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Abstract: May happen in parallel (MHP) analysis decides whether a pair of statements in a parallel program can be executed
concurrently; it plays an important part in parallel analyses. This paper proposes a novel may-happen-in-parallel analysis algorithm for
Java programs. Compared with the existing MHP algorithm, the new alogrithm discards the unnecessary assumption that a child thread
can only be join-synchronized by its parent thread, and processes start-synchronization and join-synchronization independently in a
decoupled way. This makes the processing logic of the algorithm more concise and more complete than that of the existing algorithm.
When computing dominator information, the new algorithm has better scalability for it does not need to construct the global flow graph
for the program by inlining, which is needed by the existing algorithms. The new MHP analysis algorithm is used to sift false warnings
reported by a static data race detection tool. The experimental results on 14 Java programs show that the time of computing dominator
information of the new MHP analysis is much shorter than that of the existing algorithm.
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TR FH R oAb 77 70 (Thread:start 77 Vi BR AN M . S A LR FE I R 40 AT MHP A3 #T 25 e DL I 1 (R4 77 a3 1.

FEA SO TR BRUA b, i RS A R 0 U, R R s i A R

class Task1 extends Thread {

public void run() {Main.cnt++;}

1
2
3
4 class Task2 extends Thread {

5  public void run() {Main.cnt—;}
6

7

8

public class Main {
static int cnt;

9  public static void main(...) {

10 cnt++;

11 Taskl t;=new Task1();

12 ty.start();
13 cnt++;
14 t.join();

15 Task2 t;=new Task2();

16 t.start();
17 cnt++;

@

Ity

It

S10
S11

main thread

(b)

mhp(si,s) — false
mhp(sis,s) — false
mhp(ss,s;) —» false
mhp(s13,5;) — true

©

Fig.1 Static threads in the program and the results of MHP analysis
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& SRR P I R R BRI join T ik i E A M BAE S 3.

TST(ty,S, ) EE XTEEE T HEES S LINCR, ERRERE t 7/E1EA s LR start 5%, )838) T4 1
PAT TIT(tj )2 8 XAEEA TS I ERICR, ERRERE t 715 j LA join ikt A8 HE t ST
SEER(E 2 fiTR).

T={tuta,... b IR T T 0 — AN 2R FE.

S={51,52,+++,Si, - SM . SE FE T HH — Skestart() J5 v 1) R F IR ).
I={ivdzr e do i FRIT H— 4k join() 77 2 1K) R FH 15 .
TST={(ts,5,2)|tr,t,e TAS€SAL 7EsTE f1)_F i Ht.start()}.
TIT={(ty.j.to) |t tre TAje AL 7EjiE A1) b i Fi ty.join()}.

Fig.2
2

LRI 2 (56t AR B 3 rh i MU, 543 21 3 AT 1 KR TstartT, TJoinT M TTTJS.

TStartT(ty,5,t2)=TST(t1,5,t2) 1)
TStartT(ty,s,t2)=TStartT(t1,s,t2) ATStartT(t2,5’,t3) 2)
TJoinT(ty,5,t2)=TJIT(ty,5,t2) 3)
TJoinT(t,5,t2)=TJoinT(t1,5,t2) ATJoINT (t2,5’,t3) (4)

TTTJS(tl,tz,tg,j ,s)=TJoinT(t3 ,j ,tl)/\TStal’tT(tg,S,tz)/\tl!=t2 (5)

Fig.3
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FEATHAT 0 2R B BT e AT 2 )R A5 A LR B 8 M S JE 7 SR s &5 s, 2 [0 A7 48 58 Ja T, AT TAS BE 9 RAT
2 A LAFEAT HIWE sy 5 s, 48 15 A 4E 56 Ja e (1 590 S BILAE 77 happen_before =, R i (1 R FE I (A & 4 FioR)
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Fig.4 Flow chart of the method happen_before
4 J5i% happen_before (K3 F2 &l

2.3 MHPE (45D

MHP 43 #7872 75 J5 1 MHP () #3 LLSE B0 TR o 1 W 4538610 s F 55, MHP (Sq,52) & M L3R 7- & 41T R] A
FATPAT 73 MHP T I T 7772 happen_before () 4] Wi 1 45 15 10 (R 4RAT J& 45 7746 56 JE 05 8 4 T8Ik T 07
% happen_before() i) &b B3 A2, 75 ¥4 happen_before() i A HoAth 77 ok st DL A PR 45 Hovp 7578 Thread(s)iR 7]
WEA) s BT IE I 2R R RATME I 77 TStartT (), TdoinT()RI TTTIS() 3 i &7 K & TstartT, TJoinT Al TTTIS.Jr ik
IR O] R BN, 3678 56 22 75 3055 A2, 165 ), AN 2. 7 2 po_before(s,s") HI I G f) s 245 58 Tty o Hidb s i s
J& T — 2R K 5 o). Jr vk po_before() i SEBLAN 1R £ T — 545 P4l /i 4.

1 MHP(s1,5,) 12 t;=Thread(s,);

2 { 13 t;=Thread(s,);

3 if (happen_before(s;,s;)) 14 if (TStartT(ty,s,t))

4 return false; 15 return po_before(s,,s);
5  if (happen_before(sy,s1)) 16  else if (TJoinT(tz,j,th))

6 return false; 17 return po_before(j,s,);
7 18 else if (TTTJIS(t1,t2,_,J,5))
8 return true; 19 return po_before(j,s);
9 } 20

10 happen_before(s;,s2) 21 return false;

11 { 22 }

Fig.5 MHP algorithm pseudocode
5 MHP &g

24 BRIZEWREFF

757 happen_before HISZILHIF] T 77k po_before, JG 5 I W7 7] — /S 2 72 N 18 A 2 1A] RO R 6 R85
(program order, fAJFR po) & FE P AR TR & W R — AN 2R FE N 18 A) 2 [ 28 5 T, s —2—s' RoR s ERE7 7 Lot
T8 B R BRR LR 8 451 U s10~s1, AT s, —Fos) 2 HALY 10<i<j<17.

A JE R A 7V I BT FH D7 v A s b s SRR S B AR BRI W A R R R R s
s @ T i — A Jiik,s il o mli o' e s M s— 2" MiEA] s '@ TR ) 10 7 vk I, 7 S A T
J R AN T v R T 4% T AR BRI W 4K TE R IR AR 7P I 6 SR T I FE I — AN T

K 6 FIFERE R —ANEFRETE ) s3I s4 20 HUJE T 71 foo FJ7ik bar.s; 5 s4 2 Al IR R X AL vk 2 1
T AUNT (S3,S4) 12 BT 2 T8 11 45 (S6,57) W 1) S AT 87 A2 F 510 main =, HLZE 7% main M I5 E 1,se #a s7 BIA

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



2294 Journal of Software k434 \Vol.24, No.10, October 2013

se—2>s, Bl s;— s, (B4R, VL main 56T M 7% foo(iBH) se), AT TER) s3 2 ), /5¥2: foo iR [MI;4R )5
W7 7% bar(iEf) s7), AT HER) sq. BBk s3 ZERE 7 77 LSBT s,

1 public class Main {

2 staticintcnt; Map: (S3,52) — (S6.57)
3 static void foo() {cnt++;}
4 static void bar() {cnt—;}
5  public static void main() {
6

7

8

9

S3£>S4

foo(); 5
bar(); S5 — > 57

}
}

Fig.6 How to get the program order among two statements in different methods
6 Wl 8 T AN [F) 5 R B AN ) R AR

7 4 AT SO R e AN EAT V0 ORT U F S i O 1,

1 po_before(a,b) 10 Map(a,b) {

2 { 11 p;=a.path;

3 (a’,b")=Map(a,b); 12 p2=b.path;

4 if (dominate(a’,b")|| 13 c=last_common(ps,p2);
5 post_dominate(b’,a’)) 14 a=next(c,p1);

6 return true; 15 b=next(c,p2);

7 16 return (a’,b’);

8 return false; 17 3}

9 }

Fig.7 Program order and statement pair mapping
K7 FR)7 e AE )0 g

T35 Map BB A0 (a,b) Wi im0 (a',b'). 24 a Al b J& T F—AN 7 i, @, b))l 2 (a,b). T AT 14754k LLIE 6
HIFR P A 9] 1 B Map 503 .a.path 278 M J72: main BIEE 1) a 1 B4, B2 J7 ¥ AT B AR G — N 3106 I
6 TR MFR)T ss.path FI1E 4 “main.ss.foo”, & K/~ 777k main & 154 se, 1T se i FH 777k foo; 2Bl s,.path 11
Jg“main.s;.bar”. J77% last_common J& [R5 4% % 42 H 3 [A) i 4% 1) B Je — > J0 2, R I, last_common(s;.path, s,.path)
=main. 75 ¥% next(c,p)i& [l # 42 p 1 70 % ¢ I JE 4k J0 3%, Ak, next(main, main.se.foo) iR [HI{H sg,next(main,main.s;.bar)
R [BME s7.350 )5, VAR (S3,5a) Bl B 18(S6,57).

25 HMEHEM

B T AR IR AL AN G o 5 R 1 [R5 2 4h 78 2 SRR R 1 b ik 25 A8 AR S B 1) [R) 25 A3 dn A [ 22 11 26 AT
FI R 1) S AR ST, L B TR I SRR A BAT BB Sy 1b AT B 2 17 P DX 38 R 2 S 0 X O A R IEAT Y. Java
VBT AT AN (] 25 1 265 K0, B s 2 B ph PR 53 1 SE AT 28 bl 7 92 T A S B Bk () A0 T1O R bt e i S B
DRI A Il 1 7% 2 A LA 20 7 4l B AT LT 460, B T 0 SR A R 3R 1) A A P 5 28 0 B SR DU A e [ 2

Java £ S FE R b 55 —Fheis 0 7] 25 & wait,notify £ notifyall 77 V5. 75 CIC++i5 35, 5 2 5 N f [7] 5 5 4
J& POSIX £ JE SR AL ) pthread_cond_wait il pthread_cond_signal B 0. A 18 /& Java ifs /& C/C++,iX Bl [7] 25 45 4
FR) A R 8 0 20 5 B P 4 I ARITE . DA Java 0 5 0 81— AN 2 S 3R AR — AN B, 2 e TR waat U 2 I S B OB T
MR NI ; 4 1% £ A L e e I, 55 22 B SR A BRI ) B A R 4k 8 4 BAT FEBU R D T, 2 N wait 7
VETE TRl — A5 B LSRR LR R 2 18] 4 A 4 B 3% 4 414 (race condition).— 282 X} notify 53 notifyall 11
AR HAEATE O 2 RAF B 1E W SCER[L7]T 48 TR, I 56 4K I 1) £ B >k wait-notify/notifyall [7]
2T DR A 3 1m) 2

ASCHEH Y MHP FT Barik 559280 HOnk 28 B2 YR Az RS SRR 5 1S 1) [R) 25 AT 23 A, ot A it [ 235 NV ) 25 AN
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3 TR

MHP S 4% SE LA — A A IR Y 2001 T A Chord W7 Chord {8 ] — R 5920 7 36 B 44 20 B« J7 3%
Wi B 237 R AR R 43 BT RV [ 20 43 A, SR 38 0 SRORS W] R R A B0 38 4 1R v SRV A7 (R4 4 .Chord SR R
SCBUR IR AT B ATTAE HEAT S IR X Java H K 52491 5 9 R k-object SR () b TR SRRSO S0 k BEE N 3,
T} Java HH () A 7 1R T A2 ) 1R SCRURK (context-copy sensitivity) ™,

FRA T — MR A i i B A 45 o6 Chord S b, R 502 25 AN 35 22 SR

7 10,790 44 53 W0k B 28 U 1) AN BERS 50 L8R AT 23 B 6 — AN B 28 1) I A U Tr) R\ A 2 HLAH 1) 44 ).

53 —7J7TH,Chord ¥ #E4T MHP 43 #7.

XFTER 1 AR, B AT 20 B RS BTG 1 7 32 R Al v, DR b 4 5 7 P o 1 5 A A T S P R T
2 AN EE R T AT MHP S92 J5 K 1A 8 1 ol i it 7

TATEEE T 144> Java B2 86 MHP S04 T I0AR UK (1 5 22 ASFEF K 1 Java Grande S I e s £ 2%

e barrier,forkjoin,sync ix 3 MR AT — LR 510 R0 $RAE;

e crypt,lufact,series,sor,sparseMatmult iX 5 ML 752 — S8 L T (0 AZ 0 51

e moldyn,montecarlo,raytracer /& 5 4% (1) 3 JH F2 /7,

o tsp SRR W IERY RAT 1) B (traveling salesman problem) ) 52 FE

o mtrt 5K [ SPECIVMO8 JE /MR 7 4P & th J& — A ray tracer F2)¥;

o Jbb j: SPEC JBB2000 7 Ml 3 v Il ik i f 22,

TEIXSETR 7 A HHE 38 40 10 25 R LR 1.

Table 1 Results of data race detection

F1 HdlEsegrRgs R

Program Size #Real races  #Races (MHP)  #Races (original)
barrier 199 1 4 35
forkjoin 146 0 0 0
sync 209 2 4 21
crypt 655 0 72 442
lufact 1041 1 45 137
Series 384 0 6 28
Sor 291 2 96 160
Matmult 285 0 2 23
Moldyn 846 1 219 435
Montecarlo 3128 10 10 109
Rattracer 1431 1 159 427
Tsp 706 11 19 223
Mtrt 3751 2 17 50
jbb 30 486 46 46 211
Total 52 211 77 699 2301

£ 15 2 ¥4 Size™ AR 4SS AT B 55 3 B2 “#Real races” 2 K i B 1) 3 1F 1R 5508 38 5 10 4L
2 4 F#Races (MHP)" &N H T MHP 4-#1 2 J&5 3R 55 I8 i od: 55 4 AN 038 5 12 “#Races (orignial)” & %A
A MHP 2387 5 1% 55 149 58 18 5000 38 4 1 4

ST R 77 A E SB35 A 2 N ] MHP S35 15 T 699 AN 35 4 B 25 77 A ELS2 i B 5 4
Ab, HAh 622 AN 5 H 2 AR A B 24 AR N MHP Sk IR 3055 1R B0 55 4 AN $i0: 2 301,

AfLUEE A MHP TR 9 1 602 AR INE SR, Ll 2 301 K5 BE1T 69%I1 i 2 5 ik 3k
P MHP S5 3 S T Chord 005030 35 4 OORS 2™

oo ATCAE R 14 A Java P27 HE SRR join [l 1 4 B2 IRIIE 03X 14 A Java B8 7 8 Barik S505 R4S S Y I MHP 5100%
BB FRER D HTER.
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4 $E%E Barik EiEHILLES

H i, &1 5t Java 2 Ze FERE 7 1 S5 4T 1) MHP 23 47 /2 Barik 32 H (938 T TCT 180 # 53k JATTH 37 75 5 Barik
SR EAT H A, AN BT T 7 T 8 P S 1 B 4
4.1 EERRITBEIEE

Barik 51k LLEGFE QU TCT A% O# AT 23 4t TCT H (71 RUR 2R, — AN I B 71 RO IR AL I 1 46
FETCT Mk AR LA 2 B start [F22. TCT ERISEATT Al RA A /R KA must-join J& P, DL A £
FRZ [ join [0 24— AN s ) must-join J& 24 24 FLIN 278 1% 1 mi i A AR R A join J7 1. R Ik, Barik 1%
F start [f20 5 join [0 43 A 88 45 G 70— 2, P 10 D0 52 A 5 (tightly coupled) (). #5451 1 v A1 £5 Barik
FAEAEAE PN BB

(1) Barik 5EiA7EAL P start [7]22F0 join [7] 22 I8 75 227 18 start 55 join [ & Fl 2 75, b S B Ol 522

(2) Barik HEB I TR N S QLA L join [R5 11 B0, BRI TC 725 A R AT W5 A 2R FE 2 TR 1)

join [F]20.

Barik 5955 ST PIE FEAT MR e B RO TAT FIT5 S R IFAT . P9 24518 00 S0 2R 2 1X 9 2 14T 14, I B AT T B

ATHAT Barik LR AL I 5 WK 2.
Table 2 Barik algorithm’s processing logic
% 2 Barik B 4b I AR
(1) tp join ty, t, join ty;
L ITAT (2) tp join ty, tp not-join ty;
(3) t, not-join ty, t, not-join ty;
(4) t1 join ty;
(5) t; not-join t,;

ty /& TCT bty 5 tp SR BT (A 875 fUAE D ANER TR 4 URAE T 4% ¢ IS AF T ot join R 6 5 ¢ 2 11
A74F join [A]25;t; not-join t; K /n W # 2 [ AT join [Al25.

5 Barik SVEAS[A, AT MHP 5735 LA —Fh AL 44 & (decoupled) i) 7 20k AL HE start [A] 25 A1 join [/ 25 3 5832
{FH X Z& TStartT #iik start [F7]20 A OCHR TIoinT K4k join [0 ¥ join R0 (WAL HL S start [/ 20 1 4L 224y
BT R B S AL B 4 WK 3.

Table 3 New MHP algorithm’s processing logic
eI TEAPRIUP SRR
(1) 1 5 t 3 2 TStartT % &;
(2t 5 LA TdoinT K &;
Rt 5 Ll TTTIS X &;

55 Barik SL5ANR], B Lk HE R A AT VR RIWTE U 50 5 s 2 1 AT LAFAT WURAER 3 1) 3 MG UL R iR
1) 815 sp LI HAAEAE R I8 E AT vy LLIFAT AT . Sl AR, 97 5503 (1 32 40 B I i 3.

TCT 5 A1 must-join JB T R e R R TERIBACLTE join [F] 5 K1 DL 3X Pl 45 00 JF &5 35 388 , 703X 175 D0
I, Barik B33 HUE SR A A IR AL R A R )AL SR A K join R0 BR IR 2 IS O m BUR BT
WAL 2 (B join [H] 25, K 8k, 1 i MHP 53 LE Barik 5092 58 58 % (sound). 18K 1~ 2R FE g QLR FE join [RI2P 115
0 AR 5 3 (F T S I AR R AR 23 T £ R A A R SRASH 7 ity e ) ) IS R A4 S A 1 56 o5 PR
42 BEWHT RMEILR

Barik 530 7 BEKs e R AT 10 T A vk I BRI A AT ION TV b X RO A B kA BT AR LF
9 R — R &, P IBEAE R — b g B O A R 2 P9 66 114 55 5 B 70— L8880/ 19 7 kv B Qo 473 88 ] i
I8 R 7 ARSI I —— B A — P M TERR P bl 2 AR D8 T AR A R ) g ik, R IR R IR ik 2 9 B

1R RIFAT
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A 2RI .0 Barik 5032 57 SRE 1 A JDE SR 2 AN 0 DX 43 b N BB T A vk DR e o 1 DR IR R e 6 P IR 1) &5 R
FEANTATHEZ ).

3 T P BT R 1R ACRED 2 U (1) T 8, Barik SRV P IR 5 B 2 IS TR N 11 5V IR 4 0 1) b ot 4 o R s 45 1
15 BMAE A ARG [ P B P, VS A L IR 1 4 % 3 () 23 (R R p A kAR A
TEAT 35T 795,50 1 R 7 3 A7 W A B iy AN B g Barik 573224 28 2 U8 T K0 T A 5 v PO IBE B 26 F2 1 N 1 5 ¥,
N T VR HEA P AN B0 Yy, AEN FL 5 32 i it P L o S A L i i) 2 2% o oD ny)?) ST
A7 LR TR I P AT B I ) 2 2% B @(k (O m,)?). BT S ik UG 43 ) U S b Oy v T 4 A R I U 5 2 R
@(anf). MRAFE P, an OF BTSN (Zni)z, RSB BRI BRI R 2 28 B i /N T Barik 832
THET )RR AT JE AR I [R) 52 2% B 3R AT 142 IR Barik S35 PR RO R o S 43 A5 2 50 HE S TR) TR 5 FeA 1o s i R
TFEE AT L, LK 4.

Table 4 Time of computing dominator and post-dominator information

R4 VRS P A R0 I A

Program  #Threads #Methods n; (average)  k>.n} k(O n)? #Time 1 #Time 2 #Time 3
barrier 3 26 7.2 2397 21 237 1ms 14ms 1m25s
forkjoin 2 22 6.1 1238 16 666 2ms 11ms 1m29s
sync 3 25 6.4 1794 18 786 1ms 12ms 1m31s
crypt 3 32 6.5 2037 35921 2ms 61ms 1m42s
lufact 2 38 9.3 5295 71 965 3ms 118ms 1m35s
series 2 29 5.6 1255 19 445 Ims 17ms 1m33s
sor 2 27 6.7 2 352 22 472 1ms 18ms 1m39s
matmult 2 26 6.8 2532 28 642 5ms 11ms 1m36s
moldyn 2 43 8.7 19 188 74938 9ms 53ms 1m12s
montecarlo 2 210 4.5 5337 450 305 5ms 254ms 1m34s
raytracer 2 126 4.6 4144 164 810 6ms 165ms 1ml2s
tsp 2 21 14.5 7331 50 125 2ms 33ms 1m21s
mtrt 2 2914 4.0 178 428 136 380 584 42ms 3m47s512ms 11m22s
jbb 2 2 435 7.1 264 487 195337012 34ms 14m04s943ms  33m49s

415 2 #4“#Threads” R /R BEAFE 7 R FE AN EE 3 B4 “#Methods™ & 77 v K AN 5058 4 44 n; (average)”
FORFEF GV BE E AR A EC R TS EHREARRMNT 1055 5 £FH 6 0% H
k> nZ k(o m)? (A, & R AR MHP ST SR b5 B R 2 L At 5 3 2 Barik SOVE MV S5
SRR 2 R T R X A A B S B b SR S B R T AR Oy s /T Barik
PRI

a3 ALK 0 IS ) f, 3B 23530 D 73 ()« AR () A 22 A8 (ms). “#Time 17 U AR 5 325 i 42 1 45 G 0
T J¥), B4 0045 30) 107 RT3 S 39T A0 SR B 1 7 =X “#Time 2724 FHl Barik 7y v 500 W IsE T 3L T G 5 2 5
(N 1 7 v b s A ST A 2 1R IF ) “#Time 37 & A I 1 LA 4 A B85 T A 9 10 J6 T TR, MHP 23 47 R
PRSP

“Time 1"F1“Time 2”43 52 B MHP S5 Barik S0 VF SEPA 5 545 155 75 69 IF 5. 1 dn 24348 Jfr 000 1) 98
BE O BRI FE R 5 2 IRE A0 I R TR0 5 AT 12 ANFERET 3, v 45 s B I I 2 22 A0 21 3 0, S5 K
A AT B9 A W T AR B AOAS A 38, AT LA 200 AR 6T mitrt R jbb BEAS KRR 1, S 56 S5, AT T S0 4 )
TR, S A A ST F ] EEAR T S 1 AR SR i E 2 A0 0T Barik vk U B4 AR SR PR R T ] 1
I3 B T AN ] ZA0 B 5 mitrt FO45 045 A 3mATs, 4L jbb FH5 45 JELIN i) 3% 14m04s. 3¢ 4 (1 5206 45
TR W) FRATTHR B B L Barik S35 BAT SR )

5 ZRiE

AR T AR Java T 5 KBTI MHP 20 A 5509, 5 H i Java b CU TR B (¥ Barik S35 AH LG, T ) MHP
SRR RS A (077 3CAL B start [7] 25 M1 join 7] 25, Y o322 45 S5 A7 5, 1 B 5 96 [ Iy 7 505 AN 7 BEAE 42 R RO 422 46
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TSR FEHIE B R R YE AR 14 ASEBRi Java YRR Fe 820 S8 v 45 21 (49 Kol 22 91,8
(¥ MHP S T A I 3 AR E A1 19 MHP SE T4
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