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Abstract: This paper addresses the issue of fault tolerance in transactional memory, and proposes a new method
of fault recovery based on transaction rollback (FRTR). The method achieves an efficient fault recovery in
transactional memory by utilizing the data-versioning mechanism of transactional memory to avoid the extra
overhead of saving the checkpoint data. This paper provides the correctness of this method by proving the isolation
of the fault tolerant transactional memory. Finally, this paper presents the design of the FRTRs for 5 test programs,
including 4 SPLASH-2 benchmarks. The experimental results show compared with the checkpointing mechanism,
the FRTR avoids the extra overhead of saving the checkpoint data and has a low overhead of the fault recovery.
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FEAL 53— 1 T 4 R 22 A% A 3 3 K B R N S R RETHBHL R 4,1 2009 4F 11 F K A ) Top 500 &5 7 fiE T 5L
R 5 A R GE P BREE 2 A7 USRS A [ 22 4% b P o B30 S A 19 2 45 A A e N i PR RE T BEHL R e il T
A I 2 17 SR 14, v P B T L R 4 A I A A () AR A T S5 AE AL T (R AR () A A R R R A — MBS
ST ) A

1B 45 A7 R G I B A I 9T LT B I 20, T 46 3L rollback-recovery 2845 AR N H T3 & 1716 R
Gl Z XV BB P B OR AR SCHR T b e T2 45 BB ) = 45 A7 2R 40 1) i R 52 07 2% (fault: recovery
based on transaction rollback, fij#% FRTR).IXFl /7% 78 73 K AE B 547 R 40 B B AR e v R F 5476 R 4
B 1 T CAGRAIE g5 25 AT 10 Sk (0 50008 P A BAL 30 A 7 55 Ak 2R 50 1) WA k52, BT . T 6 L 11
rollback-recovery 2% 5 A 204 IR 7T 5 B0 CRAT I w5 K 00 w0 48, 0 S L T /R A0 0 2 45 77 1l R 4 1

AL AHT FRTR A BA SR T 5T FRTR (R 4045 20 45 45k 2R 40, B0 30 1 0 Al 45 12 R 4L
1 B B9 PR AT R G i AE B B T FRTR 7 VB I IE M PEAS SO R B B4 4 /> SPLASH-2(stanford
parallel applications for shared-memory)ill i F 4 7E P K1 5 AN IR 6 0k 4 S0 1 77 vEHEAT T MR IR OF 5 4
H ) checkpointing HLHIREAT T ik, 9256 45 2R W1, 155 28 L1 checkpointing HLHIAH EL, A SCH) FRTR J5HE7E T HL
REAB AT I JL T AN B INAR S (32 AT 4, 7070 e P 2L A7 I 1 e s i 52 4.

ARSCH LGN T 3145 [R1IR (0 55 55 A7 6 R BRI s 1 52 07 32238 2 i IR FRUE B R T FRTR A4
HEALE RGN B N TEY] FRTR J5 ik IE MR TE. 55 3 173 1 S 0 A S0 1 5 i EAT Mk BE PR Al OF 5 & g
1) checkpointing 7 VAT PERE XS Lo 28 4 5 [BUBUAH O¢ TAE. 28 5 19X AR SO TAE AT B 45

1 BEFFRTRHMBEESHEHRS

H AT BV SN R G A2k R G0 — B A W W ECC 2 2R ARSI (-3 WLA. IR b, A ST B 776k R 4 AL T 5
7, A B I A A T S A o A, H T AR SO R 55 A7 i 2R 498 1A R SRR E AT BIF S, AN R
R DAL REAT BT OB B R GEAE AN T3 55 5 58 Z A7 6 AT 4 T ) e R UL o T AR U 4 2R g3z A7 I8 i 7™
A R R I s [R) NABR BERR P B AT PR B — N S5 AR R G Rl 2 RGP R 1 A A IR AT AR
HAE FAL AN R R R AT
11 FRTREAEH

22 i) rollback-recovery $A MR T K0 25 5 A A7 LM A 2 A5 R A7 51 N R BT MUt i (1038 4T T4, 1
T A R N 3 5 B 2 AN R[] T [R5 DADRAIE R bR A 10— S50k, 3504t o e &5 o B 00 O S AR R 9

F A7 AR G0 PRAIE 5 25 ST I D 1k B (3t 77 R (0 500 A A LA 738 5 A W R 7 2 S S X e 4
i WA AL — o BT AR (6, T B 45 R B S N At R, ) N S b B AR AE R DAY 2 45 4
VB, 53— TR 3 T 9047 (1, VT ST 45 R AFAE Rl 2 A7 Th H 2 45448, 4 A O IN K A7 .

45 A7 F S8 3 Pl T DA ARAIE T T (0 B0 A A BRI 28 2 T — A A A SR &, 7T LA, o 45 A7 ik
ARG AT RAR I PR, DRI A SO FH 3 45 476k 2 G0 160 WR AR 357 B WL SR JOEAT W e 52, 488 1 — o 6 1 3 45 [l
R 55 A7 At RGN TR W 52 T 5 (FRTR).FRTR 7 J0 Bt IE S 23 B9 1 2R G A4 1R RS 2 s 008 IR A7 T4 R AR
A o o A LT S B 4% AT TR 3 T I W A L 2% (R, T2 TR G I R AT TR AR SCRR X
P AT FRTR ML 13 55 77 RGN 2948 345 774 R 48 (fault tolerant transactional memory, f&j #x FTTM).

FRTR ML 5 S 4 FE AT commit #8422 1 4778 A i SRS MDA A6 P ARG W00 B, 44 R T i ek i SR e )
138 [ 255 0 I B SR 8R4 45 & 48 TP A 45 begin,commit,abort 78 N I 4545 4 48 FTTM I8 FFE S| A —A
rollback F&4, I L2 X Hh HR 7~ 28 45 [F1IE 4 i (¥ 5 B% 2 45 rollback 8 4 MAAT T X2 37 e b 3 45 X 17 i B ot
P50, 48 R ORI R 20 S 55 PAT 207, ERPAT Z 3055 8 L M T R SRR S 5INT
rollback fi§ 4 (¥ 2545 2 55 17 R G S A5
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begin T begin T

commit T call error detector

if (haserror)
rollback T

endif

commit T

(a) Traditional TM (b) FTTM

Fig.1 Programming model comparison between traditional and fault transactional memory
Bl 1 tRERESIE RS B B SR R AR

{1 T 55 4 8 38 55, 96 08 547 R 295 o 0 954 5 6 A2 L (atomicity) K 5 1 (isolation) 291
G5 0 J5L T A — A5 T MO0 A1 B 4 A A B 1 A B 5 97, R 7 38 25 11 LR T LU 1 2
CLFT T FRGE7 24 1 3011 108 5 6 W 5 P SR 4 1 o6 7 (serializability), A2 360 45 0 S0 FF 7T BLASE 8
AT AT B R E T 4T 45 B MO 2 A R B3 0 25 .

51 5% L rollback 4 4 1151 A /S 4 R 9 45 2 2845 1 95 BT 10 J5L TP (ELEZ 11 F° rollback 374 941
T it 2 S 2 T8 254 3R 96 00 45 AT 00T P 0, T A7 AE SR 286800547 8 R SR B 07T .

UL, T8 57 K 3R L 5 A 459K AT FOB B PE L5 FRTR BT i 1 W RO 56 . AU,
AR SCH 2 R A T R G W B AT T YR I B, JFVE B rollback $5-4- )3 AR 2 R 4B 517
1 57 S5 B BT UE ] FRTR 7906 T i

I A L0 K B rollback Ji4 Rt 18 9517k 345 45 BT BT 2 6 S
12 =BT

BRH S A R R A WA G4 TL A T2 73— 205 0 AR & x AT LS #0E. %18 T1 f1 T2
A REMIBATIE 0L, B 2 & 51N T rollback $54 24 95 %5 17 i R 48 I 95 5 AT A R = L L P 1B 2(a) F
()N T o R T1,T2 HPA AT B8 0 i 2 AR AT )3 210, 1T 1 2(0) Al 2(d) 43 il & T 16 2() FH &l 2(c)
JITRE R IR FE B Ge A Wb B BRI AT rollback Fi&4 1T BE 5 | A2 (148 2 FH 6 AT ) 41 1 B2

R4 T2 75 2t BRI AT 35 5532 38 A B 1 S5 55 A 3R 28wy HEAT S A . 4 1 7 (8 e IR S 55
TL ORI T2 f U7 ) B 28 e A A SR TP e 2 LA AR B x AR B 45 T Rl T2 X AR & x SR R4
A B R —RH T2 3 x BRAEFR A0 IRPUATSE T TL 05 x S ERE 2 W E kaT, an il 2 s, B T2 1

B4 C246T T1 1484 CL AT RN MR ¥ R G R H (122 eager (¥ SEAG WAL, BRS¢ 45 1) 4 R 5 #R AR i o
HEAT ph SR R 1 % R T1,T2 B9 Rl AT BE A48 2 AT R 471

#7 T1,T2 482 AN AT I P an 1 2(a) s, 78 R TGl I, T 7E 04T CL 1 write x #RVERT <X T2 1 C2
i) read x 455 T K AR PSS [RIR TR 2t I 21 T2 5¢ B W 3848, T1, T2 B4R A7 M i T2 26T T1.

AT T2 75 2t B 2R 00 2 f ke H 98 A rollback #5-4-3E47 #C ke Ik 52 5 FE# AT i 35 5%, a0 181 2(b) B 7w, )0l T2
FETHPAT L FE AT C4 1 read x (5 4B, XA PR 5 58 1 & A= v SR [E1IR (1) T1 $0AT (¥ C3 1) write x T7 4 Kk 2E
TS PR AR EE X R, TL A T2 (A8 IF st A2 T TL 581 T2.

L1 2(a) 25 e B 2(c) M R LR R AERT, T2 2358 T T1 8RR AL,

M55 T2 A6 2t i 2080 21 b i, 4 B 2(d)inar, th 1 T2 B3T3 51 5 B 2()FTE 2(b)+ T1 AT P41
M A, TL ZE AT C3 11 write x #AERS, & K15 T2 14 rollback 84 [11E J5 T HATI¥) C4 1) read x #AE KA ph
SEMBUE 45 TL TR EHE. AR TR T2 (43T 740 4ERE T2 56T T1 %A o028 2 iR R 8, T b s 51 &
1) TR 3 G Wi I 1) — YR AR R T IR A U, R AR TR A BAT IR SR 4 T 24k

W o B 2 BB U A BT LU H rollback 54 1 5 I NEE T R S8 A AT 1741, 1 nl AT 252 6 <
55 A7fifs B G R A W RS O A e B S 45 R B B W R AR AR AN K R PR A B — 45 (A (LR 0 AR 4 T B
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WA B A B e REUIRS A — B AF T2 4L rollback-recovery HLHIE X A R G0IRA KK &, FRTR
51 [P I s R A T AN ARAIE FEAS R Gk 5 B — 5 W T 58 A AH R 1 R SIS,

or begin T1 begin T2 begin T1 begin T2 o0- begin T1 begin T2 begin T1 begin T2
C1: write x C2: read x C1: write x C2: read x C2: read x C2: read x
o / . / . N ¢ C1: write x C1: write x
—C‘Onﬂﬂlf :_‘cgnfhcr Fault dectected it Conftict Fault dectected
2t : »rollback T2 ¢ }-—] . 5 rollback T2
| commit T2 Ca: read x . commit T2 - C4: read x
- N ‘cgnﬂm\ / 3th C3: write x /
C3: write x . (;onfﬁﬁ'
C3: write x . "
4 r C5:read X 4t - L
. commit T2
ah commit T1 commit T1 5 C3: write x C5: write x
commit T1
commit T2 ot -
! commit T1

[ ] Transactions executed part

(a) Executions without fault

() TCHbEAT W RE

LJ Not executed due to conflict

(b) Executions

(b) A7 i

with fault
PAT TR

D Instructions executed by T1

(c) Executions without fault
(c) WFRIAT IR

Fig.2 Transactions execution in FTTM

K 2

P ST R IS 55 AT RS R

D Instructions executed by T2

(d) Executions with fault

(d) A7 M b AT SRR

BIRAE I 55 B 58 P I AN JE [0 58 55 3 ST A i ) AHZ X AL rollback 4 4 19 51N 1T 3 B 1Y

FRGUIRA ) 503 0f T A0 T 55 A7 i 2 0 1 o 2 11
L P G5 A AR ST R S PR AT DR OF LLIE W] FRTR J7 VA RE S ORiIE

1.3 FRTRFHES

H. A~ A
R EE

5 Sl

L tH

GG ity ZEEATHE 2D T AN AR SR 2 R
e R ik R

55 1.1 PR E] FRTR 5 VA8 HOE Pk SZ I BT A P A6 P 52 50l i < 95 AT I A B 1) el R A 7 BRI 1 T
A7 AR 28 5 BT LR AN 25 FEAS B T 4, AE S WP 00 T FRTR U532 JL T AN e 3 I Ao 160 O . T A 28 e
) O T T 5 A SR, 0 T SRR LA 55 () X T AR W o 9 R AT R AT T 4.
X W = 55 FEOFT AT (AT T4, — 7 10T, A A% 8 A i i Ak A3 v 3 A R s ) i T 45 0 —
7 T, H T 845 (RORL IS — MR e /N T LA FRTR 732 JT 38 0 1 B AT 7 485t A 0 A /08
13 AN T 55 (1 [R1 3R T, 4 388 28 8 BT SR D 1) B0 R A 7 BRL A 70 A 5 AS [ TR 2 T 2 A7 1) s R A

EBLHLERI R G, 5 MR R HU2

Sk g

1H

R, F 45 1R 1 I R AR A 0 2R 51K BT e S 4% T A P 7 ) TFAED, 40 A AF DG A /DN

AN AR SCAERT L 2 1o A PR B FRTR 7 1A il i P 52 I 5 W0 R 52 1) R BoR A R AE T 840 9% FLYE
P 2 Hp b TT LU B, R T 24 3 55 A7 R GEAS 5 10 b S ML A (¥ 478, A8 73 FRTR J v (s ok 52 JF S AN 251
AN R = 4% 1) [ A S e 45 R AT — IR AT TR RS AW B 2(b) s FRTR 5 vk i b 4145 T2
[ TR PAAT I BAT T 45 3t BBk Fi5 4 C3 R0 C4 JIT 51 (1 ih 5 1 K T+ i 7 2% T2 AT — IR M JF 45 . o ] 2(dl)
BT T2 (R b 52 5 A2 R 45 4 C3 I C4 (R AT 45 T 19T K R84 38 Fie 77 R85 J AA AT INF 1) F) 484 o AL S
IXHFAIEBE FRTR J7 ¥ (0 85 0 52 R84 — 5 K T B W s = 45 11 [l 38 TR 5 e 45 T AT — IR I 4RAT I

A0

A7 JTAH LT 1T L2 01 5R F 3 T A A0 s A L 1 )

I8 RO R O I 3 B AT 3 AR5 TLT2, 3T /R PG PL iz AT, T2 A1 T3 1

AEERER % P2 FIsAT IFE R TL R T3 20 5ilAT H A

[ O AR X AN AR

B A
F4,

FoAt B 5 1l 2 2RABL e

3(a)TT LA 21,0 W 2, T1 F T2 PN 45 IR I 76 9 AN Ab BEERA% b TR AR AT, T2 76 t W 23R A8 3545 b J5 , 35 45 T3 7E
G AR S AT M TL 7F 1.75t I Z0HATHE 4 CL ¥ write x #AEI, 5 T3 HATIFE 4 C2 11 read x K 4o, i
AERLGEOXEE,PL BT S5 4t W 258, T P2 LT 457E 2.5t W 258 1%, 384N RRAE 4t I Z1 52 i A BB AT 55
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M AE B 3(b)H M T2 7 t I ZIR I 2 b 3347 1R & T2 [ RE FF45 24 0.256. 01 LLE 2, i F T2 19
R (LR IR T T3 RT3 4 175t i %) TL BATHE 4 CL 1K write x $ 4 B % A5 DR b 5817 [R1R , £5e ¢, P 1 £E 2.25t
B ZI 3058 B T AT 55,10 P2t T T2 [R e [958 58 AT 45 140 B ) 3R 3] 3,75t Bsf 2], (R HEAN 22 52 19 56 AT 45 B 1)
AR A 0 T HEET T 0.25t 1 [

~ beginT1 begin T2 begin T1 begin T2
fhe]  (CLiwrite x ﬂ/commit T2 HCL writex | |, Fault dectected
begin T3 —r<—rollback T2
| F-Conftict” 2: read x )
2r | L | -commitT2
. commit T3 commit T1 ::begm T3
3t C3: write x C2: read x
L ] i
4 commit T1 commigg3
(a) Executions without fault (b) Executions with fault
(a) WCREPAT IR (b) AR I AT VR AR

Fig.3 Overhead analysis diagram of FRTR
K3 FRTR JFA 20 H77< i E]

ME 3 ATLAFE F, R FRTR ik AT Wb P 52, 0 BEAS R8T 5 T 5 )N (0 s ik 2 R 2 LU A 2 2 1) 3
FERVE T FRTR i s e 2 H A RIE A R AW B — A Sk ar e 2R R GORE UR T REN
5% PUAT 51 & AR AR Al AR R AR SR R 7R AR I B W I FRTR 7 vk B 389 00 60 e B 1k 2 T A A L T 4 i
rollback-recovery 5 A A& AR /N 3X — s AR SCAE 3 795 1) S50 25 AL AT DASS T AR IF (1 F .

2 FHEEFZHFHRASHEEM

TEFTE 22 JLTY) rollback-recovery FEAR H, BT A8 25 a2 J ST CRAT (19, AN B8 CRIE e Bl 1R 47 TR B 22, DL 22 T4
PR Wk S I T i R OR S 5 2 U — BN R G0 IS B0 AR G W DR, R AR A AR ES AR T T
“Z Kk L A A 45 AR RGP A5 I A At A ST 1 T LR S 1.2 R 1A DL E,
rollback $84> 151 N A ] BE i i 24 5 45 17 38 45 0 4 R 2B R 0 A % 2 W 5 e =5 45 4 0 PP £ 2% 1 TR 1, 22
PRUF S5 IR Y FRTR LI AT LA 25 dh AT 5 b P 52, 790 75 20 BH 256 35 55 A4 3R 4 v < 55 0T B R S 12k
S S W ARG RS, T A 2 AT AT I8, T AT & — A 55 1 [RGB FRA AEAE R GRS A — B0 )
AR, G SR AR R B S A R G TP 45 A 3R R AT 1T LLAS T B 45 1 SRR R AT AT 41, 00 BT DA AT
HAHEMMEMAS T REA - REME.

EX LR MEPOOY, 755 945 00t R G0 45 BUR T LLIE S M BAAT LA T 45 5L 55 BRIt 152 01T 1)
i R—F MR GAT NN T HES MR BATHAT, A M — N FEEPAT RGN FSEA THRIATIR
BIRSUWRIX A IR A48 1 25 171l 28 G0 A2 6 L R s Pk 11

AR TR 55 Ak 2R G0 LA IR P U DR T A B S5 R RS T T R S AR IR B R G LA 45 R
6, FRTR J7 v 1 B — 3 5% (1 [ AT DLIE A b 56 i R e s B 52, T A 23 5 A — B R

T N R S AT 2R 2 A R I SR AT IR AR SO BT S X R A AR R AT LB 4L

AN F ARG, — A F 5P HZ DL begin F54FF 3k, LL commit 80 abort 184 1E 4 45 2, H a1 &
TR S RIS R SRR SR e A AE AR A T A R SR R G A MR ESINT — A
rollback 54, F L 2 33 75 e b 55 25 100 B IR . 24K, 25 0k 8 9% 28 495 I o2 2 7= A 50 i 11 LA TS 8 BL A R AN R 1
BIFE AT M 4 R Ik, T A8 A8 30X B R % FE 43 45 commit,abort,rollback,read 1 write 75 P FH 5t oh 3 4
YEIMTR AT AR 2741

L V=V Vo, G BN B LRGP T Lk M ERES.
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4 A={read,write}, %%, GINIELHES.
4 C={commit,abort,rollback}U{AxV}, T R EEES VPR ENIESES.
L T={T0 T T BB H SRR P N FE SRS
AT LLRE 55 AT Fe 91 278 s R i — e
«t,cpli=1,2,....n),cieCteT.
L SURHS LIS | BHATINE 2 ¢
Lk, aT ELH{(t o) e e CHRIR 55 t AT FR A 4R 5.
ACH ROFRFHS t LS WORRHS t NSRS
R(t)={v[(t(read,v))et}.
CiBLi
W(t)={v[(t,(write,v))et}.
EX 2(H5R). R G% ARG, F 45 mM R n 5 OB A BAT R SE58 T8 Tj(i) A2 70 58, A
R(T)AW(T)OW(T)NR(T)OW(T)NW(T;)=D.
EX 3(BE). AH 5 R T A RAE AR FF AL S S5 A& AT AT §2 ] BUER & IR — 1
Fe 90, A SCRR A 55 R G — IR B2 3R oR A
S=((t,c)ili=1,2,...,n),teT.
B 3 WA R I RS t AT I A8 4 o AR SCH S[IR R S IS | A Ak
RS RAFSE T W IR BRI T RGN — IR AT I A7 58 R T 5 AT R G XA P
KA AR AT K58 J5 U 0 T IF R R GE, T L BCARAE AT — A4 JR) IR 88 K ff 1) N e, 54 &85 K 3 4 4
A PR AETE 58 B AT DUE I i 45 21— AN T [R) 38, 3 8 B[R] 8- A I 1 i 2 B VB AR T — /NI )3 B8R, 98 5%
ETH—RHEERL - INETFES.
SR, BT RAMERE IR S POl Lk 4
VT TeT Bl T A I AR T T8 1 48835 803 T, A SR EH e T T e
AR HRAE.
A SCRRIXFE I ISE S Ay BRAT R, T H Seeq 27 AR, HRAT R 562 15 AL B B8 1R 1.
TEFER RGN AR — A5 BE B S 534 — A4 1 Bl " i vy B X A — A5 5y — AN 45
PR A " AT 4R AR RR 2 A 45 TR AR G OC 2R S AR TX T AH 56 G 2R 2 5% W) 2R 58 o 129 11 1100 it IR LG 268 2 5 55 A it
FRGE PR SR E X, AT DK AR T 45 R G g 45 S B A RN AT P S S AR A R R
W T BRI BE S, E X — A= J0A R K R ES Dep(S), Hog LT
R T T 2 T HAEEPIA AR S v 2R &, IR iji<))2 S IR PIARAE K STl
J T v ERERAE ay ST M To 76 v _ERJHRAE ap IFERBAE ay Ml ap Z B AT 550 v 1S AR (RI7E
S[i+1],...,SO-L]H & A (T (write, ), T T i AT 3545). T 4%, Dep(S) uf LAsE A
(Ty,v,To)eDep(S), if a;=write or a,=write.
X T LR A U S TS WAL A2 Dep(S)=Dep(S") UK I & S 51 & ST, i 4 S=S.
EXAGRAERMREM). WU T B IR S 2 S=Seeq N4 B S 223 2 i B M)
i1 Dep(S)15E X AT LG ), 58 F A RGN — IR S TPIAHICOC R T 45 [l () —Fi i /5 29 R
AT T < RARCE S _LIRIXFRIN 78 &
X Ty, ToeT A7 Ti<eTo, 24 HAX2(Ty,v, To)eDep(S), Jh i veV.
I <q 5 ST 45 BAT 10— B I 06 28, B0 T, T2 Ti< T MU0 T3 85 7 T 5 il il B2 T, 5
T T i Ed.
A FREFSAAE RR IO S AR R & S 11 B G=(W,E), i,
W=T,E={(T;, TpKTi,v,T;)eDep(S),T;,TjeT,i#j,veV}.
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ERIRBMHER) A TS IHARLENILZE T — IR S W 2 MR PR, S B0 S AR KR
Kl G & LA

E WA B 5 AN SCR Y RUE VR IE W B 15 M = TE 3R .

KA S S Fr 454 T b ity — IR AL Rl 2 P ) O 2 AR S S 4, SRAFAE — A B3 AT A L Soeq I A2 S=Sseq, AN W
B Seeq=(Tili=1,2,...,n) B S MAHKKRE G AH NWAELE—DFEEF (T T, TOG<K)H L Ti<Tiwa(i=],
L kD) HA T T B j<k, BT LATE B AT Seeq T EH Ti<eeq T BITE L Sseq TAFETE Ti<seq T3 X BN
S=Sqeq MR M PR FE 1 58 X, Dep(S)=Dep(Sseq), RITE & S HHAAETE Ty Ty, BB Ty Ty & . R AR 1
AN B SRR B S WAL B P, U S ARG R R IE G R TRER L.

P 2R, A SR SR F B0 VA 93 SR B TG A 16 = Bl 125 12

RS TATEA K AT SE T LM —KME S MR E G RIS, R S &5 & 1.

AR, k<2 A AR B R T

M52 k<n=1 I U N8R AT, 25 18 k=n IF IR BE S (¥R s k.

RIS teT Mt eT WL t<t!, IR S5 t7eT Wi t<gt”,... LAULEHE, AT LLAR 8 — AN St b7, 0. 45 S,
SETE PRI, U SR S AETE— 55 tieT I EVETE —DF FU g, THAE tr<tmea(m=iLi+l,.. j-1) HAF
t<sti, 5 S AR R TR EIF JE T L S b2 BRI AR S im G — A 38552 WIS S hoRAf
S teT AL t<dt.

F R S'=((t,a;) eS|t=t ), 5 Dep(S')={(t'\v,t"yeDep(S)|t' e T,t"T,t"#t" ve V}.

K28 S IAHSG G R B TEFR L AT LA S'RUAR O R R BB 2 B3R 18, H. 8o A3 n—1 AN 45 AR 1A 40 1
BE ST B B AN B B R AT IR St = S JFBBE Sl =t [1=1,2,...,n 1)

TG H AT BE Sepq = Sigq 11, L

Dep(S,) = Dep(Si, IIt) = Dep(Si,) w{(t'v,t") e Dep(S) |t'eT,veV}.

% Sl =S’ JTLL Dep(S,,) = Dep(S") ¥ Dep(S) 45NN Eik 45 A

Dep(Sseq):Dep(S’)u{a',v,t*)eDep(S)|t’eT,VEV}:Dep(S),
BT Seeq=S. T LA S J2 I 7 [ A5HIE.

gE b e B 1 AAE. O

PR G AT 2R G R S I ML I BT A4y Sy eager il lazy P25 02 25 35T+ eager 1 lazy 9 v Sk L
T R 2504 B 55 2R 00 10 5V VR S A W A O S P 11 T8 5 B 5% R 8 ) A A Yk R R s A B TS TR
UE W 2848 R 55170 R G0 I B 5 M AR OB 20 il &1 5 eager FiT lazy 15 R v S AG I ML A1 %ok 25 85 2 45 77 0 R 42 1 e
PEREAT 18,

21 ETeagermRIGMHFINBTHEESFHRALNREE

eager A AL R TR 3 55 f7 0k 28 0 1) B3 XS B0 55 45 AR AR AT AH DG PR A, — HL R B v 5 BT [ 38 oo 5
55 5T eager P ISA ML I = 55 47 fifh 2 M 4 SR FH (00 B0 WA 4 BRI S mT LA 23 25T eager 4l hix
AR logTMENRIZET lazy K RO B (i LTMIT) B Bl 32 BBk 0 1 5 N H s ik I 44 325 1
A BAAHE, HE commit F5 44T

F T 1 SR W 1 B A S FE AT R — IR B 4R A R A, T commit $8 4 AT I A& 51 kb 58, B LA
commit 454 A BLIA g HE 245 t 1 R(OF W)EES RIS TR lazy B BHLEIT W EUE 2 IERN S
S bR AEAEIAT commit 354 B (EE i FIAT commit 54 I I BL S R IEA S B R AL M R YL
Y B 25 PR AN 7 2B 5 T TR b BT DL 220 Tazy (9 RRAS A LA T 1) commit 1S ) 45

J T AE S AR AR R A TE LRI N, A S eager phaREMIBLAE] T 1 A4S F S TE RGN abort
rollback fi& 4 LA S A BeSft

54 abort & X 21 HH 45 IS A 10 2K 78, W] LSS M TA 2 abort £i5 0T T % W()E S NI TR AT T
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— R IR B 15 A ——undo BI54 2 J5 T commit 154 BRI 1 B 4R A LUARTE lazy FORRAS 45 B
R abort #8452 bR R AT T2 T H4- 0L E buffer [MBH1E, FEAR S RSN B4R AH X Fh & M H A
2 T ST DR B B M55 0 () I A0 P 4@a) TR, 22 T4 R () abort 84 T LA A7 3L 1K) write A(undo) il

commit B 4384751,

[A)HE, 254575 4 rollback BT B S B2 R 37 M AT 445 t NS EEE, EHPAT IZH % 0T Lo — AN UT
T rollback 84 I EEM K — AT T abort 82 MFH S t AI— N FES tIETHAT. B L5 U2
AT, H v AR A FE B A A0 B 4()H TR, 22 AR H ) rollback F& 4 BT LS AT A 2R 3

R~ T RARL RSP

read A

read A .
. write A
write A .
write A(undo)
abort R
commit
(@)

read A

write A
read A write A(undo)
write A |:{> commit
rollback read A

write A

commit

(b)

Fig.4 Equivalent mapping of abort and rollback based on eager conflict detection mechanism

Kl 4 eager phZAMIHLEI R ,abort,rollback $54 AI4% 4 e b

23t BT HE A S WU, BT eager R OSRT MUML I A5 F 45 AR R TR A A T LARAL W T
Ceager={COMMIt}UAXV.
IXFE, T eager MPOSAS IUHLHI A48 2 S A7 R AT I — Ak FH % R A% commitread,write 55 3 Ff
F5 4, I commit #5415 HAXH —IK, H.i% commit 5 4 AT 746 1% 5 5 10917 read 1 write 842 /5.
WA 7 2, 0] LAXE T eager 1 SR MLl (14 7848 T8 55 476k 2R G0 108 P 0 G vk Pk AT e S
1) WR—AFSL AR v AT T EEread V), ITE t $W4T commit $AE 2 11, AT 25 45 [F(write, v) i /E

HIEAEM;

2)  WRANTESS AR R v AT T R write,v), AE t 04T commit i AE 2 T AT 5555 [M(a,v) (ae A) R

TR A AN

WF=NEGEMHEE T A T LHEANFES t 8L Comm(t), HUKRAE T L

commit 84112251, B0 Comm(t)=i, H:t,i 3 & S[i]=(t,commit).

PG T o A 55 0L A5 0 R0 T A i A i 4 A 3 B —

PASE SCHYIXAE—ANME— (1) Comm .

SIF 1. WS T IS R, R <, 045 Comm(t)<Comm(t').
WY ARE S HHSE T R —REVEEES RIS IR 0j 92 i<),S[ILS[15r A2 S & t ek T
A v 3R B S[iT=(¢t(a,v)), S[iT=(t (@’ V). R A <t 11 Dep(S) & X,a Fl a'H & /A5 — N write $84.
B S[il=(tav @& T B — WAL, thf B2 A vk vk i e T4, AR 174 S D IR Kk W2 k<j, H.

S[K]=(t,commity. 7 — J5 T, 1E 4 &2 4 5%t 1) commit $i5 4

2 | Comm(t)=k<j<Comm(t'),5|F 1 3.

AHATILTE S[12 )5, B j<Comm(t").

REHE 2. 1E eager M ORI MM, A6 2 5517 il AR GEHOAE AT — UG i EE 2 b I 1.
E B A SCR A SCUE TS SRUE 58 BE 2 R BEF 54 T _EARTE— Ok i i & S, H. S A2 K.

W E B 1, RS — D FHEFIN(TLT,,..,

AR S ot

% commit 4§ &, Jit LUAEAS 55 #A]

0

T L Ti<Tina(i=1,2,...,n-1), H. T.< T MBS H 1,6

Comm(Ty)<Comm(T,)<...<Comm(T,)<Comm(Ty). &4k, Comm(T,)<Comm(T) & J& [, BT LR % A 37 BRI R A7 7
R —IRA IR B I G R B S EITE eager 5SS ML T, 255 3% 25 47-fifh FR G0 BATART — IR G924 B 440 42 o 25

). 58 B 2 4300E.

O

SERL 2 UEW] T eager #h KL IHL ] T 2245 95 5517 filk 2R S0 B B 4k, A SCR TR 8 lazy o SR DAL R 19
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P SO A R IR
2.2 EFlazypREMINF B BEESERAZHREE

ANIF)T eager T SEKTMIALE] lazy (3 SR AL il 2 75 T 45 P0AT commit 5 2 W A BEAT A8 SC M Ad I 28 T
lazy 5 K I WL A6 £ 2585 T 45 A7 i 2R 90 R (RIS 2 lazy f i A A5 B85 3 (o TCCM), o sl /2 U, 0 4% o6 T A4
BHRAR T v A 1 R I S AE AR MU B B i B B — AN R AR v, Z S5 R v IR AR AR B v IR AR B,
HEH S AT commit 54

TEEET lazy Mo R BRI 2548 H 5 A R D, F 55 t AT commit $8-4 I8, A 4 t AT B4 AE K 2
s ) A5 2 AR AT it 2 v AH . PR B AR 1 B35 ve W(E), UUTE t 04T commit $i5 4 K EILAS v IS A\ v [ Rk,
g A2 0, 45t H W) B A I B 1 S # R 2 78 commit £i5 2 AT I A 4% B IE AT

AR AL T-7E eager i oS A MIATL i T % 254 4 55 A2 0 AR G B 29 PR I ih i FE A AL g 218 AT 4
ASON lazy AT MBS TS I A4 3445 A2 it R Se 1K abort Al rollback 484 LLAEA BLAT.

T4 2,484 abort J&XF T 55 Pl S BRVE I 58, AR EE T lazy P oA DML K 248 2 55 A7 0k R 4R
P PIAT I R P 1 K B AR H ) R AR AE commit 5 A T 2 B T IR B R AR B S T LLACK
XL G AR IR WA SE PR R AL T RGEAN S LS 8 S TR e R DU AT T abort #RAETR 4 g
2% B3 THAT T abort HAE RIS S L TEF S T FIAHCOCRIE G HARFEEICT t 4 .

[F2E, B T HAT T rollback 454 1f1 55 5% 1] LLAEAY Bl —ANHAT T abort 35213845 t F1— /N5 5% IR SR AT 3R
AT, M55 t SEFR L2 n] LUk 20 1, BT LU T 40T T rollback 484 193545 1] LLE 550 1 — AN i 2 45t

23t ETHR A WU, BT lazy phOSET AL 0 A8, S S A7 R R IR R A WA LR 4k

Ciazy={commit}UAxV.

R T lazy oS MIHL I ) 248 2 55 A2 0l R ) — DBV 2 45t A5 commit,read, write iX 3 fildg
A A commit #5844 HAXE — Ik, H.i% commit 54 8T /77 1% % 1T read Al write 5§42 J5.

T 2ET lazy b DAL R 2060 25 45 440l 3R 48 Hh 2 55 1 'S BV R o 00 1 AR EAT 1), v 8 1R A2 S B
SEAE commit 454 AT IR H B AR 98 58 1) 5 X5 56T lazy o SR I ML Al 1) 28 4 5 45 A7 itk R 8 1V 1R B2 1) & %
PERT LSS than T € X

W TV T TaeT(men), B T E S F28 0 A S[i1=(Tm,.commit),S[j]1=(T,,commity, H. p=min{x|S[x]=
(Todav)),acA} 45 veW(Ty), B 15 g=min{x|S[X]=(T1(write,v))}, A i>q>j 4 B k¥ i<p 4 K.

XA E LR AT lazy vl ok DAL 0 2265 25 55 A4l RGEI — XAk R BE v, — DN 45 BUAT commit
BB, T 5 LA AE P SR 45 B4 A AT 58 commit B 4E, ZEA4 51 R IR I ERE IR B8 FH R IAT .

I 3. TF lazy MoSROMNLE] T, 24 55 A7 R GE M AT AT — IR 1 A 8 40 A2 R 25 11

WL BB HESE T LAAE—NEE SSH S ARSI RIEEH 14745 —NHESTPH
(T, Toe T AL Ti<sTina(i=1,2,...,n-1), H T,<T;.

FAE A FEET LR FES t 8 X Comm(t), HULRRTE T B —NE3E 4 S o t 1 commit 54 1)
R AGHEBE Comm(T,)=max{x|x=Comm(T;),i=1,2,...,n}, M ‘£ 4845 Comm(T;)<Comm(T,).

FABL B AT To<o T AR IS 135 08 2R <, B S, 3j k AR BE S g P AN P 3836 2 j<k, H3veV, F S[1=(Th.(an,v))
1 S[KI=(Ty(ag,vy), Ho 1 ag,an, €A, H. ag,a, 114047 —> 4 write 45

ANYiB Bt a, 4 write F:4E, Bl ve W(T,). 2 p=min{X|S[x]=(T1.(a,v)),ac A}, WG p<k.[K A T, & &4 bl
k<Comm(Ty). XA 24 Comm(T,)<Comm(T,),ft LA p<Comm(T,).

4 g=min{X|S[X]=(Tn,(write, v}, WA g<j. LK j<k, BT LLE q<Comm(Ty).

MY —JrH, O S RHSE T BG5S R SOn] &1, R Comm(Ty)<p BB
Comm(T,)>q>Comm(Ty)h B i 48 5 p<Comm(T,) H. g<Comm(T ) i1 4516 7F J& i LL,a, 24 write 354 IR B 3% A BT

AR B ag,a, T2 DA —A 2 write #24E T a, A 1T REZ write #24E, T LLU A ay 2 write #:4E, BT veW(T)y).
DA Ty B IL 955 T LA k<Comm(Ty). 4 m=min{X|S[x]=(T,(a,v)),ac A}, WA m<j.
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N H M j<k H Comm(Ty)<Comm(T,),T LA m<Comm(T;)<Comm(T,).

FAE B S Jegidsdle T Lr—OCE ik B M40 0 & G ik e i 5 T 40, A1 Comm(Ty)<m hy BLEk
Comm(Ty)>Comm(T,) 4 &, 5 m<Comm(T)<Comm(T,) A J&, Ktk a, U ASAT BE Ny write 4%,

L5 BT AP TR IXAE— IR 2 BB 12 B AR TR S BB A A7, BITE lazy S8R BLI T~ 2545 95 454716 &
G ATATT — A ik 1 BT A2 K S 1, 5 B 3 45T, O
2.3 FRTRHLEIMHERERFTHM

2233 %t eager F lazy B P ST MBI T (0 25465 35 55476k R I BE 25 VE T ie, 7T AR o6 TR FH 547
i RAERRETE M 5.

EIE 4. S H LAl R G ATAT — WAV A0 2 o 28 11

B A4 AT R G AR R R S LRI AT LA 24 eager A lazy 528l sg #E 2 AN #E 3 fAIE W AT 40,
TEIX PR SEAS ML T PR A4 3 55 A7l 2R 0 IR AT o] — R 6 2 R 5 0 2 K 0 10 DR b, 5 6 < 55 A A R R AT
o] — R A i R R T A B B 1 A9 E. O

AR BE T R S A7 1 R G IAT G 3R 402 T 5 1R, I B R B B0V e i g e 8 A 7 vk R
b BT LA R 118 A% 5 A 0 I o A () 5 R MR A T 5% (AT ) B B 4 UEW] T AR SRS AR R ARAT— IR
BV R TR B R U, A S S5 AR R AT — IR AR TR B ET LA B — AN HR AT R IR A ]
—ANE T AT IR A B I ) R A S5 BIAT commit 15 A3 A 2 R HR R N A i AL AR A AR T 4% 1L A i
TEF S AT commit H5 44545 2 HTREAT 10 g e 0 A 00 1) 34 e s £ 55 e 9 LS R T 24 T ) e e = 45

B SRR T HERA R T Wb 25 55 B EAT 19 5 #5241 ] [l 428 i G 0 128 1 SCORAIE 77 B AN
&1 TR, R HE T B SR PR 45 (R ) FRTR I 1k S ALk T 288 5 55 17 i 28 20 IV e ok B2 022 7 4 1.

3 3%
31 KWHE

T 3 X 5 4 45 A7 A AR T B I AR AR SCUE W T FRTR 5 VR T 25 4547l 28 48 160 i s Pk &2 1190 0 A
FIFEA M AR IR T 5 AR FH 4 EAT SEI6 X FRTR 77V 16 T e EAT 36 AIE.

AR5 A B B 4E 4 A~ SPLASH-2 1 (10X FH 41 barnes,lu,ocean F1 cholesky 1 gems2.1 il
TR B — AN 255 A 9] deque. SPLASH-2 S i1 Stanford JT- & i) — & 41 X 3 52474k 00 EA4T I O b v
IR A 454,

o Barnes J& — /ML PR B AH ELAE FH G R 0 — N R AR 7, LN S 502 A28,

o Lu B AEHBBEMEMERE—A E= MBS =M LU 2 EE0E IR O RS B 5N

SHCGERE UL
o Ocean & —/MIFFTIA YLD ST RV [BIAE A 12 B AR 52 M £ 2 PR 13, A N 2 B0 R R 0 14
w4 £

o Cholesky /& — MG A LA B 4 fift B — A~ F = A HERERILH: B 1) Cholesky 43 fif S92 I AZ O A0S B Lo
N R AR AT 6 R £ S A
o Deque sz — A TR [] — A~ BA A 11D Sk J72 38 9 50 1160 03 FH 48], L i N 2 50k 2 18 i B30 1) 3L
HH T SPLASH-2 H5 fE IR A B AN & 15 45 A7t 119, BT LAR SCH barnes, lu,ocean Fil cholesky i 4 A4~ it 784 ]
) 3 T AR e B DA BR AR A S 3E AT FE 45 A T I X H %) deque M EH gems2.1 ¥ transactional
microbenchmarks, 4% £ gl & — AN 4 F2)% . 3K 1 2 1% Le3at 4 1) S A1 8.
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Table 1 Test Cases
Fz1 WX H B

Scale parameter  Transactions number  Fault transactions number  Checkpoint size (B)

Barnes 16 384 131072 1312 34 390 824
Lu 512 15248 153 2113736
Ocean 258 18 432 186 14 911 048
Cholesky Lshp.o 11 368 114 1310720
D750.0 1504 16 8 363 240

Deque 360 000 360 000 3600 99 646

BT A S FE B0 F FRTR IR 1 5 75 vk A B, DA HE I e e AL 0 L o1 % 2 B 4D R T, A S 8 A AT 52
B FA) AR N ST, T A PR R S A AT I R B AL R 5 v 1% ) 3 45 R AT B A i, 9 R FH FRTR 5 i AR
P 1) 5 45 EAT MR T

I3 —J7 T R o B A SCHE R G POl T UL R G A £ AU HLE RO R AR R S FRTR AL [l
B L SE 2 DL 45 kg BT 1) JT DA SR A S S L 1R R SR A o WL 1) A 2 0 LR A7 IS ML gl 1 B e A AN S 55
begin #1E+a 4 2 BTHEAT, RIFEBENLN AR 1% 2 45 AT SO m v X T H I e 1) 2 45 R G I B2 B s 11
o 23 15 OB AT

SEUG PR FISATAE simics3.0.29+gems2.1 B DU A% logTM R 4, B AN Ab BEZ8 4% 1) L AK 75MHz, R 48 =
17 2GB, i # 8GB, RSB AT INH5AE R 44 solaris9.
32 KWLHER

AR FRTR AL PEREUEAT T 184k, IF 5 R 45 4% checkpoint&restart(C&R) L AR HEAT T 1 Bt b A 34wt
AR FH AR LA T 5 25

o SRS TR IS AT I ).

o FRTR HLHIE G KA 3L T I8 AT 1 ).

o FRTR HLHITEA #5002 4T I ).

o C&R MLHIFEJG it A o T (RIS AT B ).

o C&R WLHITER Mkt o T BB AT I ).

5 A5 ANDUAK F 8 (3 5 21 52 56 45 SR S . 38 3k o) 4% T0UBCHR AR, T DAAS B R 45 i

(1) IR FRT IS AT R S FRTR AL R JC A% 50 1938 47 B () JL T A8 A3 2 T FRTR AL
T Wl 52 T A8 P D D B2 AR 2 55 HRUAT I A B ) 0 AR 8 B o) 9T (R A7 1 <A A i, DA T 38 B T 2 471 R
P RURAT T8, A TR S 00 N R L T AN T3 24 ) B8 R AR 1 T b W 52 AT B A M R 45 £

(2) FRTR LA 75T e b oy 37 189 00 1) e e 52 TR 2 AR /N 9.3 1.3 5 Hon) FRTR 515 (R e 52 4 ik 17 e ik
538, BEEH T FRTR 110 R 52 P45 = 0 A0 4 T i g 55 11 [ 0 4 0 o AT i B 2 45 1R P 4. e T~ log T
0 R T 5200 H 2 SR A TR AT G 2 A LT A7 R AR A A A IR T A5 FRTR I 5 A g e
255 110 [T 85 2 A KT 88 /N 10 T B 4RAT I 4% ) R, T S0 AR 19% ) 8 55 MEAT T R B i T A
X T AR S AT IR 3525 (T4 A S T 2 84T T 1% 4% 58315 1.3 1WA FRTR Jri%
FE AT W I 45 ZR BT R O B 2 SR B M LE T JE MR AT 3G 0 R T A 3 B v T T S o AN AR S
Ll T DL K Hh T AR b A3 A Sk 1 v S R (R 5 R.Gems2.1 (R ZE 4 M 4] deque PRIJL & — /42 454k 441
R A 5t = 45 REANFE SR I B TR OK, . deque JAIAE IS AT ek A2 v i 98 e AR LA 26 i it [P 3R AH 23 7 SR B &2
{14 7h 52 (R B bt W s i 52 R B K AR AN S 7. 7% 1717 3% I SPLASH-2 (1) 4 A F HH T AN /& 4> 55 454 A 0 1 HL
FEH P 5B A deque JISHE I ZH, T AP T4 3 /2 10 A 0.11%~1.1% A 4%

(3) 7E C&R ML, B TR 125 45 7-fits 5 45 =5 45 TRUIE S A 6 488 /0, T AR 25 st B2 R A7 1) 008 4 X 4K,
DUAH LG F V5,10 [ ZE I AR 19 LU AR 52t AR AT A 2 A0 RSk i 77 R P AT 19 35 ZE 514 T LA #:barnes 1
TR SSSCHRRCK LR EARAE AL A R B 2 T AR A AT CR A7 T8 5 K, G WS BT IR A8 AT T4 48 B T3
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H RPN T 15 000 2 111 cholesky 7E d750 AR~ H1 T35 TR AE A A 23 1) R B RTLAD | it BTG W Bt Bt
FIZ AT T4 AH bb T 500 2 45 A2 )7 (388 0 2 fe /D (ELAB 38 0 T 360 22 3% A Xt Hb, I 461 cholesky 7F Ishp MIAR Tt
TRAE L d750 BB AR 2 T A5 I0 7 2 600 2 ;1M deque /AR AR EUAR 2 0 1 T OR A7 B3 =R D,
] b T 285 0 S AR X 4% /N 78 1800 i 26 44

} m Original program
= FRTR without fault
| = FRTR with fault
| m C&R without fault

} = C&R with fault

Execution time (ms)

Barnes Lu Ocean Lshp d750 Deque

Fig.5 Comparison of execution time

5 PATIN ) LA

T S A MR L FRTR AL 00 d b Wk 52 FF 85 e 25 18 6 A3 FRTR R C&R P AL fhil (10 g i ik 52 ik (1)
HEAT 7t AT AR B, C&R MM Pk B2 I A4S T FRTR OOk S I IAL KR T deque JHA9I b T+ e [R5 5 k2 fr)
R IR B AL C&R MM S B i) K LE FRTR R S B ) B4 00 T 60 4% 2 A=, Atk i 491 18 2
7 128 5~4164 {5 N2 5T R M, C&R K #E M A2 Al FRTR ks ik 52 7 2280 5N T ks 2 4% S AT 1 1
T T4, T LA 3 B2 0 1 e 2 S A6 T R SR 2 [RIE A T4 . TT0 — 77 T AH B 776 76 A8 AR s AL 75 A/ 1/0
AR T4, A AT e EAT WO DK 52 00 B T A5 22 /MB 25 50— 5 THLFRTR AL 5 B0 52 W s g 5% o (93
PR T LA LE T R 48 C&R MUK K Mk /> T 75 220 &2 1) BHis /2. LA FRTR J7 v 1) R SR A R FF 45 4H Lk
T C&R HLHIE/MR 2 WAl FRTR J5 v (1) 3 A4 bt ik 52 TF 45326 /N T+ C&R L.

840472

1.E+06

1.E+04

Fault recovery
time (ms)

1.E+00
Barnes Lu Ocean Lshp d750 Deque
Fig.6 Comparison of fault recovery time

Bl 6 il ok A [R] L A%

M ER S5 25 B nT DUFR AR E O S D0 R BT FRTR (8T 95 25 A7 6l R 40 1 RE T 1B AT I 1) 5 s = 4%
FE ¥ (AZ AT I 18] JUT- A 5 A6 A SRR i 00 R, 0 55 s AR S R G0 FRTR J5 iR B4 1A TAERIR
o K R IT AL T4 30 C&R B RK A PE RE DL A 1y RIVAE £E 2 55 ph 5™ H A R G, th A A AL
Ur TR REPL A

4 HMxI{E

E Herlihy 76 ISCA93 |45 Hy 5 45 45tk ML & 18 3T 47 ok AR 22 T 9% 3 S 6 S 25 A0 (R A Al 77 K )32 1
BFFE T A, 32 T 2 Fh Bk B 5 Al R 4L LA 55 A7 i R G AR A S5 A0 R AU S BT BAE AL IR F
BT 7 5.5 P A7k R G0 R T T e T8 103 SRS BIL 11 S 2 1) = 45 10 5 K% U ), 6T P A6 8 1190 P A 57 B AL )
SRR T 5 AT I R 7k I R (7 45 A7 RS LGSR A lazy 10 S8R AL I AN lazy (1) R AR B BATL I 11
SRR RS (e R 48 TCCM LogTMET UTMIMIA SR AT T eager (I SR I HLiEI AT eager f9RR A< &5 L
S LTMBESFET VTMESIR B (40 2 eager B3 S AL HIFT lazy F¥ AR A< &5 BB,
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BEAh, SCRR[14]48 T — Rl 3k p 58 AT 50 474k (conflict-serializability, & - CS)HLHIFI 22 JE AL H] 1 B 4F 5
ARG TSTMAHEG DU R T 2 BUBUSE TR R AR 2 55 A7 i R 48, TSTM W] LU 7 b 3R A5 S0 47 ) P e

T X 2 55 A7 i 2R 8 0o 9 TE 4 M, SCHR [15] 388 aok o 3 5% A7 it 1) o8 SCHEAT T XAk 1 Ul B ANELDT B T 5%
A7 At 22 48 IE AP IE B 1T FLX 2 45 A7 i 22 48 IS [ S 0 v 3 4% 1) O e P2 PR 4 4 7 T2 204 1) B 3% T SC ik [16] 1
h SCHR[AS] ) Ab 78, 32 1 T AN3% W4 (opacity) 1 ok 17 2 55 4 fif R0 ST — AN bRl SCER[L7]48 1 T Wl Ze Ak
(linearizability) (R &, 15 24 VRAN IF R0 G IE R PE I — AN 4 00 T VR A H 55 A RGN I E M i T E 245
FAEH.

SR, I 28 T AR FRE A OV H S AR A B A SIS T HE AR AN A R TR T FRTR 1
R P B2 VR A T 5 AR R IR B T 8 S S5 A R O T b Wk 5 I 8 0k

ARICW T FRTR 5 R4 (9 0F B, 2 T8 3 F B 258 5 25 17 it 38 8 110 B 129 A0 A% 40 3 R SR AT T 1 — 30k
i B AR 2 T IE ST SCRR[18] 5 S T AL S (T — B0 L = A7 6% R M HAT IEA R Sk T 3L
AL RGN — A AT IE 0 10 78 e, R SL S A A R G P R T 4R AT )7 55 i S [ ) SR I IR 4R
TG B 1) T S ST 5 48 0 55 A7 i 2R 0 Bl 120 1 1) B A0 % o 0ot I B G B0 B S B 7 — e FR S BB T RSN
IR AT BV ) BRI AIE 9T 07 32 (E 2 T 3 102 2548 H S APl R A FH S AKX RN T L A4S 45
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