 3R A 0 0 R R B G B B 4 I B I A7 4, & 7™ B PR AR 7
FEAT BE 45 T R 5 000 AT e 405 1 A0 A1 22 A A A A B2 48 PR BT 250K

AN 210 I R ) 5 2O 2tk — 20 in B 3% 4 FR P T RN B B ) 45T R REDRL R 4, 481 A 7E 5 R I
BRI synchronized ¢4 ff AN 7 vk b T8 IR 3 2 v X RN 8 05 3 SR 7T DA SR A 7 F R 12
i 1 R T E SRR 4 i) P S X AR A K, 5 B30 At AR 3R B0 0 20 2 45 AR5 T [ 38 o, 4 A < o R 5
G VT 2 IF RN SR S A0 P AR B 450, A BL T REDR 4, 20 s 5 B R % — /N3 o ARG 15 47 0B, BT LA A 202D B
F1 R A B T R 20 5 AR i k2 01 5 1) 0 0 5

SR PR B b e A8 P 4R B B O A — R 9 5 ) S AR SR A R T n B 7 X IR AT DR TR B BR
R LA SR S B T =X, AT DR FH R R S S A i D IR S S A 1 7 SRR R T RN AN R
X ARG A5 2 HEAT 43 B LA R A P ] o 40z B 05 8 o =, T L 3dE 5 B2 AE 1R — b o S [F) S B ) 2 () 33k
T HlandE IDK A 3525 BT IR A 2 AU 4L 7 B 2R 4, 3 7R A B4 104 1) PR R 8 1R s B T v AR AN TR R P
TF e N 5475 A R BIRL #h1) 2 1A) 33 AT 208 38, 18 0 1 KL B P e D B A A R 1) D i R R T A PR R B,
FE RN G 75 BT e I R R vh 8 P ORE R B2 4 00 AR AT 47 36 AR T I ol 2 44 7 2 B 2k B 2 73 T
2B AES 51 ON T 1 4 5, DR I A0 Y1) 75 5 ) T v L 1) B A T VR BEAT I AL

H AT S BUE M TR AR 2 Tao 2 AR T 4% Java B2 5 R4 28 @ 1 180 40 AR 47 B 1 1 3h 4 4y
fi AT 0 Yu S5 NPIE BEAT DAk R0 30 AR 0 b 4R T — R Bl i 5 G Emmi S5 B T — Bl 3h
G TR AR HE BT 356 BB (1057 B2 5 ke 8 B0 1 I 1 2, 3 0 A 26 AU B Kawachiya % N\ VIR Y — Bl 0 B B0k 1%
90 VE B W 4 P2 1% B ;Schafer 25 NBVEF X BB ML S8R M T — MBS ENEE JFSB T ER T A
Relocker; Zhang %5 A 4% B T T 1) 77 5 ol 0 (VR R 8 40 D70 1 1 2 5440 7 05 Arbel 5 AR T 9 % B8 45 W 1 4K
L) 2 3 A AT P 8 0 35 1 B A AR, 5 P S 00 26 5 9 3 o 1) — 29 B A RS LA AR 20> 4 P ; Bavarsad Vet 56t
PSS AR 3R T — R S B LB AR SR T e 4 R i B i A A Tl 5 4R AAE Intellid IDEA E 0 E A4
4 LockSmith! ™ f13% T Eclipse IDT ) A& = A 7 £ 4T mT LA S B8 =8 kg AN I T[T )4 A ORI R BDIROR BV 2
35 O AR BB G i) 3 DL B F R 3 1) 07 SR F2 5 v vk o B B B R BVORE [ 7 DA B B WL 1) O 1Y i)
AT 1 W FE AR DK 43 T 90 2 X Bk A7 Y B ROGT [ 25 B 2R AT 43 il o A4 s B2 858 1) B4 7 V20 A A DR N 9.

TERE ST TH ) 4R B R B B FE AL, T B AR G DL LA (L) ARES A B B I S X R A —
AT IR SRR T, T AN AE1R Relockert™ T HL R BE K BEAN s 1 X ARG 15 Sy — AN AR BEAT 2095 (2) FEFRBGE S
15 30 AT i, 5 BRI 0 QA0 X5 5 e A A R ) B T 7 LS 8 PR G — o 200 5 9 (3) 5 LI A £ A 2
FHCRELRZ B2 85 381 400 7 00 17 R A AR

AT R R AR A SO T R AE B S LR Ak B B B B R vl T A B b & AT
By BT G TH RS 0 M SR 43 BT 1 92K TR 7 X AR AL 0 5 5, AR U e S 1 Sh LR T S /) e 2K )
R 7 35 AR VR ) 45 R R AT AR EE M B F 9% 78 Eclipse IDT AEZE T, LA NSE I T — AN Esh E A
T H FLock. fESZIG A MEMAE . MRS AT H . EMETIE . R A B0 5 F2 i PE R 2% 5 THI % FLock
HEAT T V846,305 2 4 T A Relocker® 1 CLOCKI 4T T % b, % HSQLDB, Jenkins 1 Cassandra 25 11 4~k
TS R v AR I B A 45 SRR B -FLock FLE A T 1 757 NN B M ALAS X B AR MY I 17.5s 1% &
¥ C BT DU %S IR WL B B 38 At B2 0 1) A 4, 5 TR B EE A AR LU, A PR T T 4R B B 1 EE R AR

AW EETTERA 3 AN .

1) PR TR ) AR B B BB

2)  LLEclipse #ifF RS2 T E B E A TR FLock, 7T LA S5 B s 2% 5 (4 25 440, 35 B F R 3% 52 i MK KL

JEE A B AR R S S Y B 4
3)  EM 11 AN RSB R R P XS FLock #E4T T PFAf I 5 84 T A Relocker #l CLOCK #E47 T Xf LL.
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AL 1 WA RA SR A EINLEE 2 A G R AR B B B A VA SR 3 YRR BB A T A
FLock ) fili Y 1T AE 58 4 1545 HO A ST £t K 77 00 1 L ) S 30 PP A5 58 5 TR AH SR AR EAT /4158 6 47
FEARTCI A4

1 Rz

BLE B IDK 1.5 fACH 5] NI — R8I, &L B — XA B oG BR B i B 5 8. 5 B — e B R
REE — MNRTRFF A B — AL =0 R A R A SO IR R8T UL 2 AN SRR R RA S8R
VPR U 1) SL SEHOR I A 56 K 19 91 % 11 Pinto 25 A2LE 3 #1598 SourceForge b1 2 227 AN IR 45141 Java
TR I Java I R AIEE A S 3 RIFNH, A KL 23%H Ik MRS Java TREAEMSA.

9T V0 A R A 06 B FRATTAEARRL S5 M B EAT T UiHILE 1 JESR T processCached(\) 77 ¥ 3 Fh
SEHL T A% BOUE 1 S A Java AP STRSES R — gt R ) 2% 77 kb B 4 /77 ¥ processCached () 4Ll T 4
BN 2 I AT WA 1 20 P T 088 A2 A7 10 T 547 7 A SR AF A, ) B 2 M2 A7 PP s EUER A an SR ASAZ 78, DU A
Bl B R EE B NGAF AW 1(a) R, i% 518 A synchronized #EAT RS #E 1) BEAN TR ER AL T B0 R
R AR (AR B 1(b) A Relocker™ 47 544 J& IR D, 1 1207 925 P A0 35 X A7 1 5 N3 1 4% 1
Relocker [/ 1 Wt 5% i 4 45 F 'S5 it 3L 1047 BE A0 AR T FRATT R B2 5 48 AR F BAT UM R A 78 i 18] 1 2% 1R B ST
BF, 2 5 26 A A O, B SR A A S AT, R BT SRR 4 SRR A ARRE A8 5 BT AR Y, 7T R 2 PR (R AR
¥ R . G0 SASE A S8 B v 2 A 2R AR R B 52, BT DURE SRR T B R R M 1(c) it fE AR, a2 — g ks
B B A 77 20 Z 0 2 e SR BOSE B I H W cacheValid (55 3 47 28 4 A7) S if S8R BT, W) B e S B O R
BEBI(5E 16 17~ 20 47); W R A, B U SRS S 8I(E 547 55 6 17). 8 TARIERE RS 1 — 80k X B 75
EEPOREIATHIBICE 8 47), N HAM LR AR W] B XM AT T 1B U N B FE R BN GEF 2 5, 3K15
TN PR S B, 5 B R R (B 9 AT ~2R 14 4T). B 1(c) FT BUE Bz A0k — BLAE 8, B 2SO\ B
5 PN 5 8.

1 public Synchronized void processCached(-)}{ 1 ReentrantReadWriteLock rwl=new ReentrantReadWriteLock(-);
2 if (IcacheValid){ 2 public void processCached(-){
3 ... /lwrite to cache 3 rwl.readLock(-).Lock(-);
4 3 4 if (IcacheValid){
5 ... /lread data 5 rwl.readLock(-).unLock(-);
6} 6 rwl.writeLock(-).Lock(-);
7 try{
(a) Method processCached(-) based on built-in monitor 8 if (IcacheValid){
9 ... Ilwrite to cache
1 ReentrantReadWriteLock rwl=new ReentrantReadWriteLock(-); 10 rwl.readLock(-).Lock(-);
2 public void processCached(-){ 1}
3 rwl.WriteLock(-).Lock(-); 12 }finally {
4 try{ 13 rwl.writeLock(-).unLock(-);
5 if (IcacheValid){ 14 }
6 ... Ilwrite to cache 15 }
7 16 try{
8 .. /lreadrata 17 ... llread rata
9 }finally { 18 }finally {
10 rwl.writeLock(-).unLock(-); 19 rwl.writeLock(-).unLock(-);
1 } 20 }
12} 21}
(b) Method processCached(-) based on ReentrantReadWriteLock (c) Method processCached(-) based on lock downgrading

Fig.1 Three implementations of the method processCached(-)
Bl 1 processCached(-) /7 H 3 Flvsz il 7 5

BT 451 T DU A B A S B 0 s B DX R FEE ORI 7 3R D A B, O HL AT DAE — 2 R
FE _Eg/b 1 85E A o T ORI B, S v 2 A AR RN U7 1) 7 AN R AR S NI AT DASE AR R O R
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(e 7 X 3% 5 BE PP 1. HE B ST I 5 X 5 5 R B AT 000 2 T B AT Bl AfE BT, 7 SR B, S B2
BROMAIZ 4 FlASURSE 3 bk AR SL R I B S 2O BEAT A AR A 2 5 75 O A AT S A — Bk AT A, L
DRAIE B4 FR) LE AR 1 T 1) 200 B2 43 1) SE A HE R G B 2 .
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Fig.2 Refactoring framework
K2 HEHHESRE
2.2 ASTHR#R

1 B AME L 1 S R RE b AT AT 2R B — AN BB VR A (abstract syntax tree, T FR AST). 76 B A4 11 i bt
AR GBI Eclipse IDTWMSREFH P 78 3547 25 R 5 R 1 T 4 456 10 % 52, 4R i 4 P P 34 485 10 Xk 5 A7 I 5
ICompilationUnit X 5 9, & J5 ¥ ICompilationUnit % G065 B 1 G 2 AR AT G AST.AST 15 iR BUIR % B AN 15 0
TR —MNEREF R —AMEZ S AR, Rk B IS U RS AST ERIFE
TR BB B[R] A HAE ) AT 388 7, 4R 3 [8] A2 77 vk AR P Y AR BRI SC 8 A2 o i 4k 2K EclipsedDT w2 it
B4 R 2 AST Visitor SEHL T — AT 284E 0 B4 U5 0] 2 T AR 28815 s (i J7;

23 BFEORAEE
231 BiESHT

FEREAT B 2 AT, S Uy v A = I AR e b T R 70 RN A AR e R AT WR AE AL AR
I 75 BT W LA R SR T 7 AR T 48 HEAT FI B HEAT S 48 20 AT il 4 A e B AR X 48 RS [R] (EUR (R A T
FR) PN A kT M R 28 5 AN (] A i 7 X, 5 A P AS [R] 10 B 0T S A7 B A o M R 28 %o A [ A i 7 X, U
A5 PR [ 1) %o G gk AT A4 AT P — - X 4 S5 S A28 X B R 52 5 0t 1 T LS5 0% R 8R4 17 M, M PR 2
Fo AR - o A T, W A8 Ko R e R P 15 5 B T B O - X AR A T

AL 5 & 58 X MonitorSet={my,my,...,m}, o, m A B LS R ie {1,2,... ,n} AL m; FHE &
>4 PoniterSet;, {5 FAE & ff) m; #1 my,i=j, /7 7E PoniterSetinPoniterSet=, Wik m; #1 m; H oy 5l 4, FE4E m; Al
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m; 1 2R 501l 44 K (g, my) A7 78 7T BB 44 5 AliasSet o 78 1EAT A 2 1T, B il i 7l 44 4R AliasSet 74 & 44 LockSet,
X ) 4 o AR ML 8 X BOnS L PRI R BEAT S, I AE N BTAR LockSet Hv .53 44 6F v YA R 258 08 50 R Xk 8 AH
[5) BB KT 2,051 2 510 4 (g, my) 7E. LockSet Hh 28 7% Jhy 1 AN S8 % 20 & (myzlock, (my:locky), 3L H lock, x5 ;i
A 7 HE T A T L) M R 8 T R AE A R o BN Gt AT SE AL, I N BER LockSet .
2.3.2 BT RLRL AT
71 TH] 2808 A 6 0F A R 5 A0 A s ) ol — AN A L ks A AR BT R RE TR B T A A G, T AR
F 4 77 A ST A0 P T AR SR Hh P B 7 i AN AN S A 5 B RN O B T L 3 S AT AR P B A D b A7 T
BRE 43 BT 75 X0 HE A I R DX HEAT 43 AT, A B — I IR DX B R Y A1 SR R R I B X1 15 S A L E AR I A
DX B2 1) 352 B B A1 I A3 2 r R I S IX I — DR AR TR 25 w R — AN B RE R/ ¢ &R
N U SR A T AR BRI R A AT e Hom AN if FIWTE A I 45 R
SRR ST AR 43 M E S WAL ARSI i i) 5% IR 36 7 3 v (04 A 3BT 38 ) 43, U9 2 2 A5 48 2 9 A7
B TTAEXS TR VR AR 2 AT 20 A I A T ORAIE R TR (R AT RO K VA TR RN EEUR S D 5 B R ARG
PRI EE 1 TR,
1) SRR IR X T [ 4 4., 18 F sideEffectAnalysis J7 X6 45 — 25 15 & BEAT 38 BT 0 (5 14T~
417);
2) 1t sideEffectAnalysis 7772 H1, 5 26t 77 12 1 FH kN 119 J2 BB ok a3k AT 40 7 (B8 6 47°), an SRR T~ R 1) = 4 5
B8 T ARE I 5 X 224 4 HAA 8 A — A B AR, R B 55 w(E 23 17);
3)  ZJA AHEESRAR S BEAT 0T, WUR R B T RS T B BB BT S B, BB BT M A A U 2 A
AT T RN, IR F R w7 AT 5 8 AT);
4)  WRIELRINERRHTE S AR E BT EEE N 18 11 17), 2 J5 33 A sideEffectAnalysis
T3 1 W 7 1% BLAR 4R BEAT 0B B I DT B4R W BRI TR R 4R 7 AR T AR
R IR B AF w(EB 11 47~55 15 47); 40 A 24 50 B 18 F D7 vE IR 77 AR ST SORE, U 3R 91245 r (B8 16 4T);
5) Wi if HIWnE A HAIWE A O SRR IR A IR AE R if SRR R 4 R R A
e(3 17 17~% 20 17);
6) LA FEA B EFRF r(5 21 17).
BE 1 SRS i L
AN EARIEARX c;
it e T R Y I S X 5 B AR A st
R B AR X ¢ xR A R R IR 3R FIX ¢ (48 24k Ins;
for 3 Jj#64 4 Ins & — %454 i do
str.append(sideEffectAnalysis(i,0));
end for
char sideEeffectAnalysis (4> i,int limit):
if limit<5 then
if 52 1BUHE T B |18 B UL g7 B |18 B HEN A7 then
return w;
else if 54 A EAFTE4 then
10. limit++;
11. for i A7 A — %484 kdo
12. if sideEeffectAnalysis(k,limit)==w then
13. return w;
14. end if

© 0o N ok wDhd e
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15. end for
16. returnr;
17. else if 844 if 21 FIWT 48 2 &&HIWIE F) AL EAE then
18. return c;
19. else if 544 if M4 HIW 45484 then
20. return e;
21. else returnr;
22. end if
23.  else returnw;
24.  endif
2.4 PHEHT

FEFR BN TR A 745 ¢ Fon— A if IR IR e Ros— > if IR SR th T R AT
UE R NG — NGO, ST RS T A 2 7 AR 2R ABL c"Ae(A ARER A R AR O 7 17 e 41, L vh >0, 78 DL g i AR v, 75 2
W ¢ M e BRI 2R, B n FOER AN RE 19, S BOR 25 1A Bt 2 AN R 1, B AFRATI A3 T 41 B S AL fi
T 2802 73 A 7 A FD i X 15 5 A X ) AT A 5 UE I, A 78 2 P B A I I A 5K

EX 1 FIFHEWT AR R B U T HE A 3L Mig=(Q,2,76,d0,Zo, F) /& — ML 4R Ly,

Q={0o,0y,....a7}& — A 75 IRELE;

Z={rw,c.e} RN F LR H A r fREJ —AMEEAE W R DT EAE ¢ RF—A if ZAHIWHERIIT
U6 H AR W NS e D — > if 25 A I ) 1 25 TRORR
I={Z,,C,R,W,D,AB V&1 IR I ik 7 BE 3K

5=8(q,%,X) 72 ¥4 7% bR 45, — MRAST R, x X, 0 TR AL bR 50 e b MRS HE 5 o NI ANFF 5 XA T
FRRFF T BN A T HEE S TR g UATRA T8 x BARTIAT 558 X B R 4 B 2L RS
B FEHES S T ARERIGS X558 TH 3FER, 20008 X XX, o HH X RIRHFAHF X E
FAR TG R XX R X RN H, o7 3 U AT AR TG 3%

Qo NHTIRIRAS;

Zo AV TAT 5

F={01,03,04,...,07} N & &

THEEZIHL My FPIRAS Fe B BB 3 prom, J (g, X, THPE BT 3Rom (G XIT) IRES g BPIRES o' %
2 RERE 41 T

r,RIR w,W/W

r.ZJRZq w,R/AR

W

o/AZy r,2,/DZ,

¢,D/ID

’ 7\ ILRIDR 8Q'D/D
()
W,R/V e

¢,Zo/CZy

¢,R/ICR c,R/IR
¢,C/ICC ¢RIR
eClp w,ZyV
w,C/C ¢,ZolZo
er/C e,Zg/Zg

c,B/B

e,B/B

w,W/W w,B/V
r,B/B

Fig.3 State transition diagram of pushdown automaton M,
B3 R Bl Mg R A
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Biln: B 3 M T HEB SN TARES qov HHTHIANFR N r RTS8 Zo i, T 4 BAHLHRES qo
HeF B q, 75 R EARR .
BT LR/, T AR LS IR R 58 B 58 X5 B D Se={r.c} AT r Al ¢ H
I 1E B, Se={r,e} N 7T r Al e 4 I IE P AL, Se={r W,c} AT rw Fl ¢ 4 i IE AL, Se={r . w,e} AT
rw Fl e ZH B IE P, S={SwcSwe t, 3 1, FAF ¢ FIFTF e BEME.
EX 2(BEHIRABEX). — M F RAEHERT NS B, 2 B AR ST AR g .
A g FTIRAT A Sy={w} R n il F X R A8 58 AE 440 S 8087 R B R
TE X 3(EPRME X). — M T X B HEWT 1381, 21 BA 413k B A =Up H b 20545 g, FTiE2.
LB QT EZ T IEN S={SrSwe}  Ho 1, F5F ¢ FIFFF e AR T HIE S, A& F454F w, LR I 7+
XA 7 AR AT KR, i DA s .
TE X A(PPERARNMIE ). — NI X HEWT B R 42, 24 BACS 3 BT FIE 4TS o, BT,
AES qr BT 2 107 HI4E N Se={r cSTer"}, Fm I Ft X o Jetd & AR AE B AT, 2 ) /& — A if JI i1 A1) He
o WTE AR TR AR B A A A S AR A DA AN BRI R F a8 20 AR E A A
BRAE.
EX S5EI A RRIMEN). —Ma X B HER A B0 72,24 BACS R BT I 43 q5,04.06 FTHEZ.
AES 95 WAIIF IR Sq={rcS e}, Fnilfi F X 1 S & SR A sl A, 2 5 & — A if I8 A 3,
TE A A BLRAE T A A A& A B AR (R 2 DT — AN TR AE 235 g0 F1 g RN K7 91 7S 30 5 R 20 B 10 i 57
X, 2835 qa BT IR B I 5 51U Sso={S,Suad AR T DX AT 4507 B R J5 2130 00 5 #2435 96 TR B 7
FIEE N Sea={SuwtSr} AR N DX HlT 1 38 73 B4R AR J5 30 00 i k.
EX 6(THBHISHAIE ). U AL S 8T 5 87 BURTIAT 508 VIR, T HEE shlE EX 5 5
P F .
2 B A 20T 41 Dy s I, 2T i S XU A R AR U)K I 5 XA P s B S AR T0LRF 5 0 VIR BT IR i 7 41 56
Suwz={Xs(Sw1\USrUS¢USs1\USsp\USse) ¥, A 1 5 5 2 H1 AN 55 G 2R B B TN I 5 IX A 5 B AT [R) 25 OR AP
2.5 EMEX
AT T ERAEIE BT, BT A AR B ST AST, 2 SR [ AST (BT J5 k5 i 3R B [R5 Ui ik e
B [R5 YR 7375 1t RS T R 23 BT 45 3B 52 5 A O B AR AU aU kAT B A B M SRR N B 2 o R
PR T,
1) EJIRMOCYHT R AR R (BB LAT), HF HIWT B 2L LockSet HH & 75 4775 Wi WL 28 5 G BT 0t 82 [0 ) % (B8
2 A7) I R AFAE, T NV 2E LockSet Ht 3R 15 s ML 253 56 SO0T B2 IR R (B8 3 47°); 7 I AR ol — BT R 40T
G IFE WA ZE X R 5B RIS L R AN BEE LockSet (38 51T 28 6 17);

2)  ERE SRR S BT IR ¢ X R I S IX B B AT A str(E 8 4T);

3) Wi ¢ AREJTLBIR S E, MR B synchronized 4, 38 i T 4 B shALR B0 IE 57 X 52 5 87 41 str,
AR TR 25 SR AT A (5 9 17~38 13 17);

4)  Ea X EMETIE X ¢ FEM G c_r BT — SRR 17 17): 00 A — SR I 3R 5] E
A5 5 c_r(Z8 15 17); 5 W K8 5 B0 I 1 X ¢ 34T E A (28 16 17~28 19 47),H 1, Consistency J7 2
BT — SO A M HEAT & SLCE 3 5 es ).

B2, EMEIE

WANIERX c;

e E X c ME M SR

1. BRIRENE FEX ¢ X R AR E X R M;

2. if meLockSet then

3. lockfiled<—LockSet(m);
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else
lockfiled«<—new ReentrantReadWriteLock(-);
LockSet«—(m:lockfiled);

end if

str<—getEffectAnalysis(c);

if ¢ NEZE 7| c NEE B then

10.  F£B& synchronized A 3 4%;

11.  Results<-Pushdown(str);

12, RIE NG R Results ¥ ¢ EEM AN c_r;

13. end if

14. if Consistency(c,c_r) then

© o N gk~

15.  returnc_r;

16. else

17. RSB c EH c_w;
18. return c_w;

19. end if

3 —EEN

FlexSynct ™ g — AN AT L st it i A 7 bR ic 26 A5 [7] [ 25 WL 2 1) 3E 47 540 5% e () T B FlexSync HiE LT
— 5 T, DL S SR A T TE AN [ 5] 5 4L ) 2 T A e () — 30tk R TR RS R M OR IR B R Y TE B AT S R
FlexSync [ — Z5CHEAG AL, 25 H T FLock B8 A4 Hif J5 1 — S50 T A IR T 76 25 HE B0 2 A7, AT o 2 o AH DG 1 7
ZHHAT T L.

EX T(leFXEE). —MRHAETF P vERAXKESE XA C={c,Cp....Co} M TVeieC(L<i<n),
Ci={Ci1,Cizs .. .,Cik} 3~ Ci BRI 40 K AL B IR I - IX

BT P FHMAREEERNEL C 22— MERES N TVeeCA<i<n),¢ Bt —MEAX.c FrlLlg
YA TR E1R1E opis,0pia,...,0Pin 2 A8 JY{0Pi1,0pi2, . ..,OPir}=Ci.

Coefore Tl Cater 73531 7% 7% 25 M B A1 EE A4 J5 A I X S5 4, BH T FLock 78 35 M4 75 2243 Bl AL 1X, IK B Cerorel<
[Catter|, Fe 1, |CIR RIS C e ML

EX S(EMATHESR). — MR HAMBT P FAGH TR IG5 X I B4E & & SUHES S={51,52,---,Sn}

BT CRAMRES ALl S R —ANERES. BT — BT MRS Z A FE X, M m<n. 4 FVseeS,5. Bm
BB 25 B e 1 S B R A A

E X 9(PHRIP). X T VeieC(L<i<n),Is.eS(I<e<m) MRIGERX ¢; & T8 s, MRS, 52 ARY I R
N seO{ct i — 1, — A H LRI Z M T IX 8 S 5:O Cy, FH,Cy 2 Cherore T4, B CuChefore-

EX 10(EHEHES). —MNART P FEMZEIAMBUES T SUNES L=, 35 TVl,eL
(1<a<t),1,0C,,C, £ Causter I T4, B C,.Chfter-

EX LLERTSEFHEREE). X T Vel 1R 1, TEEAG BB E BT 58 BRBR A Y, 1 1 3R B0 TR
FHEBE BRIR, 8 SUH D1, 5 5 XA,

SESC 11 PO T B0 10 TR M 10 R 2849 SR i 1 S B AE B S B M R AT, T DA RS RO B, 7E B
HA) PN 30 5 BCBIUIRZS 1 1) 4.

EX 12(EWAEHITNXR). BT VoeCl<k<n),3s.eS(1<e<m),s;OC,; E 5, % T
ve,eC(1<v<n),l,eL(1<a<t),l,OC,. M E C,cC M s, Ml |, Z [AAFFE—— R K55 R, iE A se=l..

E X 13(Happens-before % &). Xt T Vc¢;eC,{opi1,0piz,. ..,0Pi +<Ci, U VA <U<r,1<v<<r), N % op;, e K AT
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opiv, I 52 X Happens-before 3¢ £ N op;, = opy,. # i Happens-before 3¢ £ 1) 4&3% 14, 10 5 opi,=opi, I H. opiy=0piw,
I opiy=0piw-

Happens-before ¢ & {58 X2 57 7F Java N AZ SRl ISR S 8 E R A 7R &2 Java il 5§ WA — 8
) BEUE N %00 RS T S — R B R o R R P 00 R MR AR AT IR AE S R AR TR B SR B
BLIRAE.

FT U B e R TSE HT A ) — S A DU A

B 1. 6 FEMET Ve eC(l<i<n),ds.eS(I<e<m), 7 s.O{c}; EMJF,ci={Ci1,Ciz,....Cod, X T V(1<
i<n1<j<k)ILeL1<a<t) 7 1,0{c;}.

U 1 Ui B 7 A AT AL TR B X AR A SR AT A TR AR R

FW 2. %T EHT, Ve eC(L<i<n),ds,eS(I<e<m), 15 s.O{ci}; EM G ci={Ci1,Ci.....Cad M T VC;(1<
i<nl<j<k)IeL(l<a<t), HEH L,O{ci} N se=la.

U 2 BB R ARG S X 7E se BIARI b B B 5 ¢ 1 70 3109 2 /N I 5 X, R 7 3% 281 57 X ) 4
o T S 2Z B AEAE — — X B ¢ 22 0 SR BT A 1 380 ] DA B 4 R BE A T/ () B 4 65 3 A2 [S|= L. 75 2 U AR 1)
A0 T FLock BEAG R 5 B — — % R0 OC &R, 18 R ILLE [R5 B 1 I AL A0 RAE BB R —— X R R & L.

U1 FEN 2 N E R FT R AR S5 A g AT 7 — B U TRUE T AR 25 4 1) SE B

BH T FlLock 7E 347 T[] 4H6r 55 4% B A6 I R BER A 77 R BRI 8 2 79 7 =X, THD = 4 R o v o 7 =X
HEAT I 58 3L

M 3. HEMET X F Ve eC(L<i<n),ds.eS(L<es<m) f#15 s.O{c;}; EM G ci={Cir.Cizs- ...Ci}, W R AN e L(1<
a<<t), 115 se=l, 0 Ve (1 <i<<n,1<j<K), A (laO{Ci b)) BT, 45 B 2 F 44 1T i mT AR E — Sk

FUN 3 1 B FERBI B AT T AR BRBIEI R & S8 REF O S8 H i PR B A
ST AT B 8 %) A 1) 5 380 A5 R S, R DA BRIE B 1 TR e i DA B 2 EE A T S R — 3.

F 4. ERIHT X T VeeC(1<<i<n),Is,eS(1<exsm), i3 s;O{c}; EM G, ci={Cis,Ciz,....Ci}, W R TNpeL (1<
a<t),flifg se=l,, HXF T ve;(1<i<n,1<j<k), A (l.O{ciHA(1a). 21{0pi1,0piz.....,0pirr<Ci I, % T Vopip,0pig(1<
P, 1<q=<r), WIRLE Cpefore T 0Pip=0Pig, M FE Catrer T3 0pip=0pig.

N 5. EHET, X T VeieC(1<<i<n),{0Opi1,0Piz...,0Pirt=Ci,Is.eS(1<e<m) f 153 s.O{c};EM 5, ci={ci,
Cigr - Cih I, eL(1<a<t),f Se=la, B A F Ve Cy(1<i<n 1< x<k 1<y <k xzy), A (la O {Cix.Ciy DA (1) 3 F
Vopip,0pig(L<p=<r,1<q=<r), 1 {opi}=Cix {OPig}r=Ciy,0pip F! Opiq Vi I [f]— A A7 47 & I H. opi, 8L opiq & 5 R 1F,
WA B8 24T 81 3 fi.

U 4 FOFM 5 FL[FARIE T 9170 A5 A I —BOE N 4 T80 00 ff 00 B AR HEAT T 20 B, 1200 T e 5 A 11
S IX 135 15 ) 1) Happens-before ¢ &, 8 fR 1% 0K F7E B M AT 5 A S0% AE FLock “LE B M0 b M AT
AL R K [7] 25 5% 22, 0] LAAE [R5 5% 2 (36 7ill_E % 57 Happens-before 5% 28, 35 17 #E4T 3000 340 52 000 5 M AR IR
A I 5 DX ST A R B R AT T R A TR R I R X ST PR R G SRR LE opi A1 opig VT 1] [R]
— AR B, A T RE R R 2 2 58 BT 0% S A AR 1 S AE X R R L R FLock R HE T — /N5 B T AN EAT 81 4 i

4 EHTAESI

FLock #&7E Eclipse JDT HEZE T~ ¥ i JF LA Eclipse i i 7 2 S B H, %F Eclipse H i 2£5ifi 28 Refactoring Al
UserinputWizardPage 25#E47 4, SEEUAH 5 1 55 44 22 48 10 vF A m 48 A4 177 B0 T 5 5T ¢ 1. FLock 25 44) Jit T %
B 4 fros, eun T B AR i 0 AR 2 B et b, 35 v, Ze ) Sy B84 Wi 0 ARSI g 44 5 AR P 1 0
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(Changes to be performed

or
package test;

public class SyncTest {
string name = null;
int age = 0;
boolean flag = true;

public synchronized int downgrading() {

Refactored Source

import j
linport

ava.util.concurrent. Locks. Lock;

public class SyncTest {
public ReentrantReadWritelock tlock = new ReentrantReadwriteLock();

String name = null;
int age = 0;
boolean flag = true;

if (flag)
age = 18; public int downgrading() {
tlock, readLock() . lock() ;
return age; if (flag)

+ try {
tlock. readLock () .unlock();
public synchronized int getAge() { tlock.writelock().lock();
return age; if (flag)
age = 18;
} finally {

public static void main(String[] args) {
SyncTest st = new SyncTest();

tlock. readLock() . Lock() ;
tlock.writeLock().unlock();

ava.util.concurrent.locks.ReentrantReadwriteLock;

st.downgrading(); :
st.getAge(); try {

return age;
} } finally {
tlock. readLock().unlock();
¥

}

public int getAge() {
tlock. readLock() . lock() ;
try {
return age;
} finally {
tlock. readLock().unlock();
1
}

public static void main{string[] args) {
SyncTest st = new SyncTest();
st.downgrading();

Fig.4 Screenshot of the FLock
4 FlLock H iy THF M

5 SEERITME

AT N AT IR )RR LB AT T SEIS A e e Se a6 e BN AR AT AR ARG N EMBE L B
A5 (R A RS AT BORT IS ) 45 7 T 25 HE 7 SI206 45 L R 6 45 B AT T 0 8L
51 LWEKLE

JRA SRB AR AE HP 2240 TE¥L 58 i, i% TAESE#3 Intel Core i7-7700 AbFEA%,i%A4b B 8% 3 41~
3.6GHzZ,H 4 MEE BT HFBARAR T THE 8 MEERNIZIT, AfFE N 8GB. & L #:1E R G4t H
Ubuntu 16.04, 1 A Eclipse 4.12.0 /E A E M TEMFF & F & /8 4 IDK 1.8.0_221 FFE )7 73 #r L H WALA 1.52.
52 MiXERF

ASCHEEL T 11 A S BRI AR FE oK 360 BT FE A T L A 2 R 3 e B R 5 45 HSQLDBM),
Jenkins?” Cassandral?, SPECjbb2005[22, JGroups!®, Xalan[?*, Fop'®! RxJaval?®, Freedomotic?”!, AntIr28] MINAIZ!,
HrF HSQLDB & —/MJT¥E I Java $#7 )22, Cassandra J& Apache 2 7] I 20 4 20 NoSQL 45 22 % 4t Jenkins
J— N IFIR B A 31k R S5 3% JGroups S B 203 15 T H. SPECjbb 2005 & Java I FH IR 5% 2%l 10 F8 52, Xalan 1 Fop
437 A& Apache 2 5] (1) XSLT % e 4b 25 28 Ak =040 G Ab 2 88 RxJava & Netflix 2 & (I 7E Java VM A5 F o] W
T2 SR RS 1 . T SR IR 5 1 5  Freedomotic & — AN TR IR 4 I U HE 22, Antlr & — AN AR BT 2325 A%
#,MINA /& Apache 2 ] (¥ 1 £ B FAE 420 S6 55 73 (R AR AR 545 I8 BL 3 [R5 5 VR ()25 e g A B DA B RS 47
L 1.



3720 Journal of Software k35 4& Vol.32, No.12, December 2021

Table 1 Benchmarks and their configuration
F=1 MR KH R E

Es Ji A R WS REITH
HSQLDB 24.1 71 613 175 568
Jenkins 2.190.2 47 227 160 246
Cassandra 3.11.4 13 226 431 022
SPECjbb2005 1.01 22 168 12519
JGroups 4.15 41 138 122 885
Xalan 2.7.2 31 51 89 149
Fop 2.3 7 25 198 555
RxJava 2.2.13 20 8 99 623
Freedomotic 5.6.0 6 15 56 211
Antlr 4.7.2 13 3 60515
MINA 2.1.3 3 9 23 482

53 KWHERKTH
FE S5 A FLock % 11 /MARR 7 #EAT B S A 0 A B ARRDAT 8. B SR 5 I HER P EAT
T HF, I 5 #E #4 T A Relocker 1 CLOCK #E47 T %t L.
5.3.1 #iEMNE
FATTE Jext FLock B4 S5 AN R R B B A0k AT 1 IE S A 45 R L3 2.
Table 2  Refactoring results by FLock
%2 Flock EA4E

R L H i i ED
) MRADATH AERUE | REATE B B BB 58 SN SR | iEs)

HSQLDB 175 568 684 179 324 6 39 109 530 41 18
Jenkins 160 246 274 162 008 3 14 19 238 23 16
Cassandra 431022 239 432 442 2 24 39 174 26 73
SPECjbb2005 12519 190 13301 1 2 58 129 17 24
JGroups 122 885 179 124 126 5 33 28 113 9 7
Xalan 89 149 82 89 386 2 5 19 56 12 19
Fop 198 555 32 198 790 2 0 9 21 4 15
RxJava 99 623 28 99 794 0 1 8 19 2 8
Freedomotic 56 211 21 56 485 2 1 2 16 3 5
Antlr 60 515 16 60574 2 5 1 8 2 5
MINA 23 482 12 23549 0 3 1 8 0 2

J=S78 1429775 1757 1439779 25 127 293 1312 139 192

S8 25 ST DA AR 10 N FE R P 367 391 ANFEKE A F A4 g kL . P L I L2 T 0 B e o B o %
HBRMAECE 25 N, H A, HSQLDB Fix £, & 6 4N, EH /34 7E org.hsgldb £ B [ Session 51 Table 2 ,1X
PN 3l FH R AT session FIMR AT HU s e 3% 1 B0 45 W R J7 5 7E RxJava il MINA ob | T 52 5 b
PR A M A2 0 B R B 5 T A A X R T 45 Dy B R O 5 N B A R R R B ) AR
N 127 A, #E HSQLDB,Cassandra 1 JGroups JURRE 7 A 25 4] i 2 8 DR o0 i A = AN Bk 2 R R
Fop HH A& 32 AP B WAL %, S AG 5 8T P9 B IS AL B B 4 Bt o0 R A =X 7 A O IR T 1T 293 M E
WA AL B0 5 Ry A, 8 IR AR HSQLDB 1 Cassandra H7, 3245 1 o5 U AR & & ZE A2 Antlr 1 MINA
168 FH 8 0 A ASE = L A SR ) N B0

TEHE A4 T A FLock 9, I T R I 3 XA — S50 0 DU 0 58 243 3 — B R 3 Je R 1 s e — St A
T T X B 6 F A IR T, B T MINATIRRE 740, o4 10 AN AR 7 S /7 7038 15 — SO I B 1) 175
WRAE S 139 A, H 1 HSQLDB H i £, A 41 AN X6 33K SR AR 2 — S0 00 1 3 X, 3R 1 8 e AT T3 47
B 43 A 1T SR 5 T DI SR IX I AR 4 X
5.3.2  E R SR AR AD AT #

FATTXS HE A AT G SR AR AT EORAT T Gt X SRR AT O OB T — B R LR T R )F ME T &
My AL B 1 TAE & 3-8 SLOCCount(https://dwheeler.com/sloccount/) T B %} A8 54T E i 47 48 1t i%
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T. B/ 1 David A.Wheeler 1 & {1 TR T G AR ATHUM TR AMUEA T2 MEERG PG MBS G T 2
FiES.

11 AN HAHE P35 1 429 775 AT, B A4 J5 AR AT 80N 1 439 779 47,340 7 10 004 47415 1 T E A4 Al
A58 P £ 2 ) 250, A J A0 P 150 5 0 T SRR B I B AR B, o HL TR A try-finally 1B A3 BT DLE M f5 2>
WIS ATHL T HSQLDB MHAFE T, i T HAS W RS H &2, TG SR AR AT St ik 2 18 2
3 756 17X} T Jenkins,Cassandra,SPECjbb2005 H1 JGroups Ml RF2 T, BT & 4116, & 1 [R5 4%k B 78 100 %] 300
2 18] AR A (AT B i &2 2 A8 A0 T 1 762 47 1420 4T 782 471 1 241 47 %F T RxJava,Freedomotic, Antlr
AT MINA TR, BT 2 1 RS B AR AT U SR 350 70 A 17147 274 47 59 47 f 67 4T

XEERADATHAE — @ R T LRI T BT R G E AR T B 1) TAE &, i R A F s w5 T RA
R B e AR AR B [R5 B L A B SRS AT A S0 A9 AE -3 EE A HSQLDB AR 7 I, 75 AL 17
FIAT BARES o 33k 684 AN A5 B IR HEAT F 0, i 28 45 S S 190 3 756 AT /0HY X Bl - sh A RER KO B 5 4
FETF 51 N0 B 2, 6 TR 7 BT R IR IR 25 B K38 43 43 A 7E. org.hsqldb 63 5, 43 A ARG L 55 4 = 76 FOP
o,32 AN B AL B AE A E R N 235 47 4CHS 18 32 AN W MR 28 K 5 A 4E 2 034 A java ST AR AR E
TG, g 3 #8143 FE B AR A P FRATI T & 8 B ) E A T H H 4 HSQLDB 1 FOP Y, 73 HilX i 2 18s Fil 15s R AT
SERL AT AR K T AR A TAER.
5.3.3 R

11 ANHAFR 7 A I S FE I 1925, AR /7 T SRR 17.55, 13K 2.HSQLDB IR A3 Xt R4 £, 684
A UEAL B8 X G FEAFERS Sy 18,72 /7 Cassandra AUARAH X 458 K JRAD AT 50N 431 022 47, EMIFER A 73s;JGroups
A1 Xalan A4 FEIN 435 )y 24s F1 19s;SPECjbb2005,RxJava,Freedomotic, Antlr A1 MINA [ F& F7 HUAR AR % 458 /8 5
FAFERT 292 25~8s. i Job o 3k £ i 757 (147 5440 BT 1) JEAT 20 A7, FRATT R I B A T2 2L 7E S A B BB D R = 2R T
FEF RS 0 0 B R e Bl A, 3 25 2 A I ) A 3 o s P R M I TR BB K ot FOP AR 3 b IR AT BN
198 555 1T, AR H 5 HSQLDB F2 /7 FIARAS FUE AR 24, (H 3 op A & R D BN BE 3 2D, 20 A7 A X LU R i, i
S0 AT B S AE KB O H7EI8 R AT BT FLock W LA A St 528 B 8 M, I AU 158, K Kk
/b R FERT G AR R
5.3.4  EMIE#ME

Tk R JE AR T I R A AT BE, FRATE AL 3 AN TRET T R E, LS SR A A 25 Y
RTIEM. MBTFMES A E R T IEM. BIEMNEHRT IEM. T B oA MK B 3h3iE TR, &A1 E
ERATFLAEMNIT R

TE 56 UE HE W78t 28 7Y (0 ke 1k O T, FRAD F- B R 2 9 — AN MREHR o o 45— A i S DX IR AR, FRATT R I 4 B
HH R I B — N BB A A BRATT AR HE TR TR 2R B A, FRATT R L FE Cassandra PUFE 7 A, 3 70 AR RS 7E
HERTHE T S B BT I 5 S B A A TR A B, R S A Flock F o R AT B A, 45 SR R I Flock 4tk W7
B9 B AN A R B B B AR A R, R — A A A 2 bz 4k kA= #E - CompactionStrategyManager 25 (1]
maybeReload 779, 1% 77 V5 R A I 'S 81, (H A2 Flock ¥ HLHEW A0 05 X, 40 F T R BLAE FH 85
fi ¥ 7 2 R U R T TR OB 4R T 0 AR I =K

TE JA0 W7 o B R A B AT B D R B A P T FRATT R A T T o(1) R 0 4 R T R R — A
1E;(2) fARBIERIER BN finally B A)H A ;(3) 40HRLFE 81145 M2 7 IE M. 200 A8 2 3RATTIF A B BUAH G4 .
BAMBE S BT P8 S 7R 7 0 I # 0, R DX S RE 5 78 AT i R i IR RS 7R T LLIE#iE AT
5.3.5 HEMHT G HEREXT

A4 1% B HSQLDB,Jenkins,Cassandra,JGroups 1 SPECjbbh2005 k4T ¥4 fE i, 2 Al LLk $63X 5 M T, 2 B
NEATIAE A B AR HH A5 52 (3t 7R R 1) B IR AR T

HSQLDB #£1 T JDBCBench I FE 7, 1% 88 7 AR 45 a0 B 5 From, o rp o AL ks oA b B2 5 4550, o0 il 45
H 7 H % H0CN 100k,200k,300k FI 400k [1E HL; AL FR 5 55 Ab 5 28 N B e DUE H 2 R PP AE AL 38 100k
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AN 55 B FR T A S P IR P 52 5 B 1 S 5% e Lt A U TR B 1 S S5 Sk A SR T AN e A
% &1k 3| 200k,300k 1 400k I, 14 f5 Lt 544 5 R 2 7 28 5 55 % B4R FH K20 15%,19%F1 22%, 4 F+ 5 9 B
LR R UL, HSQLDB {5 FH 4tk 5 1Y) 352 55 4 4E 5 45 26 7 T B 44 i LU FE A AT P30 88 1 18%, Tin B 58 FH &t s 3¢
A B T3 F HSQLDB (¥4 B, 1M F AT 1 14 T2 W DA Bl 55 Rt 52 460 g IR 55 495

S F Jenkins, FATE L T I AP A B SR AR P UpdateCenterTest,FunctionsTest 1 FilePathTest #£47 7 /3.
64T 3 AN nilla 1t AT B 18], 7T LA Y B eI UpdateCenter Test 7€ 544 5 Jo B2 7 (9 $AAT B 8] J AR 7%
254k, 1M FunctionsTest 7 1) J5 AT A [0 4655 7 17.3%,FilePathTest £F i) J5 AT A (B 4645 7 20.9%.
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A i _ — [ 120 4 [ WEkZe
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5 = 601
e
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TS LTI
Fig.5 Performance comparison of the HSQLDB Fig.6 Performance comparison of the Jenkins
benchmark before and after refactoring benchmark before and after refactoring
K5 HSQLDB i) 14 A L K6 Jenkins 4| J& B VERE LLAEL

%t JGroups, I AT EL T R AL FF RoundTrip,RoundTripRpc,UnicastTest A1 UnicastTestRpc #4714, iX 4
AN BUFE 5 #8 A2 MCP ABE 2L 2 TA) 2 ik 5 3 W e 70 SRR 48 SR an P81 7 B s, JFG o R A A D AR 7 0 A
B A SR AL B SR G5 R AR R DU H 4 N IIR L B S5 15 SR AL B SR AR AT AT 3R T, 43 4R T+ T 15.5%,7%,5%F11 9%.

X MAAR 7 Cassandra, FATTIE L T H o i) S0l FE /5 BatchTests,SimpleQueryTest I ManyRowsTest
HEATYERE I, B 8 45t 1 3 R STl i E AT S BB AT B[R]0 T B ARE FP BatchTests,Cassandra B
1) J5 2 ARAT I (8] 5 3548 W2 3 (R PR AT B () 36 A5 48 7] % T SimpleQueryTest 1 ManyRowsTest 1% % 4~ BT
TRAR 7 AT B ) 5 A (R 2 B 1 e, 30 2 o A i R AT B TR K 0 460 T 7%,

25000 300
el 0 N — —
20000 A £ AR ] 250 1 | =3 ffﬂ]*?éﬁg@ﬁ:
/\f m ] % 200 A
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B o
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e
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IATEFF Ll
Fig.7 Performance comparison of the Jgroups Fig.8 Performance comparison of the Cassandra
benchmark before and after refactoring benchmark before and after refactoring
Kl 7 JGroups AT G 0P RE LU K 8 Cassandra M0 5 B4 E L%

& 9 45 T SPECjbb 2005 3217 25 8L, H 1, &l 9(a) 45t T & I 2 Bl 4R AR AU A B 100 16 9(b) 45 H T HE N A7
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AR ) 71 73 BBt A A B A P DL NI O () WT LA HH - 24 o b B0k 8 R (i 2 )5, ok Y T 20 0 11 A e B B2 LA
JEV AR FEE 155 55 B0 10 A e B vy — 3t U B O AN BT I 0L 5 P 58 155 5 Ak e 0 L £ [ 20 3 2
4 B 9(b) 45 th T AE AN R AR RESAAT 17 DL N A5 R HE A A7 5 S WA B 2 L AR 2R AR O 8 I R S AL I A 3
AR G b TR A A T AR LR AR BN 12 I R e EE A S5 O A A2 0 o L A P A X U A A A
(7] B AN AN [ 2 T P9 A 10 6 P 100 2% A S [0 T B ATT B0 v 0 B TR T R N B 4 3t — (R £ 4
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Fig.9 Performance comparison of the SPECjbb2005 benchmark before and after refactoring
9 SPECjbb2005 = #) i Ji5 (11 B8 Eh 4%
5.3.6 LHXFE

FATH: FLock A1 LA 1 H 44 T H Relocker®#t 47 7 %t L. Relocker f& Schafer & A ¥ i+ S8l — /> E Zh E A
T AT DA [ 25 8 A Dy T N B B B 1 L R — R R A A IS X, S A S I A R R I i A
3. BT Relocker B IF A A SCRF i A 1 IDK, PR MR 12 2 36 (8 T I IDK A 1.6 RFR P i 1
HSQLDB Al Cassandra, & 443 >4 1.8.0.10 F1 0.4.0(bb 3R 1 M RRAAK), 3 5 /N2 57 Hh A& () (R 25 B 1) it e
2R S8 R I B AR AS T AN [F) :HSQLDB & JL 5% 266 MR 254, Cassandra & 3L 57 AN EED 8L BATH 2%
{# /i Relocker X oAt 2 Fe #E4T B4, 1B tH T Relocker JF & ¢ 5 #AS 37 4 56 3 6 R AR J#E 4T B A4,

#* 3 %4t T Relocker 1 FLock E #4945 5 ix b, 7] B tH:Relocker R A8 A 38 55 8 ik 47 [5) 2B R 47, i1 HL
A7 AEAS B8 EE RV 17 85 FLock AN mT BAHE W sz 8RN ' 80, 1 B ] LS B R D 4R B 1) 49 2 ) 78 S 4 A A I8 |
FLock Lt Relocker #EWT H 1 5 2 [ 8, &2 N LEQAIE, 5 H FLock #F4T B A4 J5 13281457 FH 1R . Relocker ¥4 W7
gl AL 00 L TR T e 5 20 BT IR FE A %X B /0 AT IR A A (9 2 Relocker FBRIAE . 7E B #4  [H] -, Relocker
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Table 4 Comparison of CLOCK and FLock
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