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Abstract: Deadlocks are a common defect of parallel programs. To detect deadlocks, dynamic deadlock analysis methods build models
such as lock graphs and segment graphs according to program running traces. However, a lock graph and its existing variants cannot
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distinguish different executions of one lock acquisition statement in a loop structure. The lock set used in extended lock graphs cannot
capture those locks which were once held and then released. A segmentation graph cannot model the inter-segment dependencies caused
by the coupling of lock release/acquisition operation and thread start operation. The above problems have led to a variety of false
positives. To address this issue, existing lock graph and segment graph models are improved. Specifically, a lock graph is extended with
statement execution order information. A segmentation graph is expanded with lock acquisition and release information. Furthermore,
segments in a segmentation graph are more finely divided in the improved model to capture the inter-segment dependencies caused by
lock objects. Eventually, based on the improved models, a new deadlock detection method is proposed. It can eliminate the
aforementioned false alarms effectively and improve deadlock detection accuracy. A corresponding prototype system is developed for
experimental evaluation. The validity of the proposed method is verified through experiments.

Key words: program verification; deadlock detection; lock graph; segmentation graph; dynamic deadlock analysis

N AT R G I AT R IFAT G AR BT 202 A 5 I I B8 3 A R A2 2% P (K AN T 7 K
N2 AT R F A5 R YR 507 T (0 ANf 2 T B0, 800 S 40 L7 PR 6 75 258 R e H 2 R IR 2 2 2 e
HARR LI I R i B 2 — SRR R AR o 2 BORE PP TG T T 5 38 A7 HL 2802 R 40 1 05t , by By SR AN b B Py 5 i L
G S, 24 30%I1) 3 5 5 B 15 LA DGO, KT ab, SRR ) e R e P T S R e A e R A e 1 ) L

SCHRCLTHE 245 K (9 JEBIRL I 7 42593 S 3 26805 BRUE W) 15 B 50 190, it 4 WOV g s 4 i 200,

o BRI W B LR W R IR AL A R T P 20 AT i e o3 A R 3 A S R S A BOR, T 5
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Threads, T K 4 B H 109 3 AN P B A Dy — T AR BT B X P77 vk ] S0 A A, (EURE A7 £ 2 P R IR IR R 4. B L — 26
FEVT MO P BN IAEE . d T TR 3R . BAT DRI AR 10 22 A LR 2 18] (R BB B A 3 U 34 245
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T BRI, SCHR[18] 58 ST I )RR Ji) I ke 20 e e B 2 B T start R join 1R T 1R () B
PR BRI OG AR I 2E 1 L P BB AR 45 15 S Y 17—l 5 1 0 5 I B R PR AR A ) S8 ARG DN vk R T
DUHERR B LR REFR L T1BIPA A 22 e 0] B A D RO AR ) BUBUHR BUR AT 24 3 BUR 2 41
AR, 3 SO BRI Ty PRI A AR T T L
(1) EEBUE . B . PR EE AT R P A5 AR 2 i BRSO I 6] [) — AN BB B ) 1 22
AT AN IS5 0 52 B 2 op AT — MR R R ) — AN BRI f, AT REAE S S5 IR B4 vh 5 SE B
M 53— S84 U P AN 2 5 1R FEA, i T IZ SN L2 51 ST ) 5 41
(2) 73 BP0 5 AL FCPA i 1 B S I3 A1 2 T2 1 B A DAL SRAROR, (H 23 BB 0 im) T[] — 2 7 A 45
A1 0] i DR SR LA J% o 1 2R R start join 5 5 5 S30AR £ 75 i) DR SR O 2R g S5 e, B0t 2 FRy R
AR 5 2R (1 start #5415 A% 5 I ) B8 3 BUA [ L RE 1A L 1 BRLR A8
(3) ARG AE TR A3 T B R AT PAT I IE RF A I B, O 9 S HERR T B4 3 B iR 4R R i, B
TR B B R BORT B AR, SR AR AR L B e R R RE A A L DA 2 BRI SR R T
AR, AT AT RE T BULBI R IR,
SCHR[21] % 45 o 3R 57 3 254, (R AR AT il o SR T s o R B0 R, L 45t IR BRI DN 7 V5 JF AN g
HEER Z R R
N A b3 ) R A S 5 T AE ST BT B A R 0 T 0 B PAAT IR S LA DX 3 A A R AN [ R 2k R
ARHEAE e AR L I e 0 ) B PO M O T T A 23 B TR R R B e B ) SR EORURE TR B 6 Bk AT B
2R P52 M3, LA SE DAy o i 3t 220 i 5 DR RAROR R SR Y T B ) B IO R R SR T XA
TR AOET I SRR I T3, AT LI B R R IR L TTBIA . 2RIt T2k start A1 join #4f:
1512 1Ay PR 2R 5 2R S SRR PR AR A, O B Bk £ T B0 S IO RE ORI BRI 55 e fe start AR R &5 51 I B AR G &
BRI ZEB AR, T HLBE R RR 7 SRR AT B BRI BRI, R el SRR AR B s TR U 1 v 1

1 EBISsNSH

1.1 EFZLG)

KLAHT — A2 LBEBR P Program LB 4 NMEFE(FELFE. threadA. threadB. threadC)#l 7
MBI %(G,01,02,m,n,p,q).threadA  H AL & — MG IR E G R A8 R 44 b 1R B2 A 7] 23 1 2 IRBAT B 4848 Ik 1)
BB £ 5 R AL A, T 5 — L858 KR & 5 8881 B 41 threadB A1 threadC 72 T4 %1% m,n M EE 3R L
S FRECANPEBL MG T p,g MIKESIREL A T 25T 108U T 18000 A 23 3 BOE 8t

BRI E, B LK IR A 3) threadA F threadC, 2 Jii B %€ H 2] threadA $447 45 3 .threadA J&3 3)) J5 AT W $2 76
B — R B AL SR BB G, 5 TERFA B G MHTHE T AKX AT IREUEE ol BEH 0l SREUHL 02, B
B 02 [MERAE 355 BB G R IR AN [F) 2 A0 7E T2 28 1 AR PR PRI (flag=0 i), threadA 23 fil % 3 /2 ) threadB;
M3 2 565 AR (flag=1 ) JC UL threadB #¢8 3)) 5, e AT SRIEN G FIURE IS G I ERAE, 2 J5 T $AT 3R X
023 HL 01 B 01 FNEEII 02 (K31 ASHE & B, “threadA 55 1 #8463 b 5¢ T80 01 1 02 [ Hk E FRHL” 5 “threadB
T 02 il ol MR E SR A2 BN Jy threadA 55 1 5895 3F IR & F54T Bl % G, threadB &4
A2 VRSB G 1 BH %€, {24 thread A BEJBUBH G )5 threadB A REIAT G SLER1E. 3 5 2 B0 G IR BRI 3K
BUAE B IR N4 E 2 IR B — M R R OC 2 0045 19 3 JEVE 9 R, AN ITTAS 2 BOPE 8 AH S b threadA 25 2 561
INMHAT I 357 2 threadB Je3RINEN G FERETN, 2 5 AL FEA 1 02 [¥ A B FRE 4 oL, 1M MK B thread A 7 56 4
G 1 ol [F[F] IR 1 02, sk i 2 fis 2 A6

Pb o threadB [ L3R # 4E A0, B85 40 AT SR IR my 3REUSE ny BB n (3RAE IR R B m IS 0L R
PATIRI g SR po BB p BRI q B #EAE, 5 ARS8 m.threadC % 32 2672 3 ) J5 , JE K UGR I ny BRI m,
B m, G TR R A B n I RTER N AR KRB p 3REX o BRI o B 3 p, 3 Ji5 TR U n. A i i B:threadB ¥ threadC
HOC T B mon IR SREURY BC— /B0 S IR R A S5 A (B B 0] B — /N JL S AR 8L AR 17, “thread B 76 28 27 47
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328 AT KB g F p MHRE IR 5 “threadC 728 35 171 36 172 T8 p A1 g MIHRE R A& T 8su 8,
Jg threadB KL q 1 p BT 49 H 81 m, il — H. threadB 5E4%H T m, | threadC 1§ 234 BH 22 75 55 34 4735 m
WAL T TV R I p Al g3 R 2 threadC 3RIW p A1 g BIRTHEEFFA 81 n,fi— E. threadC JEHEH T n, 0
threadB 4 4 FHL € 76 55 26 AT 3K n AOAL L, AT JC AL BREE 3R g Al p. et it AT W: BLAK threadB #4472 28 473K M p
A I RE A 1R B4R D {m, g} threadC R AT 55 36 17 SRR q (#1115 KRR I B4R o {n,p} IS R BAR EL AT,
H AT 00 SR AR SR UM BN 4 n A1 m A 2 T8 MM B T 3K P AN B4 I R IR T Be 1,
A EATA 2 S BILH.
Table 1 Pseudo-code of a multithreaded program, denoted by Program 1
Fz1 LR Program 1 I Dh ALY

ThreadB:
20: poblic void run{
21: synchronized(G){-}

Main Thread: 22: synchronized(02){
01:public static void main(String[-] args) throws InterruptedExce{ 23:  synchronized(ol){-}
02: flag=0; 24: }
03: new threadA.start(-); 25:  synchronized(m){
04: new theradC.start(-); 26:  synchronized(n){-}
05: threadA.join(:); 27:  synchronized(q){
06:} 28: synchronized(p){-}
29: %}
30: 3}
31:}
ThreadA:

07: poblic void run{

08: for (inti=0; i<2; i++){
09:  synchronized(G){

10: if (flag==0){

ThreadC:
32: poblic void run{
33:  synchronized(n){

11: new threadB.start(-); 34+ synchronized(m){-}
ig: flag=L; 35:  synchronized(p){
14:  synchronized(o1){ gs synchronized(q){-}
15: synchronized(02){-} 38 }}

1 30: }

3

18:

19: }

1.2 sl H

i BT Program 1 A7 7E 4 b AN G Hk 2 SR AL B R 0 PG REA 14 (A 99 Adh o) . L SEE AR, 59 AR AN
S YA AR AL B 1 B A B0 0 T J5 1L TV X Ll O, bR Ot 5 S5O B R 3R

BRI % Program 1 F- iz 47808 L ER 2. start(u V)R &2 u J8 shE6FE v B, stop(u)fR R £
T2 u & EERAE join(u V)RR L FE u 5251 BB LR v 205, acq(t )2 n 2 F2 € SRIBUAT | I # 41  rel (1, ) A0 45
T ORI | IR B84 T T DI T4 B RN TR A0 VRl 1 A I 7 42 A 491, 18 W3 A 2 3 285 43 W 5 4k I A D 5 2R

SCHR[L7]5E T start A join K- JRAR 2 B AE 23 AR 2 BE AR 35 AN BEAE AT LT b 1) 26 Ji5 (88 0% R A4 it 43
BB AR U, AN R F R FR S I — N T46 B 2 05 2 AT A start(u,v) B 7R R R u R 2 b i —
BB AR v IRI— MR B AR u (9 B —ANBES X AN B T8 N — 45 AT 1) 91 A A AT HR 1
join(u,v) it A ZB i u AN —ANBBEAE u 1 B —ANBES BRBLIRS I — 457 R IR IR AR LR RE v IR R L B S IR B
)t 28 00— 25 A 1) AR LA 1) I 0 75 R A 2 R v BAT LB VE IS U BBV 0. X T3R8 1 I8 AT 9Tk, /) it B 15
5 B B n B 1) BT .

Kk b 3 23 BBl A1, SCHR[17] 00 8 18] 45 4% A 1) 9R(locky, lockp)yd™ se #5 it f5 )5 arclD:(seg,ID, (threadID,lockSet),
seg,ID) 2 H T B K B & H o arcID FORINEME— 1D threadID F R M Hr 8t G EERT B &R 1D,
seglID 8% threadlD 3REUEL lock, FTERI BT ,seg,ID G threadID FREX4H lock, ) BT £E (K B 5, lockSet 183
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thread 1D RELE! lock, B FF 17 (1 8L 18] 1(b) 4 1 384T X I 4 e Bt 1 e el 2 A1 LR k.
13307 BREIN 9 R B i, SCHR[17]4% B an T~ FL RO 2400 (1) 7 R B I vh P AN B TR SRR AE M ) — 451
W 38;(2) PR RAE S B T AN R R (3) 20 BB o 3K P AN #A J £E H) BOAN AR AE AT 1) B AR AR I (R A7 AL o)
A U 58 ] 3K P A R A AEAE AT IRFP L TR 58 i MR OC 3R TR O R, Al AN A RSB B0);(4) X P SR A AT IR
FHA B B AMAL.
Table 2 Arunning trace of Program 1
% 2 Program 1 [K)— &84T EL

#AEF Y 1D EEC X threadA threadB threadC
1 03:start(Main,threadA)

2 09:acq(threadA,G)
3 11:start(threadA,threadB)
4 14:acq(threadA,o0l)
5 15:acq(threadA,02)
6 15:rel(threadA,02)
7 16:rel(threadA,01)
8 17:rel(threadA,G)
9 09:acq(threadA,G)

10 14:acq(threadA,o01)

11 15:acq(threadA,02)

12 15:rel(threadA,02)

13 16:rel(threadA,01)

14 17:rel(threadA,G)

15 21:acq(threadB,G)

16 21:rel(threadB,G)

17 22:acq(threadB,02)

18 23:acq(threadB,01)

19 23:rel(threadB,01)

20 24:rel(threadB,02)

21 25:acq(threadB,m)

22 26:acq(threadB,n)

23 26:rel(threadB,n)

24 27:acq(threadB,q)

25 28:acq(threadB,p)

26 28:rel(threadB,p)

27 29:rel(threadB,q)

28 30:rel(threadB,m)

29 19:stop(threadA)

30 31:stop(threadB)

31 04:start(Main,threadC)

32 33:acq(threadC,n)
33 34:acq(threadC,m)
34 34:rel(threadC,m)
35 35:acq(threadC,p)
36 36:acq(threadC,q)
37 36:rel(threadC,q)

38 37:rel(threadC,p)

39 38:rel(threadC,n)

40 39:stop(threadB)

41 05:join(Main,threadA)

42 06:stop(Main)

2 EIRRUNIE 1(b)H 1D 2 2,7 (1P A AT 1R 910G B2 R R A 2 A D 3 BORBIL R D P £ 3 RE B R Ik
i, 20 Jm AN R O 2R, BT AE 1K) 6 5 BUNT 6 5 BONAEAEA 1) BR AR AR L, P 55 A IO B4R {G,01} 55 {02} A HIAZ. 1L AP,
ID 24 5 (AT 1M 3N 1D 2 2 1R P4 AT 1) 9IR []— AN BERIGE A0 78 A A [ R A3 R IR R AR SRAT 3 e BRI O
S EL I, I (AR A5 B o8 4 FE, ATt A0 80— AN SR8 i SEFr b ass 1.1 35 pnds, e — A R sk
SRR, o — AR R IR RS, I8 1(b) 1D 11,15 P 45 1] IOR B (KA R AT 45 B 4 20000, ATt 25
A E T BOEBAR AT Pk XA SRR iR R

IRE 1A BRAR AN P AR Y thread A AEHF A BT G 2 )5 U7 AR B4R threadB, iy B0 1 70 2,7 1 4550
X 7 () 458 A1 1] L AT A 2R DG AR (59 2 068 2 P B AR SR AT S8 TFRETBUB G I8 7 0%k 17 (9 4541 5 RERAT), T X Aok DAL 2R
KA B P AR BEZN (5 5 BURN 6 5 BUI AN AEAT 171 B 422). g A BRIX ) il A SR Je oK o S “4f-start”
A DR MO R AR

5 2 AR A AR U sthreadB RIBUBH p A4 256 SR MK n, M8 n (ORI BT threadB SR q I 19 #5481
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EASA T n; W3 threadC AIGREUEL g 220056 3K B m, 78 m RS BT threadB 3REL p IR BIE A&
B mIXES BT AT R B RS A R A E A T DU R AR R A A RS HERR T 1B R R, T L2k
SE JEAA B — AN WA P T SE s b 25 BN IE Al R AEA W n T 34 threadB RN IR BUR A BEIR A4
threadC.25blHh, 81 m #5 245 threadC FRIMIFREBUS A BEAZAL LS threadB, th A2 B, ) T R I AE 42 T4 HE u 2
SRS ) v 2R BUEE R BT S o TS, DT SRR BN 3R IR AE acg(u,0) B 2 TR B 3R Y
BAE acg(v,0), FRATTRRIX Tl OG0 “ g s e 0 B -Fe A B0 R A& D ARG &, LT 4 58 AW 5 45 th.Program 1
IXRh AR R B SRR /E 26:acq(threadB,n)%% T- 33:acq(threadC,n)$147; [F I, 3 /E 34:acq(threadC,m)%% T 25:
acq(threadB,m)#47. X A 24 33:acq(threadC,n) 55 34:acq(threadC,m) [ J& —A> 2k 75, 75 A1) W ¥ 76 /5 1 44 33:
acq(threadC,n) 4% 5T 34:acq(threadC,m)$h 47, 1 It AT 75 26:acq(threadB,n) 5 % 4% T 25:acq(threadB,m) P47 4%
X AN AT BEIR, DA A A O Al — 2672 threadB HIWAHRAE, 28 26 1735 A6 MY.F 26:acq(threadB,n) AN T HESE T2
25 ATiE AN N ERAE 25:acq(threadB, m) B AT X 15 B A v 1) g L R 8- A 0 R A DR SR RO G R TEVE S
F35 A2 , IR, RIS 22 AN B3R EXCA 1 A4 BGRB8t D0 25 B I fish R BEA. LA 1 0 B I R e 40 ] A 78 34 R o ak
“ 7 SRR - R R B R SR AR G R HEAT 20 R R R R T BT A IR B 2 BB IR

Main
threadA start(-) threadA
threadC LL threadB
threadC.start(-) . . threadB.start(-)
threadC.start(-) threadB.start(-)
[ 3] i 5] 6
threadA join(-)
IIla—// threadA join(-)
(a) 7 BH

09 3:<2,(threadA, {G,01}),5>

§:<6.(threadB. {m} ).6)>

13:<4,(threadC. {n}).4)>

10:<6,(threadB, {m,q} ).6)>,

o
<(ot{w} gpeamp)ois o

5:<5,(threadA, {G,01}),5>

14:<4,(threadC, {n,p} ).4)>

7:<6,(threadB, {02 },6)>
(b) ¥ REBIK

Fig.1 Segment graph and extended lock graph corresponding to the running trace in Table 2
K1 3R 23847 BOL xS N i 73 B A e i 14

— BT SRR AR A A Dt DR R P R R 1 3 G R RO L R O R AR SORE BB S v
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IR 2 Al DR SRR CEL e 50 AR AEAT AR B b B, 8 56 8 2 SRR R e 4 A R A HOBURT EL R R A A T
EX IHREMKBEERXR). 58 D2 LIER)F 1T 5L o=ee5.. €.

()

@

@)

HHIE e 5 e [ JE—ANLAE(H e thread=ej.thread) H. i<j, IR e; Al e, Z [MIAFLE L FE 9 1 RAHCH K R,
LN ei<thread®);

% ej=start(u,v), 245 k<<i {153 e,.thread=u,7£7E m>i {75 e,.thread=v,WFK e, 5 ey, Z [AI7E AL L L 18] (K]
TR FR, 10 H ex<sarem; & =jOIn(U,V), fE7E k<i 1175 e,.thread=v, % 1E m=i 1§43 e,,.thread=u, Il 4 7k
e 15 em ZIAELE LR FE (1] R BRI G R 18K ecjoinem;

W e;=acq(u,0),e;=rel(u,0),i<j, H. e; 5 e; LALLM rel(u,0), (HAETE AT ep=start(u,v), WXT T X 1]
[m,j]rb AT SR k 546 TR v AT B3R e, R 2 ey.thread=u, JiFK e 5 e Z A 7E“Bli-start™ #4452
iR &0 N €x<lock_start€;

GERRRIIA 3 Fh O E O AR, 10 8 <;

(4)

(®)

% e;=acq(u,01),e;=acq(v,02), H. P4 # A B[] A B4 1T 3 b R ARG 3R i B8 u AT e I AT 1R 488
40 lockSet(e;), Ze 5 v HUAT e I FFAT AU HE A lockSet(e;). 47 lockSet(e;)lockSet(e;)= 2, WIFK e; Fl e 2
FAETE B TR R R, IE N eiffiockset);

# ei=acq(u,01),e=acq(v,02), H. P& AH B A AN A& HIA 3 i D R ARG R AL B 0 &R il 26 u
IR lockSet(e;) A - FE 4 (14 3k 2 mh i 28 3R 0L (19 B A B 46 & A lockSet_OnceHeld(e;) #X 2 4 e AT
R P 7 Sk R B0 DL T 15 e 0 21 7 Bk 7 84 lockSet_OnceHeld(ey). ict Lock_IntSecion=lockSet_
OnceHeld(e;))nlockSet(e;), £ ZAL1H e 5 e GBI LA T B, WX T VoeLock_IntSecion, Z#2 u 3KHL
Di SR AT o HOERAE €f = acq(u,0) W56 T2 v diJa — UCRHUFF AT 8 o IR AE e = acq(v,0) T #1UAT,
Froel 55 e ZIAAF AL ) 52 R A7 8- AT B 1 DL RMK B OC R 18 0 €] <ioa_nena €] -

ANHER IS T 138 5 SRR AR A I 2 A AR R 23R, WU AT RE - S50 2 R A SL B R 10 2 08 s e P i) PR R4
HOGE, AT RE B start/join G S0 DR R A LB R 0 45 108 s B T DG 3% JUU AT S 0T D AR % 4 A 20 < B
-start” {5 & PR ARG AR Dy S 455 A B4R A B R A DR R OB OG 2R U AT R S BUA ST BT 45 e P SE A P K R
T K75 S5 T8 B S 35 P AR JE AR (K S B 28 23 A vk 2 ZE R AT AR BEHT 3 760 5% 2R 3 B30I R4, wfE DA it
YUASCY IR PR 2R G 2R T B IR

xR il L, A S T T AE A R A P R il A5 0 0 K B AT IR A5 B, DA DX 23408 AR v AN TR O £ 3R
WA 4 B I P 8 ) B P (R MR 5 53— T i A B IR B Ak g S 0 R AORE TAR S, DA R B 3R
ICRIRE T ARAE 5 2 start $AF RS 5 DS A PR OC R AR ICRE R B0 23 B AR E— 2D i fb, th e bty 77 B8 43
Bl B s e 2%, 23 P A T R4 L B O A PR AR ARG DN 595 i s L AR A 4.

2 HUET o ERESHFIET HEREE
ATATR 2 LR T BRI AT P g 8 30 S, I B8 ) B PRI I 1 1 B0 P 0 vy s R D037 A a3 1.
21 BEERFHIEITHT

EX 2B &BERFBITHE). 0T A2 LR LIS AT P g SO FEBU I IF A Js i A2 AT 1
T BRI o, )™ A% 5 T

oeConPrimitive”,
ConPrimitive::=start(u,v)|stop(v)|join(u,v)|acq(u,l)|rel(u,l).

ConPrimitive 3¢ 7R % 25 3k JE 15 1 4E 4, ConPrimitive” 4 I /& 4 A A4 1 1 371 4 4
uveTid FRZ R leLock 32 -4,
start(u,v): 2672 8 L R
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o stop(v): LR FEPATLE;

o join(u,v): ZRFR G FE R FEPAT AL

o acq(u,l): LRI,

o rel(u,): 2R FERE IR B NS &

2 5 M Ek &2 Program 1 18— AL IS AT ELTE.
2.2 BHETHEE

AL G 5y B B ) At B A B FR s R RO R AR i B -start” B A DR AR G F o6 B i K1 4y
AT 04K, B R R T B o BB RS AR 2 v (R P I8 AT 00 A 9] JOURA 3 (R s T B IR an 1] 2 o,

Main

0 [ threadA start(-)

/hreadA.startC) \\jhreadA
1

2
\ threadC ) L|_threadB.start(-) threadB
threadC start() el \
threadC.start(-) \ 0 \

3 4 5 rel(threadA,G) 6
n(32)’m(33)m(34)’ (35)’ (01(4)’02(5)’ ((3(15)&3(16)‘92(17)Y

q©9,g®7,p¢ 0% 22%010,6%) 0109,0169 02?9,

Mm@ 1@ @) 44

threadA join(-) rdl(threadA,G) p @ 27 @)

7
(G(“),ol‘lz),oz(“),
92(14) m(15) &(15))

8 — threadA join(-)

Fig.2 Lock-augmented segmentation graph corresponding to the running trace in Table 2
2 3R 2 ISAT XS I BG4 B

BRI Ty B R A BB ST BOS AR B4 380 T Bt B B BT I SR AR R BOR R E B UL 4 SR
AP, EARKARAT TR ny ZRIC my BB my SR py 3REK o BEJK g B py B n R 4RAE, X ARl
PRI (nG2), MBI mB B39 8 qG7) 068 nEy % i (KA, 2 AN Bl G A7 E A 35 5 105 5 R A R R AR AR s 4T
B KRR 5 1D, B SRR R 2k R B RS R, RN R 2R I 3R R B SR B ).
BEAk, BT 2672 threadA 7€ 2 5 BCSRIX T4 G M AR, “threadB £ 6 5 BT 4R Ab SR EUB G (A R AT #5
“threadA T 5 5 BUR U G B4 45 I )5 7 Re BAT P 3 (R A 1 — R I AR DGR 0 T 2N X 56 R BT 70 B
Bl rh et G o BEEI P 5 5 Br LU G IR IR A 4 B R — a0 = R EH I 5 S B S 6 S BRI —4f
lia) 9, HE b 221 4 -start” A & 5 B KBS R
o} 1 b - start #i £ PR AR G R T 3 B PR e e R 1 TR R 0 B ko [ B R )
(1) FHAE AL R s THAT—IRBL | IR BERAE A A ¢ b Ay SRE | (A BB AR R — AN B s e
TS, FE I A Sy 2R R —ANFr B (B, 18 2 vh 5 SBURES G MBS T 7 5B NS 5
B3 7 5 B AV 1 SRR n);

(2) FFUA AL AR S THAT IR | IR IR, A AZ BT SO ) TR — N SRIBI | IR B
S S"ANE TR v H s AR 1(19 4, B 2 R 2k threadB SREUEN G I8 6,82 2), 01
(2.2) B ' BRI 1 RERIERAE AL FF 46— A8 10 43 B id BES 2 s'_new (¥ 2w G IERBURAEAL T 6 5
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BB TT Sk, O IR TG 75 5 T 8T 19 23 B, s’ _new Ay 6));

(2.2) 55 " [ )& — AN LR [ 8 15 AN 0 AP ARAFAE — AN UL BRI R B A AN 20 BE iR B s”_desc

| J5,s'_new F R BRAE J7 BE AT WAE " _desc 5 s'_new Z [A)¥R N — 445 1) s (51 41, B9 2 b ply 5 5
B3 6 5 Bz ) AT 17 50).

A EG AL SE 1 4 BB ) 0 B w4 n B4 BRI JBUM5 B A B T SRR I e 2 v o S AN SRR AT
i 7 S R e R R B R T L% i Sk B R AT A 43, B 220 5 )RR ORI 482 AR A 5 | 1 B ] 1 R
RO RIX N I S e A M3 AT SRS I B 5 T IRk B T o B PR A A XAk SRR 3 R G (5 1k G o B
ey R DU AS T 58 43 AL Sk 7).

EX (D ERE). G — N2 LRI IIEIT IS o=ee,es...00, HOW N (FB1I4) 2> BEE SegG_Lock,
T IR 4 B9 DU TG4 (SegSet ., SegR ., s, ), Hi 1 SegSet e Tiil 5 4, SegR .= SegSet xSegSet /i 5 5, o H o
43 5 2 R SCAE T A AN L b 285 B 3

(1)  SegSet i T i 4 A AN T 5T B A5 T (K — AN 23 B, 2L AR B

(@)
(b)

©
(d)

(®)

()

WI—A 05 B AR LRI 7 B

R LR u PATHERAE start(u V), EZE 2 u MARAE 2 AT I — A8 B R N R v i —A>
IR B

B LR u PATERAE join(u,v)IsE, A 262 u Vs n— S 40 B

B —ADEFE u TEBL s TPHATERAE rel(u )i u SETTIRI | IR AEARTEBL s vf AR b Ak o
LR u BN — AN B B

YA AL v B s P HATERAE acq(v, )i, AAZ B i 30 1) F 4R 58— AN SREUEL | 1B 25
S" 7 ST B A HE uev H. s H SRR | TUPKE o' AN T | AR 3R O AR A TF 4R — AN BT 1 4 B e B S
9 s'_new(FF acq(v, )& s AR 1 AR, IR D08 B 43 B, 4 s'_new:=s'BIA]); i 5 s (A JE £k F&
u i s"FAY A 1N R rel(u )b BEAEIM BN s”_desc, ¥ (s”_desc,s’_new) II A Kk R4
SegR ,, I 21X AN I RN B I oo AR 25 SR EUAE A rel(u,l);

BB E AR ME— B S 1 8 L IDO 0 JFaREs 3, & 30 1);

(2) SegR.=SegSet xSegSet, it 3% Bt Z M HAT X7 L HISEIE KR, ¢ 428 XAE SegR, b (15 % ok 2, A AT Y
PR E SCRR R

(@

(b)

(d)

()

FEUNAH LR u PATERAE start(u,v)i), 10 FE u ZHTINEJE — A~ BA latest_Seg(u), ic R A X AN
YETT 9 u v N8 BE R new._Seg(u)H1 new_Seg(v), i) SegR A s i i A7 5K % (latest_Seg(u),
new_Seg(u)) Al (latest_Seg(u),new_Seg(v)); I X PN I & XS B 1) o F7 45 B HUE h start(u,v);

B U AR u AT AT join(u,v) T IE 4R F8 u A IR 3R 5 — AN By latest_Seg(u), it BRI A ax AN 45 4%
oA u B INAE B new_Seg(u), Al SegR A4 Ji#r ¢ & (latest_Seg(u),new_Seg(u)); 41X 1% 5%
FXF B [H o A7 25 R B join(u,v);

[ YA AR v AT AT stop(v) BT, 45 2 508 A 2 FE u ATHRAE join(u,v), FRRBELERE u i T 454%
join(u,v) s I 43 B A new_Seg(u), R C 26 A2 v )G — Bl latest_Seg(v), M) 5] SegR,
R I T OC 3R (latest_Seg(v),new_Seg(u)); H: 23X P4 N & F 0 WY1 ¢ B 28 B A R join(u,v);

[ YA AR u FHAT BRI rel(u ) ERAE A IN— A8 B s B 026 u Z i e — N B
H9 8" (s S)MA K RIS SegR Y, FEA XA KR XS WK o b 25 B A K rel(u,l);

R LR u AT BRI acq(u, ERVE TR I — BT B s BI04 TR u Z BT ISR is — AN o0 B
H s K (s S) A K RIS SegR T, I A IX AN K FNF BV 1 o b 28 B BUE 4 acq(u,l);

(3) o A& 5E XA SegSet,, b 4525 BE B, HL AR O 4n R

(@)

BEAS BUse 1 74 I, 3 o B 285 R BUAE N 22
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(b) AL u PATEAE acq(u, )i BB Z R AE M AT TE BN currentSeg, Z R ERI)F 5 ID 4
k, 1] 4 gy (currentSeg): = py(currentSeg)ol M (e o 3¢ 7% 544 H3 IR 452 6 50);
(c) BUHELRE v PATEALE rel(u, )i BBOZIAE L BT T TE I BN currentSeg, ZER-AE TS5 ID A k,
1|4 py(currentSeg):=gy(currentSeg)ol .
DL 1 TR B AT B0 R ), 1 B ok e SCA3 3 B3 ) 2 Br I n I 2 Bios.
AR BG4y B R RN BOR R — AN R A TR AE AT BRI B sy R s A2 (s,,5,) € SegR; (3L
TR IR O R I P AL ), A Y sy TP AR A I AT 58 BR S T e BRAT s TR ERAE L LRI OC RN 55,
Kl 2 $1,256 5 506 WO, BERAE Y 2 S BE 5 SR EAEPAT SR E T RePUT 6 SR EE T 5
76 B RO, IX R 6 5 B T 5 B A R AE A A AE AT U E 1R 58 5 ARG 3R I IRE DA A 3 v 4L 4 mT
LI K.
2.3 BRI iR
ARG B I () S Ak A I A (AT I A5 R, DA 23408 B o AN )6 O 11 B SR B A A s ) It 76 T v b
TERFA AR AR AT YU P (BRI DR A7 45 1 7 40 B Pl mp (K007 ), b L el 8 ) B e Wt 2
DA 2 R RS AT B S 45 AR i () B 3 B 3 R e 2 S AR s S e R e 1
1(b) 111 (5,(threadA,{G,013),5) 4" 7 b T (5,(threadA,{G,01}),1,5)®, " 7 Il v 1 87 1 2o A% Vi 11 e 4
threadA 25 1 X 3581 02, b5 1045 [ A AT 5 A 90T X B AR LR PUAT B0 1 18 4E )75 1D.5 S Ar id (5 B
A5 9 T (7,(threadA {G,013),2, 7)™ AEH R K P bR T MRl . JEIRIX 010 2 5 9I0RT 5 59 76 16 3 R e ) Bt
B H A T A PR .

1:(2,(threadA {G}),1,5) 3:(2,(threadA{G,01}),1,5)®

8:(6,(threadB {m}),1,6)®

6:(7,(threadA {G,01}),2, 7)™V

4:(7,(thread A {G}1,2,7)10

2:(5,(threadA {G,01}),1,5)®

5:(7,(threadA {G,01}),2,7)*)

6.(threadB {m,q}),1,6)®

7:(6,(threadB,{02}),1,6)

14:(4,(threadC {n,p}),1,4)®

Fig.3 Time-augmented lock graph corresponding to the running trace in Table 2

Bl 3 3R 2 1847 Uy BRI P B P
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ST XS BB AR AR B AT U v (9 55 1D e JEAE BT 43 BB ob 7 5 AT O J5 2 A0 B B8 41 Uy . R T 45
HEY ST B ) XAk s S A R

EX ARFETHE). 4w — A2 LT IZ AT P o=eie,e3...00, H X W[ I FF 34 T8 B LockG_
Order &l W~ &1 e (VaRy).

(1) VTR AR AN TH RO Y. ot H I — AN B0 %2

(2) RV xIXV A KR, T B 8506 R BT N2 A 10 SRR AR 2 4R B

() FEHohH — /MR t E R B locky MU RTHE T 3RIUEN lock, B (R ZEAE )55 1D 4 kU A st AF:
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R IN—A~ K & (locky, ylocky) €R o, Fo v 1 ) i
(seg; 1D, (t,lockSet),m,seg,I DY,
Horpseq,ID ZLEFE t SRHUE locky I BTZE B 5 segoID LR FE t SREUBIXT S lock, I AL B S,
lockSet & £k F2 t SRHUAN lock, BT HF AT AR, m 0 L 4R TR t 1124 B4 1 J2 2028 JLVRSR BT locks;
(4) R LR RN T E.
PLEE 2 Hp I RE RIS AT B ad A ), 1 B3 s S B I 18 B an ) 3 e
SR I 384 ) 1 P A A ) A AR AT S DR B — LB SR A R AT R0 A A A T 3 R
A 4 HA Y {2,73,{5,73.{8,123 {11, 15104 AT m) F A% 498 1R B T80 ] LA B ik T3 B BRI e Bt S) (1) B A3 A
W72 3K 4 A1 17 IR S B892 Fr b, 05 135 AT, e A1 249 b LA W A 2 B S PR8I, 1 55 T A A2 1R
LT AR SCHR B P 38 B RN 4 BT DLHERR FOR IR IR, N 4s BT

3 ETFHUE 4 B E S FE T 5 E R FE Hia

FGERHE T2 Be R FR B P (0 SR A U0 g e 1 R USRI SR8 (1) BT b 22 AN B F T S5 AT A
TARAT IR (2) BT ERAE D JE T AN AR (3) AT AR DT A BN sy A sp, U B R sy AT s,
LB ANAEAEAT 1) B AR DA, T BRIV 28 8 1 AR AT 1) 26 S BT PR ARG 3% (4) IR A BIAT I AR A7 BB A
AL

S5 1NN SR 2 A B H R SR AR B A B0 G K PR B A A A R 3 R U A R HEARAIE 22 AN R T B AR E

FILIUD, EEATTRT L 4 1 R A BT % 1 A 8 S5 AR, ST DL 2R, OGS Y. PR A B SIZ ZE B H R A7 70 R 28 1 0, AR T
IR FN I 2 AL B AT EIAS BEFE R N 2 T BUEBHR R, B4 T
(1) LAE 3 AMFEs 1D A 2 R T B 4T 1 IR B e TR R B S B S 6 5 BRI 1(a) IR S
5 B ARG T B AR ARE AR WS 1.2 TR, P R O B B G T A7 A B -start” /A TR
MR R (N 4T 2 56 B (R 3R VRTS8 JERAN G R, IR 7 X6 R K38V 5 R BAT ) IX R I8 L 26 R AE A%
2203 B P AR AN BRI (0, A8 2.2 3T FTIR, B T B ELE K 5 5 B 4 A B IR AN o R
() B RS IR M0 R AR T 31X — ) FBL (I L P i) 5 5 BEAE IR 2 vhdfl 3 ok T B2 5 R B 7,10 FLBL 5 F1EL 6
TSI T — 4 KOG R ). BRIt i — i ik, U2 -804 ) 43 BE P56k BB ) () 4K G 3R R AT 58 A R
[ 58 A AT B 2 A 7R 2 1D 2 2 A T R R R IR T 5 S5 B ID A 7 I I SN R Y
EEB T 6 5 BL5e6 ooy, bl Wy e {2, 734 2 T 3K,
(2) BRI B VR ST I B RE R B TR ARAS (R RE A B 5 7 s R B AV TT e A A G N AT REAE AR T
SRR B R A R AR R XA O R A I BB LA R UE 3 ID O 11 F 15 11
SR 5, AT T Ao I 4 A R AT B 23 3 A {m, A, p}, 5 AR TR M A, B AR AL 1 1Bt 7T 9T

JE“ DT SR - R BN A B SRR OC R T GVE KR

S HERR LR AR IR, B0 SR VEPAT I R BB lockSet Ab, B BT EUEATTHI D) S FEA BiEE lockSet_
OnceHeld. ANk & IHL lockSet_OnceHeld nJ 38 = 8 34 1 43 B Bl TF 5045 2108 58 AR R 4548 1D e A L AE B T 43 Bt 1]
B A7 B ARV 0T I B B 5l x FE BOAR 2 TR IR 50 index, IR %R 1R )i T4 A2 638 ok, A index—1 47 &
TFUA F B bR B AT T 2. — AN B i) 45 R R U [ 4R R ¢ 10 b — BOX R ) 6 7 4% B kR 25, B & lockSet
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m®D} 2548, 65 B 3 th 1D Sy 15 B, E 0 W 2k A4 threadC B 4 Hh iR — AN AE 5 VE AT I 1945 47 B 4E lockSetys=
{n®? pCNY E 7 ) kR 24k 7k A pCD mBD mE nGD dy it uy 75 lockSet_OnceHeld;s={p®»,m® n¢2}.
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4R lockSet_OnceHeld,;nlockSet;s={n},lockSet_OnceHeld,slockSety ={m}.AXAF K 11 FIHK 15 % 5 K44
R R LAl e AEAE, )36 A8 B3 v 110 B0 o) G R T A 23 2 7 S0 5 - o B0 & TR SRR A Uik, s S
— T I S RE A B - R B RE A DR R OG AR i a3 s XD 06 ZR R T AL
EXSCHEHE-HFEPRBERARERE). W c=ey 18y 2.6 FIRI 1B b 0 — 447 1 R, 2L
FREAS ey 40 IO Y. (5 S BRI 1R 45 AR 8 41 DependG_Locke=(Ve,Re) A ¢ X I [¥1“ g 5 A5
B-FEAT WA R I OC R B R Ve S TS A A AN TS0 Y — AN BRI . RecVex Ve AT WA 4R &
25 Tl 320 LA 220 v 9 A ST A SR A5 A 2 T 1) R SRR B OG RR .V 5 Re (7= A BRI 1
(1) HELFAEBNS o 54 e =acq(u,0),ec j=acq(v,0)iifi /£ oelockSet_OnceHeld(e, ;)lockSet(ey ;) H.
UV, I ZE TR u SRELTT S R B o I & AN ERAE M B S A 4 E_OnceHeld(ey ;,0), 472 v i Ji — X 3RELEF
A8 o MIERAE A e
(1.1) XM LRR v 5 —UGREGRF 8 o I0ERE e, | i Ve Hasin—~ 1D 24 (v,0) [yt Horry o
PBAE e | FEREFIBAT L P 1D;
(1.2) X NZEFE u BF— N RIUT SLFFAT 8 o 1484 ¢ |  E_OnceHeld(e, ;,0) I Ve s n—4~ ID 4
(u, 0 F B AR, Je vl x At e AEREFFISAT P T (K75 1D; 5 UEIRN N, 1) Re P n—4% i1 10
25.(u, 0% F8 11 T2 (v, 0 W) IR A 170321
() *F Ve FARE I A (u,p®) 5 (v,q9), 7 u=vai<j, T Re SR bn—4& e T A5 (u,p@) 4 1 T 2 (v, qO) A7
I 321
ANHME R I S5 H U (L. 2) 5 0 AT 1) 320 P DA Za0 1 28 1 25t (0 7 Sk AT - R R A R SR OG
Z2 0 (2) 78 0 A A ) 0 AR 55 14T 45 H I SR P DR SRR 0GR A A R B ¢ KR — AN L SEAEA, X
1G5 RN 1 [ B 15 05 2 T I 2 R SR [ B 15 380905 (0 — AN 0 A A LR I S R B AU A RO R
B P A AEAT ) B, TR, 08 T I 384 B B v (R AR B 45T [ BB © T, A NS I 19 S R A B - R AT R
R G R B R AZLEA R ER, U] ¢ 6 Y. IR R FE B2 — AR R,
DL 3 B Fy 1) i s A 1) 9K 11 5 15 A4 IR A 10 BB A 481, B AVD6T B R 34 43 Sl A ep6=28:acq(threadB,p)
F1 e36=36:acq(threadC,q). A~ 4 & I, lockSet_OnceHeld(e,s)={m,n,q},lockSet(ess)={n,p}. ‘& 4% threadB 5 theadC
AN AS [ ) 22 R, HLAEAE B0 % nelockSet_OnceHeld(eyg)NlockSet(ess), F I (1) ) 4% 1356 42 ;42 N 3k, HE 30 30 )
(1.1),)% ] DependG_POrder, 15 i 1D A (threadC,n®2) [ 15 41, %t 1. threadC #% 5 — UK HURFAT 4 n (K454
HEHE I (1.2), 15 DependG_POrder, H#s il 1D A (threadB,n@2) (1 15 25, %) B threadB 3R T s 4786 n (18
Y5 B4 M0 (1.2) ¥ B0 — 4% th (threadB,n®?) $5 [ (threadC,n®?) {4 43 i 14 . 2% L 7T W, ,melockSet_
OnceHeld(ezs)lockSet(ess), HR 35 1 U (1), 5% 5] DependG_Lock, #4111l £ (threadC,m®), (threadB,m@D) L & 7§ #
Z AR IR 4 A TR 320 AR A 0 (2), 1 R4 2k R P9 DR G RS 0 i (threadB,m@Y) #5 i (threadB,n®) LL J i
(threadC,n®)$5 fiy (thread C,m ) [y P 4% A 17 120, 56 24 T 75 P 4 F IR I S0 R A - A7 B R 4 DR SR 6 R I

D3 SRR A B A B

(threadB,m®)

(threadC,m®¥)

AR LR
(threadB,n®?) Vi %ﬁlig it (threadC,n®?)

Fig.4 Partial order dependency graph of deadlock detection corresponding to loops {11,15} in Fig.3
K4 G0, 1534 B2 A 1) B R IS R S 45 -5 A B R 5 DR R OC AR 1
SARIEL 4 PR ) S A B A B R A DR R OC AR AR AR AT 1R BRI R T Th A TR 2 P DR R
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W RS J7 R B-RE AT B8 A DR R AR OC R T vk (R IR 3 2, AN ITT B 1D O 11 (R 9IRS B
FE” 51D 2y 15 [R5 B 180 3R IR A A T 9, {11, LS4 il 2 7 1) 3R 845 ot 12 1 9 A A6 01 I 0 S A0 401
BT Bk b, AT AR TG T 0 B R IR R B L R SR B R U SRR R R I A B R 5 4R R
(1) ERIE) B 2 AR A R R 4T 1 B (O B BVE SR 1 2B,
(2)  FEEP BB ERAE S B T BN R B e O N BRVE B 3 4D,
(3) I AT 73 AN B W V7 B8 41 0 2 R 1) D) SR AT 01 - start™ 58 2 DR SR 400, BRIV, 76 4 88 T 0 B R vp T 1%
FEAHE O NSRS 17 ),
(4) PRI v IR A S 9 A A0 H T AR X R (1 5 AT B LS AR A (R R B350 28 28);
(5) PRI RIK 7 S AEAT B - B R O R G R B SRR AT ) PR O R AR 28 30 2F).
Bk 1 LT BOERURE e B 1 SR B .
N 4 BE IR SegG_Order, 1) 8 Bl LockG_Order , b i 7 (13K # £4E & Cycles(LockG_Order,);
i H:LG_Order 1 45 ¥ 76 S8 X Y. 1 B4 8% (1) 42 & DeadlockCycles(LockG_Order,).
IR
1. FOR EACH (ceCycles(LockG_Order)){
2. WP IIMES N e={an 6,806}

3. IF (e & 45U N R B A 0 T A ) ) e 72){

4 SegDepFLAG:=0; //SegDepFLAG HI LAbsic et # #RAETEBIIG T 43 B Bl vh o 75 HAT DR ALAROOC &
5 FOR EACH (ge¢&{

6. FOR EACH (gea){

7 IF (i=){

8 it g Flg B AR B B B BB 5 0 i Bl s,

9. IF ((siesv(sips)){  MHEBIIE) BB vh AN BRAEAA AR AT IR 1) 28 S5 AR IOC &
10. SegDepFLAG:=1; //SegDepFLAG Jy 1,7 Wk P A B A A5 43 B I wp A7 78 DR R A it
11. BREAK;,

12. } IF

13. Y INF

14. } //FORE ACH

15. IF (SegDepFLAG ==1) BREAK;

16. } //[FOR EACH

17. IF (SegDepFLAG==0){ //3F B AF =PI RAEAEBIEG T Be I Hh B AN A2 AR AT DR At
18. LockExclusiveFlag=0; //JH LAARIC IR % o B AE & B AAEBE B R R R

19. FOR EACH (se&f{

20. FOR EACH (5e8){

21. IF (i j &&(lockSet, mlockSetcJ =2)) {

22. LockExclusiveFlag=1; /&7~ AT ik PAA A1 0T N 1K R AT AR R AT A 4
23. BREAK

24, Y IF

25. } //FOR EACH

26. IF (LockExclusiveFlag==1) break;

27. } //[FOR EACH

28. IF (LockExclusiveFlag==0){ //¥1 &% T W HAEA B2 M AEEBER B F R R

29. WA 2 4 R IE IR ¢ 08I R Py SR A B R B0 5 D R 9% AR 18] DependG_Lock;
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30. IF (DependG_Lock, NTELEAT A1 3R)

3L # ¢ In A% 4 DeadlockCycles(LockG_Order,); /1155 — N A HE4
32. Y INF

33. Y INF

34. Y INF

3B} IF

36.} //FOR EACH

37. RETURN DeadlockCycles(LockG_Order,).

FHECAR G2 7 VR 5 T 00 Be RN e B R AT RO ZE B0, 5500 1 BRI (3) 2 T B3 ) 4 Bt ST R AT 11 B ] A
SRARA 110 ) 5 56 kA, 2 5 4% RN B B D7 50 FEAT -0 B0 R A R AR O R T B R e — ok T
Kl 3 4 A M I{2,73,{5,73,{8,12}, {11, L5344 Jué F¥) 7 T B0 8%, S50 1 R v ff b TR H L rh {5, 73R8, 1235 [
(PR % 2 5 8080 {2, 7R {10, 153 %5 B 1) 30 2% AN 45 S EORE, T8 9 T & AT 145 15 88 77 175 SR I ZE R IR

4 HEXIAEM L 53R

41 HXI{EXEE

EETHE L FRBHOBE . o BRI 4 BUBH I LR AR SCTT T 3R 2 AR PR B AT B EAT 40 BT T A9 L B A
M5 R WL 3 BRA L TIEZ SN HR 3 KIS B b B 4 BRI IA 8y — BB ER 1 AT X R e B R
R, 2 KA E AT TE R Bl -start” R A TR AR OC R 28 4 AT % B ZE IR R, 2 TR BAT A Ab B ) 50 A B -
FEA B RE A DR SRR OC 2R T S B b IX T 28 06 ZR 8T B8 S5 BOH B v I SO B TRV I R AR SO R Al o A%
SR R0 oy B SO R AN T R AN A T BB o BRI L R B R A R A TR R X Bk
T TEREAT TR0, AT BE 38 5 T 46 48 77 vE Th AR 1) IR AR BRI ISR

Table 3 Deadlock detection results of different methods towards dynamic analysis of the trace in Table 1

R 3 AREER LBIT P HATsh 087 T 453 2 SE8URG I 45 R
Sl ot 4 [ 4 TR A A i AN [R5 280 1) ZE BRI 45 SR
&;ﬁi?ﬁ;’i‘ﬁ;ﬁi) W BRI BRI | e [ T B | SRR | A
e gest | U | ot | oy BeBiE | ik
threadA 5 1 XPUATER 14 174085 | acq(o2)@2:(5,(threadA,{G,01}),1,5)® = 2 o o =
threadB #0475 22 174874 acq(01)@7:(6,(threadB,{02}),1,6)*® = = =
threadA 55 2 RIATE5 14 474065 | acq(02)@5:(7,(threadA {G,01}),2, 7)Y B o . o 2
threadB 4756 22 174045 acq(01)@7:(6,(threadB,{02}),1,6)"® = e =
threadB #0475 25 1744 acq(n)@8:(6,(threadB,{m}),1,6)?? £ o o o 2
threadC W4T 55 33 474818 acq(m)@12:(4,(threadC {n}),1,4)¢¥ = = =
threadB #0475 27 17484 acq(p)@11:(6,(threadB,{m,q}),1,6)*> = ] A ] =
threadC #4175 35 17114 acq(q) @15:(4,(threadC {n,p}),1,4)® = = =

it BEAE D R R B A S T T3 TR AR PP 3 AT B0 rh Al 3R IR AT 0 A7 IR 4447 IR, 2 2R X 4 L IR T g
S EURL I L PR ¥ A SE AN I B SE AR, 3 T 6 T BUSUA AN AE S BRI R P 0% o A7 AESE B A X X i R L, A2
SRR I3 Wi AU, Bk 3 £ S 1) SE ARG DN 7 R A0 AT 2 2 T R 0T 9 1 6 0 A1) TR0 10 20 00 ER 0, A0 A
3 (V985 2 HE B30 3 R PP AT (0 2 30 T TR U J3E A5 5 A AU B A D S AR ) 155 DL 2 R T e frh e, T35
8y 1 5 E S A S L SR AB i 68 AR SCHR Y (10 g S AT B R AT B R B DR RO S SR AR, SR
(221 ¥ AT — AR SE 8 AE SCR [22]H SR R ZEBUG B 5530 ConLock+ I AN BE HEER % 1 4, 3 b2 il i AL B
RORHE BRI — R R KA L0 35, A ST H P S0 B, 0 55925 T 7 38, A Aer 0 o B B PR R B AN i, B
ik, TR B A T o TR SRR AT DU AR L, MM A SO VA A A RS SR AL R AR 5, T LA AE
B PR R0 1 A SR AT 5 1 B T T 22—

FEEAEE 5 7 100, SCHR[20,22] 15 Y8 Y — Rl 1 1) sk e T 36 1) B AL 14 B2 5 vk, 0 I A [R] i BE 7 58 R R P DK
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BIEAT R R FU B S I A i B A% T T 1A kB EE K R T H K Se A BEHLIN, 2% 18 B S AIUE H 2 IR
M AT 3X T 0% 5 AR R ] FEPE 5 T AN R A LU T 5, SCHK[14,18,21,23-25] 5 AT 15 £ SL B3 1Y Ao
AT BT R R TR A E T 5%, LA g S AR T I Dy (R R AR M 5, SCHR[14,18, 231 1] i) 5 £ AL
S PR e AU S SRS 5 2 R IR ¥ A 1 SR e I Rk 2R R, LS 0 S8 A8 A A (K M 3 AN, X R A A
BT R BEAL A, F S AU ¥ 5 2 a8 AT A REF D, T HE AN RERR L RGN . Se BE (N B . 5 18 3 AL
(K0 fi A 2 i) Bk 2% R BE 014 B 72 A7, B RIVZZ AV 2 i S AT DG 1A BB AL B3 A, SR [24] 81— 3 - o ok (1 SR
T LS ASN KRR P U 2 1R T WURHILIEAT T DAk A0, SCHR[21, 28] £ 068 1 £E AL B 28 bl — 2L 1 JEE 119 24
AR, A RE I IS AT AT & A2 I 20 RO R 2o R 1 R AT IR 5 dA 3w 1 S0 S SRR T 6 Bl By (R M o ANt B
T i) 76 A3 TR 958 A ) Rt P W2 7 S AN TR, T EL [ T3k 9 A SR A 0 7 9, 380 ) — A B B ) 1Y
2 RAAT AN I 73, B0 DAy S B L Al R 17 DAY Y

ASTL RT3 Y A AEA R I R, — 7 T BE X A A o [ — AN B AT A B 2 AT I B X 23 55— Ty Tl B
G BUFE vh B0 AN [R) e R v 1) 8 A B A R AT IR R AHORSOC R EAT T 20 181, 3 76 4830 s 17 B AR SR IDURIRE T
P LT BT A N SEB ) FR S 2R R P S D O AT AT IR SRR 58 A i PR, LA R AR LU T
42 RERFESIREITMH

421 FRH ARG

VE 3T IRV I Java 2 G PR e e 1 8h IR 7 & CalFuzzer T % 7 #H M OZEBUR I T L Ti% T 2 0
RN — A2 e R RE 7, 03 40 A CalFuzzer 7= AE W RE 384T S0 9, T B 68 19 3l 26 fehH B 1) I8 7 184 4t
PRI 385 ) 43 B B 9 4t 20 BRI 110 &85 AL BT JF R HL I B Fas AT ST an 181 5. 181 6 s

SRS RGN 53 A 3 JE IR Z N PN R TR B AN — A 2 AR R SR 5 i3 H Calfuzzer 124 %
7 HIE AT B8 P () 2 00 b 3 2 b B 2 BRI 38 AT s, R AT A AL F 90 b S I A T A PR R A e ) B O
FETBE LIRS IR D) R ) 98 A A8 B SR 2 ) F P TR RS AT BB B R R R A s
T (10 [R) I & B R ARG W 1) 45 SR (I 5 T R).

T HBAT A AR b A T 2 B T o B FE BT A B W — B R B S AR E T R AN
i, L B BT e S8 (0 B SR OB UM S T Dk ) Bk B S A T A R I R B A T A R R AR
S VAW 0 (R s A AU UL g R SR8 SO R 245 Program 1) SRS DN 45 SR (40 &1 6 JITOR).
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Fig.5 Architecture of the deadlock detection prototype system
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i SR 2 <6.(threadB,(m}).1,6>(22) ; <4.(threadC[n]).1.4>(33)

Fig.6 Running interface of the prototype system

6 R RGIEAT A

422 SERVEAL
1A 2 LR F Program 1, BB T A SO VA EE iGoodlock A58 A BT T VA A H
AFTE G 4 TP 2 Java 2 SRR SEGIHEAT SEER VP4, R TP T 8 MRSk B T CalFuzzer JFURIH Hh {2 f
[ F 7 FF: 5] ; pingpong,cyclicDemo 2K [ F 3Cik[27];ConLockDemo iy Sk [21] 35 1 (R S5 451, 26 v f 2 A S 3
R e < g S R AT B - AT B R A DR SR 380 PR A R I, S np e T A 7 R R B R A D B BTG VA A
Fi;PetriDeadLockDemo 1% “4{-start™# & DX R AKH OC 5 BUW AL S8 77 vE R ZEBT5R, SCh i Petri 94T 24 43
B HERR PR, 2 R 4% OnceHeld LockDemo 2 71 7 3 Program 1 FEfill b 8 A I 5454 5 15 51 (1) e H s P 52 491
B R 5 B -start” {5 B K] SRR B0 SE BRI, A A0 B g SRR AT B R AT B R S DR RO S O R DAL
T3 LA B PAAS S 2 BN . o 24T T8 — AL I 46 4iF, Mul ThreadDeadlockDemo & % 13— A2
RFRAEBI T e, Hrp S — A 3 AR FBUNEIEBUN 4 ZF8 F BUN ZE BRI
Table 4 Experimental results of program examples

F 4 PERPSE T as R

WTESEBUEL D H Hﬂ‘l‘lﬂﬂﬁ’]’(S)‘ %Jﬁﬂ’f‘ﬁ(MB)

P L1 SEd=a]
J;‘é%%ﬁgjﬁ gﬁizgﬁg iGood- | A3 | iGood- | A | iGood- | A | iGood- | AL
A lock Ji ik lock J7ik lock Jyik lock Jyik
Testla 5 1 1 0 0 0.198 | 0.157 | 3.695 | 5.219
Testlb 3 1 d 0 0 0.129 | 0.115 | 3.656 | 4.842
Test2a 5 0 0 0 0 0.113 | 0.171 | 4.020 | 6.551
Test3 3 1 1 0 0 0.190 | 0.144 | 3.621 | 4.960
Test4 3 1 1 0 0 0.196 | 0.122 | 3.641 | 4.594
Test6 5 0 0 0 0 0.113 | 0.146 | 3.785 | 5.158
Test7 3 ik 1 0 0 0.190 | 0.153 | 3.523 | 5.233
Test8 5 4 4 0 0 0.202 | 0.200 | 3.566 | 4.892
pingpong 5 0 0 0 0 0.162 | 0.156 | 3.910 | 4.486
cyclicDemo 5 0 0 0 0 0.130 | 0.111 | 4.286 | 5.009
ConLockDemo 3 4 3 1 0 0.192 | 0.176 | 3.884 | 4.730
PetriDeadLockDemo 3 2 1 1 0 0.135 0.112 3.898 4.812
OnceHeldLockDemo 4 4 2 2 0 2.158 2.118 3.904 | 4.956
MulThreadDeadlockDemo 4 2 1 1 0 0.726 | 0.235 | 3.816 5.026

E:1. PetriDeadLockDemo >k [ # 4% http://kns.cnki.net/kcms/detail/11.5946.TP.20210421.1820.049.html [¥) Program 1;
2. OnceHeldLockDemo [#1#%#% https://pan.baidu.com/s/14jUjNfIAQLuykIN-X_NFcw #EH{i5:0g9n;
3. MulThreadDeadlockDemo ff1%% 4% https://pan.baidu.com/s/1-ng2uVOuOlgYwizM_zLy8g $2Hi%:zquj
FLAASzae 45 B UL 4N T A SEAUR I VAR P o IR TR)RD P A7 TS IX 3 AN J T HEAT S 86 06t EE, S Eb &5 SR A #Ae
ST H R InRL s ) R AR DN R MERE 7 0 CalFuzzer H 542 B 2E818h 7 2 T B iGoodlock. 246 34
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151 ,CPU 24 Intel(R) Core(TM)i5-6300HQ CPU@2.30GHz, N 1 4 8.00GB, #4E % %2 Ubuntu 18.10.

S AEBIAS U 1) HE A 1 1T iGoodlock AN Bk TR 2 AR ERRI 1B ER 3 U R, T AR SO — B R T 2
PRI PR SRR AFOC R L B -start™ B & PR SRR OG 28 DK g S0 HE A 8- B0 R 4 TR R OG 3R 3 U R 4k 8 48
AW 1 B 8] 2 e 0T 5, SRR P A AR I AR AU AR Sy VIR B ) Pk BB ZE R T+ iGoodlock.— AN 32 gt BRI R 3¢
BET SCHR[281 4 10 PRI B A vk v S B T o B el o A A B, FC N ) 52 2 B ot 22 T K1, 17 iGoodlock
T VR 3 7 5 A S A WU, G ] 5 2% B R PR B 1) R v AN A A9 AT SBT3 )7
TR A 8 1) T T A 30 T A1 AN S B A 3 (B T 43 B RN 38 ) 8t P81 A L iGood lock 2 44) 3k 1 1
BARORURE 5 A 58 2 (A5 R, 7 IR AR SO VR 7 b g s A - 45 A B R o R R R DR 2 i b R B L5 3
R RO S5 1 PR I T P R b P 2 S 7 3 225 T P B T 5, AR SC 7 ¥R L iGoodlock Y AETE 2 1 A — 5 T AR TR
R A AR ) BRI R B AR B iGoodlock A4 PR PR AR B 0 T B SRIBURURE T LA B 3 A IS
Jp S LI 23 by S 22 10 A D — T A SO U A8 A0 e v R e 1 7 ol R A B - A B R S LR G
F 2 iGoodlock %54% 4 5 i AN BG4 1), e 25 5 RS BE KT N A7 T 4.

5 RESRE

Fil 58 22 R A1y 10 SR AR DU i e, 08 3o o) A 52 ) A5 BB 0 W O 3 P A R AR B G ) 20 M A SO B L 2 B
P 45 A 8 RO FE A 03 M A L0 AT ek s i e 7 R B PR LB I T ) R AT IR AR RR X R — R BA
AN TR BE DCK BIAR B A 0 48 B T I P B PR s D — T i A 2 BT R R A S B R EORRE A
SN IR B AT S A0 WL EE R R 23 A 0 0 BT G R R TR S M5 AT A DR R AR G 2R 4 B T B ) 0 B
PR & e 2% A L3R P A B () SRl b 48 HH T iR ISR B DU 79, B AN AT RAIS BR SRR3R L TR
Z LR R) TR RE Y start A1 join #1151 PR AR 5% 2% 3 B0 AL BRI, 3 BE I Bk 1 Bl -start” B 75 DR 4
T AR AL B R AR, 1T LR R B D SRR AT B A B 1 DAL SRR T B8R R, el sl b T R B R B T
SEAVURE I PRI AE RS SR M0, AR SCVE AR AE S AN 5 T A SO 18 T 2R 1K start/stop/join LU R A0S 52 iR
JBORI SR H 5 9 i V8 1T S s b, 2R 75 119 wait/notify/notify Al %5 I 2 J5UTE FEG At — U ) 10 4% 1 J8 1 405 by 2545 1
20 BRI A 5 i, AT S A MR 10 S8 BRI, 1 25 RS B 2 (1 R RE S WA S B AR R P U S ) — O T R

MPI JFATREFEO. bkl 2R G2, ot s S0 205 39048 22 o A5l G 6 AR SO VAR B 20 1) AR A 0 2
e T TR A I LA
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