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Abstract Nowadays, chip-multiprocessors (CMPs) become significantly important for multithread
applications due to their high-throughput performance in big data computing. But growing latency to
memory is increasingly impacting system performance because of memory wall. Two independent
simulation methods: trace-driven and execution-driven, are available for system researchers to study
and evaluate the memory system. On one hand, in order to leverage simulation speed, researchers
employ trace-driven simulation because it removes data processing and is faster than execution-driven
counterpart. On the other hand, lack of data processing induces both global and local trace
misplacements, which never exist in multithread applications on real machine. Through analytical
modeling, remarkable performance metrics variations are observed due to trace misplacements.
Basically speaking, the reasons are in trace-driven simulation: 1)locks do not prevent threads from
non-exclusively entering critical range; 2) barriers do not synchronize threads as need; 3) the
dependence among memory operations is violated. In order to improve memory system simulation
accuracy in multithread applications, a methodology is designed to eliminate both global and local
trace misplacement in trace-driven simulation. As shown in experiments, eliminating global trace
misplacement of memory operation induces up to 10. 22% reduction in various IPC metrics, while
eliminating local trace misplacement of memory operation induces at least 50% reduction in arithmetic
mean of IPC metrics. The proposed methodology ensures multithread application’s invariability in

trace-driven simulation.
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BRI AR A RN I G BEAL AR KR EN R S EABERATAN. FRREL T EE LR
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2 R UR Y P AE FR G T I A Rk AR 1) B 32 B
RATFHLR R 45 W B 58 7R cache J2 K. N A7 I
JEN DRAM 4546 %5 N 17 R 58 25 A Ak A sk
P05 R G AL EAE 09 IT K e 1. T B S A A
EATHRHEDR T (benchmark) B 7 12 7R ME P74
W WA R G0 iF 58 30 2 AN AT RE A o & 40 i
TR J7 75 R 250 9 A R T R B A BRI F
GEN Gz R AU &8 05 L0 T R IR B NAE R G0
BETH2s ] ey bR st 7 N AF 3R 40 HE B 1Y 0 E0RE 7Y
JL A 5 A R 1Y ] R

Ff R b 2 A BEES AT IR Bl (execution-
driven) BLADL#S 1 HURT B R 8 52 2, IF ARl b 4b
T2 A2 BN B A A DL R B 7 ) R R A T
B, PATIR B HAR B AT AR R G AT A
TH AL~ D RE FRLIT. I M L F K B B s 4R A
SKABCH 2 BT IR 3h 7 B ARCRAR. 5 AT 5K 3 B
WES A [R] B 42 3K 3l (trace-driven) 455 48] #8120 3 5t [1]
ORI R T BT i B AT 05 B TR TR AT
FLIE AR 5 DL BRI AL L B AR IR S LA AR i AT
PR AR BK Bl BE R L SR A BRI R T
JE Sfe S0 A ) 0 82 8 T HL 3 i R ] 35 4 4
FLCHLER AR A N AE T 0] trace, B4R 5K Sl 05 B 7
RRERS 4 Z T AALAR Y BT B BT LA O 5T N A
F 50 CHAn o8 B 590 4 o 25 15 0 DA BN A7 BT A 1
O TERFHLAS L 0 PERE SR — AN (5 B 2R 0F 58 AN
[] 45 4 R HL 2.

H2  FERF 9T 22 R AR I I N AF R ek RE I, %
UK Sh 4l B AT AR R IR 5B — A SR IR 2 i AR
IK 2y 15 400 2% AN A A 2 R R Y 1Y JT AT LR ]
(inter-thread) f7 A, Fb 40 28 B2 6] &9 F 0 R 4. 17 Y
FER G B2 — 208 B PP 22 26 8 1 I A2 3
SR Ml ek B 2 A A AR A 1 YA U 0] [ i 2 )
R, DT 2 e L 22 PN A 2R G B P BE RN S . Y

2 B B 1 22 AR AT trace KA ELINAE &
GEmf . TR A trace o A bk, A ET R A W
LT AMBIRE T ES LT 2 R0 B
5] : 1) 5 B 28 85 1F A OGS DX HE AT A B ) R FR A T
H LS5 EHHLERNEE trace B RIT A —E2)
5 FL A B (barrier) pRIG 15 B 3] L IF 58 ) 2 26 7
[F 20 /R . AE X 2 i ig ol s B 40048 [l Y trace
BRI AR IR B L 55 — A R PR 2
e/ Wb BEAE AT VT A7 45 A MO Y 4G A 38R 7E R
A 8K Zfy ) 075 L v A 5 45 4 BRI AT A i AROR A A 5 T
TE trace ff ELBK . O T fij AL trace SCHF AU AR
FEBAVIAFRAEN EENAAE D LU 77 H ik 2
i KN S AT AR 27 A7 d 5 5. (H2 Ui A7 b
hk 2 38 Ao ik F A g A B A B0 . A A 0 AR
23| VT AF4RAE 22 1) B AR G SR B E B £ TE K
TG AR FAAS SR Y U5 A PR AR 22 ) 32t B OUE |
(R 7 R RE R 2 N AF R GL it

ARSCHY B bR g2 Bt — M L7 25 R 44 B AR UK
Sl B 4G AR 8] B9 4T A 1 58 PE [ trace R4
B Be B2 AR AT Ry o 3Rk O 2 0L U7 4 5 6L 5 ) B U5 A
trace FFRAT LT PR I SIOW | B A~ 26 B2 1E B 19 1 A7
PR 22 5 DT 12 e T 8% 442 9K 3l 5 07 5 0F 5
IEAT Z LR T A 2R G0 1 A 1

HRAE S0 B (S 0L5 3 ) SR AR SR 7 ik
e 2 W5 AE trace #5457 J5 . AL TPC (instruction
per cycle) I I3 TPC UL M CPI (cycle per instr-
uction) Fr 5 45 Z AN A AR £ H LK 2 100 1Y)
A 5 1T 3R S BOUL trace 57 2% 51k B 43 U5 A7 % AR
RUFR P72 TPC 85 3R F 50 % i A8 4k 5 25 5 3kt
B s WA GO V5 A58 67 » 22 Tl N A R GE 48 b 25 B
10 % ~20 % Ky 25 4k.
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FWAE trace 5507 38 5 B ol i i 2 2k #2 3K 15
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i (lock) WYL J7 2 A= i 1 B 3 J0 2% Y M I o 4, 51
AN SRR M R AR B AT Pl g R
WLAE Y trace B, 23 5 5 60 1Y N AE 18 2K 2Z 1]
TEAL FR A8 B AATE A B S By T4 b 2. ) 2 i 7
RG 7oK H 2 LB R)T WU BAEUE AR & 5
PR T AT 94T s cache J2 IR LA — BRI,
P70 B 553k N A7 1 . DRAM 47 2% #h 4% .DRAM
U5 IR R 37 2 AN A BLER A% 22 1) 0 B A T e e
RO HE 2 A trace F B B OR IO R AT
H e — TP AR B S S T IR A E IR BLAT . 45 2R,
PEAR IR B AU 28 7 5 2 AR N A5 T N AF R G
S e 22 PR RE SR B L R R N AR R gL i

DL 22 2R AR AR T R ol FH < R bl B Sy ). X
2 B TOEL AT DU P OGS X DA K S B IR AL 7R AT AR
e A — AL TR BB A% L AR AR “ 17 L PUA T G B IX AR
i 1 A T A 3P AR A [) — A 7 i) 2 it T B 4
FERTAS 2R RS AR 887, I, 7E trace WA By Bt 15
PN Z LRy O XA Ui A7 trace i B, OBk
1) 2 28 A B Tl 2R A B B Y — 3. B 1) R T
AR WL — M B O R AE T SIH R
FZ. M threadl F| threadO 1% 2% £ 4 . 75 2 i 3k
IELER SIS By 1k IR T A I B 4
Kl X AR, WY B LA threadO A & B4 A pm g
L threadl H A % Z 5 A4 #E K BUEHE. threado
T o B2 22 ) F A OGS X H & A v s, R s
threadl 7£ ¢, i A SCHE DS 58 8040 3] ¢, I 20 R 0t
ZJ5 s thread0 PRk H#E A JCHE X U 50805 . R 5 2 4>
SRR T LR T 0 Ak B Ok R B AR DK Bl AR UL T b A
AR OCHE X trace B, B T trace HOR & BRI
AL RAULAR JC VR A B 2 3R 0 5 L AU E H b ) /i
T trace, 23 B WV AF trace F5 07 . T B BE EHH
[l e 2 A 18] 1 52 BLAT Ry il 5 E b an 2R threado
It threadl i247 43R, threadO ¥l & 343813 H iz 17
2 i JCHHEIX trace, Jfif threadl iX B 38 & iF A G IX
Iia) 471 35 v JEL SR ASOA I . X R 2 S T AR A 1R B
PR LR B AZ HAT A STE BRI LA h A NN
ﬁ%éﬁﬁrgﬂé%vﬁi*ﬂ%&* trace Bt A M‘?ﬁf‘ﬁ
F thread0 2 2 Wik A X8 X H trace i Bt B I i%
T threadO 28 2 YR gk A G X, 78 X > I 8] By Bt
SKUE R A s 1 threadO PR #E A &8 X A 5 1 17
fEARER threadl #F A G X A9 U5 [n] [6] B 42 17, 0
B, T tread0 Hb treadl 35 1745 P, X Fl 35 4+
ANHEAET 05 Bt m A py 25 2R S gF — 20 R0
trace £ 07 23 N WT R, 510 J5 2L trace J BBk B

22 W B AL 5 52 0 1 L5 SR B2 . Q0 SR ASE AL 45 BE 5 1
P [ ke e £ i A A B ) T ] e 8 B B 9 T AT
[, 2R A ) 52 B G 2R il 2 AE B Y, L RE 5 1 N A7 R 58
TEHL S HERN Y TAR SR8 T 5 L, 2 LA A7 3k
ERIR BT 1] 2 A AR

[ Critical Range O Non-Critical Range 4 Waiting Lock

thread0 I:H: %

thread 1 |

Trace A

toy t ty t3 iy ts

(a) Critical range and lock

0O Code in Racing Bl Leave Barrier @4 Waiting Barrier

threado | TraceB | |

thread1 | Trace 4 Trace C |

to 1 1ty

(b) Barrier and threads

Fig. 1 Trace alignment controlled by lock and barrier.
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B ] 28108 A I ) 4 R RIS O 2% 0 BHL 2, 4 o At
AR BN 3K ] — A B BE L 3X AN AT O 0 s AT b
BT 5 1Y trace Jy B2 0] 56 J5 U . B 4% 4K &)
A5 B BTk B B B T A9 AT — B trace AN HE MG T M
B 5 HOAT A trace. [8] 1(b) @R T 2 A2 B “ M b
) 20 1 ] 5. J&1 1Ch) e B T BE 7 B trace Jy BC D
WA threadl 33k “MF B J5 A Ak 15 47 . B 46 20075
trace Bt A PATE ARG BN i mrh &Rk LT
W20 56 & X FNAERGEm &, 07 2 af 2 g 3
trace A 5 trace B 8{# trace C 5 trace D 22 [a] [5] Bt
Vit N A7 2R G818 O, 0 A A BB i B trace A
trace D 2 [A] [w] B 5[] (4 175 O
1.2 Trace 3 {F E P HY R trace $5 L

WO Vi1 trace £5 07 48 f5 H [l b AL R A
M SE R 1Y 2 A UTAFBRAE PTG FIPA T B 20 32 Js
MO DG R . 3F SRR OC F W DT AF 484 AR SE PR R Gerh
ABER A X T AR
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T A o LA 44 BE 08 S B 2l A5 M R L A AR 2 18] Y
AT 56 2P AN 2 B2 i e 7 45 2R 5 (R R 12 AT
I R R TR 4 B HR AR RO R 11 45 4 IO 45 28 75
) A5 V8 BE L P AT Ak BRAS rh O 12 2 o A A 4 i 44
4 75 1 M DR 25 A7 4% 5 D 135 O AR 5C 2R+ 6 2™ A% M
$2 M5 WURP RATT » AL 52 ) 2R G 1 . 3 HhUA 7 K
7 H A A A R A A A MO, A T trace
R 305 BB AT A AT BB BN AE T trace 3R 30
5 Hs 2 o j A7 Z R U7 trace 3CfF,
T TR trace SCHE AUSUOR AT B A Vi A7 3R AR B0 &
ZNTR R A B RO 27 A7 4 15 B WA BE A B
FAR SO KRR A S5 B (R UiA7 okt 2
i I kA AR s B A B AL R 1 TR N Intel 48
B AR U & 5C T N7 B AT 0 k35507 3%
Table 1 Intel Instruction Format and Addressing Method
®1 Intel ESTERKXMFHFRERUTAE

Instruction Example Addressing

Read mov 0x8 (% rbx,% rax, 1), %rbx+ % rax X

Memory % rdx 1+8

Write mov % rex, 0x0 (% rbp, % rex, % rbp+ % rex X
Memory 8) 8+0
Read and

add Y rdx,(%rbx, %rax,1)
Write Memory

% rbx—+ Yrax X1

Non-Memory mov %rax, %rbp

B 25 Vi A7 B X I — > FE ik (base) 7 47 # A1 — 4
Ry (index) A f7 48 1T VA7 Mo dik U5 A7 45 2 1) Mo 41k
A A Z ) (R 2= 5 R U A7 H A =2 o) i A OG. B
2 23k Iy ik 2R A 3R T R A B0 TR AR R
A, I 2 FeATTRT LA L B UG T 85 4 b —A~o0

R 2 A KR PR 1 KRR Ui R
A3l I3 A5 TT 2R I U5 A7 BE TR 4 22 ] AH B Y
ANBEMSE I A AT RATT B T & 1000 IR
0 5 22 L ARG SCRL 6 1y 1) i 52 2 4 5 7 — A &
RGEAFZ IR NAF 258 b 8L 8 R 4 31 6% AT b
R FTA 45 4 B S B

C= 2 % +mu X +my, X

Ciry + my, XCcge + i) + mars X carz
o, N, 5 kYRR IK S A5 i i % B2 3R 22 1 4 4 %
B D JEAL PR R BT D SEE (N, JFAE R D 1Y
AT sy s s » e B mgr, 23 900 S KA — 2%,
PAE A G AE R A 8 A S8 I HE A S0 A R
T84 BN ] T S 1) BUR B AT R R 48 A 4
s scin s Cear o) Tl caz 50 12 1R X SE 48 4 3
) SR L AR e T i R BRAE 0 I A 4R AR AR A 82
££ 100 %6 iy o CRI iy = 04, = 0) 5 43 3 T 00 245 2
100 Y0 R 1 By, = 0) HJRH 190 M EE R ITTR &
R AR e AT VI TR ViR Z R A
IR ANBRPE S AT, LESE 08 6, Vi1
FRAE IR 2 250 >4 I B J B9 550, 42 0 A9 AT I
Bl R C=1000X4/6+1% X1000X250=3166,
W CPI F11PC 43 %) 23166/4 000=0. 79 FI 4 000/
3166=1.26. WIRFLATTE# A2 9K 3 0y H b A BE LR IIE
ViFE 48 4 Z 18] B MO OC 2 W) A8 Jli AR B ok 7 v B
) P FE A X RE R BT — U AR I R, 3
M5 A7 R R 9 R AT A3 HHORIHE 55 T AE R, A AT
I ] k& C=1000 X 4/6+1X250=916, X I} CPI
FIPCAS 0. 23F04. 36,74 R By 45 b 158 22 /& 345

node_t * current=head;

int count=203;

while Ccurrent! =NULL) {
count++;

current = current—>next;

4004¢7:48 8b 71 08 mov 0x8( % rdi), % rdi
4004eb:83 c0O 01
4004ee:48 85 ff test Yrdi, Y%rdi
400411.75 {4

add $0x1, %eax

jne 4004e7<{Length+0x7>

Fig. 2

Loops to calculate the number of items in linked-list.

K2 DrgE R A ITR AN

i LA A #ral i, trace BRah BT £ 4k
FERE Y AT AR GUPEREIN o T ZEA UL 25 1 O3t [l i o B 2
PEE) A HAT R MR 47 N 5 trace WA By Be A [A] L [7]
AR 4 7 7 R A 22 18] B AR O 2 28 1 R AR PIAT 1 I
ZA TN » e PRAIE A A7 52 GEH M9 15 4737 R 2 LS v
B B S R R DAL T T I8 A 5 2 S 1

2 HEIEWH

AR — PSRl Z BRI NE RSN
B AR UK Bh A5 L 2 . ke G L £ 2R R BV FH I R AR
AW 7 trace 4500, &1 X 2 WA trace 451
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1E trace WHEBTBO 2 & AR AR 7 b 36 £ — 28 G H 4
M A5, AR 3 AT 3 A i S AR AR A5 B A IOt ) A R
FEAE M B o BOVE R 09 6] 25 47 R B 8 0% I A [
R FRICHKF] trace P15 42 TR, AE trace [ H
W B o A5 4L 45 s 0 il 4 R AR AT A 0 T A M B R
B[R AT R B ORI A trace #6537, £ trace Y
LRy B 38 1o 4 47 25 A7 A R0 U5 A7 BAE D A OC R L 4R
A AT M OC FR 4 1 U7 A R AR RO OC &R AR AR TE
trace W15 £E trace [0y 20K B o A6 40085 A4S A1 15 77 45
A 2Z (BT 56 8 R 2 U5 A7 45 AR 1Y AT BsF 2] RIS
XA By VRS A 4 AR R OR R B AR 3K s 1 5 B
D A BUEE AT LR AIE trace WCAE AT 2 A4S By
BRI 1 AR 8] 7 A ] 20 0 — Bork o0 2 N
ViFF 48 BB OC R AR 7E 4 8 HH B 42 3K 3l i 40
98 2 AN T AT 2 G0 HEwf V.

U5 B & 3 A 08 T B, B IR TE trace 4R
BB trace W BEUIAFERVE R R —BL DEZ
AR T PR B AT b H A 25 11y
PR R Y 2 SRR T PAT A BB Y POAT R
B PR BAUAT A 7 3K S0 BRAT AL S A W 1 7 1 A 2k
T 8] 7 W 19 28 B F A i B trace WL 2) X & 5% 45
AL G0 AT 3 B AF A A R OC R i IR HE U A 4R AR
MR & L AR i B IR T 1 A BRI 8 — s Y N B U
TS 5 2240 5 ) trace SCHEH. 3) F H FRid 19 £k
FEAC HAR DA AR OB OC R 72 N AF R G4
5 TP [0l B trace R B ORG B 1815C A H B9 20 B
5 EL A A] BB H B A 22 A O 5 A trace B A, )
I AR A 2 R 14 32 BLAT Ay 1) LA AL T A5 3 1 3 A&
trace , JF — 5 PR UE 72 PHAT 1 A 14 R0 o 1

3 W R XA 7 AR R A 2
FELTR D AP D I trace, 77 BOE g R
TR 7 2l A48 4 U B R A B A AT A DL R B AT
T E WO ¥ LN 5 I A Y e Rk
trace i B s @73 M af A7 as MO LA e H 5 U5 A7 454
X6 IO G 2 5 A7 A7 B A ) ) AR 1 5 3] trace .
2) B WUbR 10 A 2 B [6] 25 56 & RN U A7 MM OC R I
trace i BCHEAT trace SK N 15 B B4 A 7 57 4b HH 2
FRAEAR I AU AL 19 28 T AT R DA B PR UE 2 B8 N U5 A 454
) LE B AR G 2R 5 0 B R v BT S A B Y trace
REMAE Ry A 2 2 72 B 35 7] 20 bk i 5 Ak B S 401 2%
BEHL trace BEAR . 2 7% Pt b i 19 26 72 OC 3R 2R A2 Al
A trace i BAMFE R FA I trace H. FEXFP T H
J7 AL A N B Tl T S WA trace B
A 5 R 1) 22 2 A DG B DX AT TR P R0 [R] 25 ) A8, 4,

THER T HRORTIAF trace 5004 R B VT AF AR R IR
AL PRIE A AT 28 G AE — Bl 7] B f SR 2o A A (] 9 35
B AT U5 B R A 4 AR 2 A G HE T B
ST .

Workload

Trace Collection <:

Order and Dependency
Analysis Based on
Instrumentation

Trace File Per Thread
|| (with Annotations)

Trace-Driven Memory /I\': Trace Pieces
System Simulation Template
Fig. 3 Simulation methodology.
K3 {5 H Oy R AE &

2.1 fEEEE

B g PEFR L FRATTRE 08 0 A5 Hb B B0 25 b 1)
IO IR A AT o7 65 4 A 50 A AR . A SCHR 18
ELJ7 VR TR R A BE R i AR, SR 2 KRR Y
R SR PHAT A, W AT R B R O R ARl B
trace W, £ X7 22 WATFE trace FE (R FE KR X A B
TR AL RIZE R [R5 ) fD A 2 28 ZE I AT 05 B8 S
B T 5 7 LA Ao BB A R AT S0 A B Y R
Gy

4 BoRbRic ik 2 BT SR BRI A AL
BB CBUERAEXS N 2 AR AT A R IR B
AR B s B A PAT A — DA HF—AS 1, )
ICSR BT N LT 4 A BEALE R IBCZ T 3R
W2 e B BRI Z 5 B AR AL S S AN
[ B 42 A G 2R R IBCZ i s 5 L vh R AR 2 A T
BRI B I Ty DT 5 RS AR 5 BRI S R R
rh A L AR A 1 b AR D R I B O 4 TR A T AH X
JOL 3 T2 1 2 s 5 L HR HG Al 2 A 2R T E BRI
T AT 45 TR A A 5 TR T2 R s HA A
AR A A M b R T AR IR B O A R A R B B
VR 2 B 2E By LLAEAS“HIF " 2 AR AL B - FEA
BH 7 2 i RS ¥ BH 98 2 J5 . i#F ACBH 98 22 i R an 2R
AR AR L A 2 A8 05 A7 44 PR 7T B 2 BHL 2 e b
B Ak 5 i 2 - BHL 98 22 5 30 I Ak R R A S 1
GBI AT BRI LAA Bl R B e R 5 A ) 4
A 2Z I A AL A7 B R TE A% trace WSCAE Hh T 3 B9 B s
454,
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before-initializing
initialize lock
code in non-critical region

before-acquiring
acquire lock

after-acquiring

code in critical region
before-releasing

release lock

: after-releasing
code in non-critical region

(a) Critical region

before-initializing

inilialize barrier

code in the race for barrier
before-entering

enter barrier
barrier wait

leave barrier

after-leaving

(b) Barrier

Fig. 4 Instrumentation points.

P4 A ZE AR A A SR A

H“EQ Ljﬁﬁfﬁ%ﬁ'ﬂ trace H“En fb@ﬁﬁlﬂlﬂﬂ%@ﬂ
trace A LA K Aric 19 15 2. . B 0 8 A& T A BB
A,

TE“B P PRAT R, 37 A1 BRI B B B —
A4 Jm LTS AR IR AT S R B R R A
] 4 A R L ) trace ARIE [ 2515 8. RAF B2 01
P PR B SR R0 <8175 CRI AN b hE) L I B 1k ik
EEARLE R trace; AR A3 B 2 S5 » i A pR BRI X S B
XTI 5 85 (L BR 12 B trace Hr, 3ROR AR LR R E
B 42 R Y 5 o SR )5 BT T IR IR AR 2 trace.
TETICA 2Z HIT 475 A oR &5 P A “ 817 5 bR i B trace
o I R IR AR 4R R trace, iR T [ 0B AT B
K F U BB (AR 10 B trace P, RIR T
—/\ﬂu%*‘?gf’%‘ﬁﬂﬁ%%ﬁéﬁ ML . ot Ak 4 A B A

HOTHECER B A T AR AR G S X ATk B v s
PR TG AS T B0 AR 3 BRI 1 22 )i 47 B R BRAS
T EE R E B R EE T R E AR AR trace.

TE M PRAT A5 A7 B ok B R A A M R 4

— AR AR R R A X A M B A R 2B ) 2R
8 #/\BE%ZHJ T B o B[] B < Al s 5 CRD
A B [ e [ S A RS i - e FH
ILE] trace W AR AT IR UEE AR LR trace; BT FH %€
ZJ5 AR RO LR E R R AR AR trace. BT

X R BT S AT B TR L R AL B FEUE BRI MY S5 2 (A1 1Y trace, T AXAL 0 T & B 6 15
RME L LRI T%z‘%f‘ftﬂﬂfﬁﬁ s [H Y trace BB — A pthread B2 /7 28 3 4 BE )5 B
int thread_ func() NonMem 5 NonMem 5
{ RD 2B Load. addr RD 2B Load. addr
: WR 2B Store. addr WR 2B Store. addr
[lcode segment A BarWait 2 Bar. addr BarWait 2 Bar. addr
pthread_barrier_wait( &.bar) ; NonMem 5 NonMem 5
/lcode segment B WR 2D Store. addr WR 2B Store. addr
pthread_spin_lock(8-lock) ; LockAcq No. 2 Lock. addr LockAcq No. 3 Lock. addr
//code in critical region " " " " N "
: RD 2B Load. addr RD 2B Load. addr
pthread_spin_unlock( & lock) ; - - - - - -
//code segment D . - . . . :
. LockRlIs No. 3 Lock. addr LockRls No. 4 Lock. addr
pthread_barrier_wait(&.bar) ; . . : . . :
. RD 1B Load. addr RD 4B Load. addr
//code segment E
) ’ BarWait 2 Bar. addr BarWait 2 Bar. addr
NonMem 5 NonMem 5
RD 2B Load. addr RD 2B Load. addr

(a) pthread lock/unlock/barrier

(b) thread0 trace

(¢) threadl trace

Fig. 5 Trace examples with lock and barrier.

B 5 A UMM Y trace BB
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TCA B H R ME LAY trace FBC R trace
TIE S 3 AP R VE 2 B /NN A7
Bk BF X RRER AR I I, AR ST e R B A
AT 05 B ST, L AR A5 B L TR 0 R A e L 2 5 B0 HE
RN R B TR A B R R 2P A R A
B AE bk 28 7R “ a7 bk ol 3 M I b B
5

2.2 EEKREBIKXR

D5 B AR AE 2 Fh U A7 R AR RO OC &R U A7 ik
AN 5 A7 B0 AR . 1) U AF b ik AR B 48 R P A
R EAM S (5 5 510 5 1 Ui 77 B E B9 Ui A7 H ki
A AE A L (IR E) M R U AR 25 R P
A740 . VA7 i A58 22 3R S5 T U A7 45 4 A2 200 55 1 I
B ) U AFBRAE ST 25 A R AT U A ) A
T—RRAF W) 2) 5 Ui 47 B 4 i3 h 75 17 4%
BN (IR 0 51 5 5 Ui 47 508 19 Bl 25 17
i L4 (g JR] 422D AR T 1 DT A AR AR R 245 R A
. B UAE BRI C F 5 U5 A R 0 05
T T B A0 36 1) U A7 45 4 AT 45 ARG AT BB U T. 76 X
2 Pl U AEARAE A L U 77 i Bk AR 2 LA G, Tk
i o) 5 A 44 0 5 U R e T 5 L 2 B D A 45
Y B RAT B Z20 5 T 5 7 A 500 K B R 2 — A B
FHOG AR 3 3 SE 3R B Y 7 TR Ui A R TR
225 BUIE (5 AR 55 R B0 i 46 J5 PR 2R AT AN 52 ) 4b
PRESVERE. SR WA N A R G5 ELI A R
S B 5 R AEATD SR 2 A B A DG I U A BRAE 25 RS R
0. AL AR N AF R G5 B 5 ZEBR
B YRR AT I 220 o 45 1 I — > 4 AH G 1 U AE 25 R
FEHRAT o S M A7 B IE B AT M.

K 6 454 F 5 Gk 1 HPCCH il ik 4 22 —
LCG KGR I gL AT 7= A2 19 trace SCHF AL
B0 MNUIAERAE (4 A EREAE L AT HRAE). RN
H DT AEBRAVE B M trace SRS BL 23 0%3% 5 >R
VEE B2 Kk 3 8 WA R G031 & AT AT (A2, i 3 2
FELR A BT 5 2 A U5 A7 132 B A 1) b Bk AR I8 26 1
AN R A 0 15 17 45 S CEMR B AT — i 7 dep. 1
Fom)  IRESE 4 AR IR S 3 A e
VitEa5 0 M58 5 A U5 A7 B A 00 5 85040 Ta) 422 40 01 55
A N VIAEBRAE I U A 25 R GR A HE VT £ 48 4 xor). BT
DA 3 6 35 A7 45 14 1F 80 P07 00 1y 2 2 5 2 AN
FAERVESERREE 1 D UTAF PR RS I 208 4 D UTAF A
GRS AN UTAIRAE S A5 5 DN UT A HRAE S R o
A AV,

C source codes:  Table[ ran[ j]1=>>(64—logTableSize) I*=ran[ j];
ASM codes: Trace file:
shl  $0x3, Yrax NonMem
add —8416( %rbp) » Yorax RD 8B Load. addr0 dep. 0
mov (Y%rax), %rdx RD 8B Load. addrl dep. 1
mov —28( % rbp), %eax RD 4B Load. addr2 dep. 0
cltq NonMem

mov —8272( %rbp, %rax,8), %rax RD 8B Load. addr3 dep. 1
xor  Y%rdx, %rax NonMem

mov  Yrax,( % rsi) WR 8B Store. addr4 dep. 1

Fig. 6 Memory operation dependence and trace file.

B 6 Ui BRI R R T

R T AE trace 3K 2l 15 FL P SEEE 2 R AR
o SR T AF AR Z ] B R8O R A trace .
AR R ARSI R Xt fide 5
ViAE 454 22 (] B X L 56 3R 5 12 55 B A 27 A7 o MK L 26
JUAS VI 38R 478 B o 4505 T B S 3R ) e 2 O < A T
VT AFERAE BT K U8 25 47 2% W0 0 U A7 B AR 2 5 1
R AR BT A A W 0 U A R S . B G R o
T HAR A28 00 ; AT U5 A B VR B 8 M bk 27 72 2%
WS 1 U5 A 34 2 55 S B H AR A A AR 0. B T AT g
TEAE AR5 FoATT Ty o b 356 % 1E B8 f 3T Y 1 77
VEAE R B MO 52, 3k 2 R T 17 1 4 AT ok 48 47 i 4
ME S5 R A2 7 B PR AT B ). AR SCIfAS 12 5% ir A U A7
ERAE BORG 0 B 8] T2 AE A2 B A B A trace B
B T S U A7 HichiE A R /NS L B BRI SR T
A5G 2R - I A b ik 27 77 b ok 6 05 3 09 U7 A7
PRAEAE AU X T 5 B AF K A 5 H0E 25 47 i 14K
L PR IR R AE. O T D trace SR/, X
FLIF AN T 10 SR B M PR A 00 2 X g 5 RS 20
ST 7S BRAE RN B AR 4 A T B > B DR SR 4G Ak 2
AR R IR B2 A BRI, ben & B % 1 L rob ZZ bk
INUA B G A SR BRI 5 A A7 A (MSHR) 1Y /).
TS T R o T 1 A S BB IR K, A D AT
PN R BRI i A7 B E B 25 o, fr A FRATT R 75 2
Ha A RS AT LAGC SRR G 2R
2.3 FEMIHE trace

T [B] 0 ) AR i 5l B 22 W8 R0 3% WL 5 A7 trace 4%
37 » trace K Sl (9 15 BL 2% 06 200 AR 4 BRI AE trace HP Y
BF 5 W 2P bR I DL R U A RO G R ] trace Y
[l AR BT W5 A trace &5 A7, B ORIE G A [R]
A ) AE B T A 0L g T B A S — S AR Y
B A — > 2R XA 2 ok R R B A0 ] 2E
Fg YT R G h 2 LR T UM R AR,
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LY R A £ R A 1) 4 k2 I e 2 R 6 B Tk M e
AR 2 ARG B FEUN T AR s 2 L 4 B AR
MOIEH B GE T BN LR trace, H B AL R HE
FRFERARIC 5 L Gn 38 238 R B R iR R 5l
b B 45 30 B 5 L 132 B PR S e 55 2%, AR ) L X2
()£ PR A FU 3R B A2 SO R e SR A i A 2. T
SRS VR LR AR AR S AT B AR SR P e 2248 4. )
TE UL . 2405 FCOR S RN B AR SO bR B 2R R AR S T
fic s A BE AR S BAT. 5] s G SR R A 2R AR IE 7E AT 3k
U B #RAE B AR SCHE AR e X A S AR 2 5 LA 1
FNPWLAR RE B4 E& YRS 2w 2 XA
LR R IE A S B XY 1E TS, 40 SR — SOt v] LA 4k 22
AT I HE X, 75 ) 45 Ff B 3 04 38 11 B0 58 21X A 46
T (14 1E B0 T

j‘]ﬁﬁéﬂ%ﬁ@ulﬁﬁ trace %ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%’%%*ﬁﬁﬁ
MR G 22 V5 A7 B AT 09 & S5 RN 42 52, AR i 4RO 56 2 3
AW A BAEIE A NAE R G Z. Hon, an ik
MR B U AE 4R B AT 58 1, Ji 1T R G B U5 A R VEAS
BV A] cache, RIE T Vi AF 454 Z A B IE AR AT 56 2.

56 B ARG Y RS LR B Sy o )
SRR 7 FLAR N BB AT S48 1R SRR L T Ak 2
PR SRR L I A3 B A T B AR SR A B Bk U L
T s SRR B 2 X 3R GE D FE A9 0 B AR K R
M. PN 7E HOE B R G, SRk B v i AR S Ak
THAE RS fE 7, AT FH Wl S & 57 trace i BERLAR G 7
BRE R IT VIAEAT . X R E I [R) 25 R, vl DAk
PETE AT B AT A BN spinlock (447 by a2 AN
Vi ] [5] — A~ Ho kb B2 820 5 1 barrier J& 55 £ & 4t e
P SR — ok, 76 42 B 5 1 1E B 14 22 WG ) B )7
AHAENS IE W L 2 R AR P AT B R AT A

3 RWITA

NVEAE S 2 5 7 kB A LRI trace S5 47
Ja trace WX Bh{j EL A8 45 R AY A fb . AR SCLL A 5T 4 Fl N
17 8 B 8 3 (FR-FCFS' ,ATLAS® ,STFM"/ , PA-
BSE) SRy 8], 35 5 224 4125 BRI B 5 A G L Y 22 2
FRIAFR )T (Parsec™™ , Graph500-BFSH , STREAM™#
HPCC™ ,SSCAM) | FL#5 9 7 7 i { B 45 75 k.
S BOF B BCE W2 2 BTN b B 0 B0 AR
K0 A 4 trace 3K 20 B RS B 15 B 28 455 00 58 4% 1Y)
b2 A IR S WA R 5 (4G £ kL
FPARATAb B P R A7 )2 R VR — B P B
R L R A A . b A AR
DRAMSIm2 B4 1558 4 BRAR SCES 2 A 43

P Pint Y R trace SCIFAY SR AR TR IR
LR LAY A H AL L AT Y trace SUHF,
BANZABREFIF K 8 A4t S5 M Bk 57
BT Z A RETLIT trace. 55 1 A7 LI BELLES A
B JEA 1T AR B A 5C B DXL A [ 2 ), O HL A
VFA MG 3R 19 D7 A7 A8 I K ARAT 5 1 i 28 22 A
B AR SCHR G 09 [0y 32 sa AT A AR 2 46
AR H D L 2R 20 ol DR AIE 2 AR 22 1) IE ) /9 2%
YL [7] A5 4 4 B Ol 4 25 L trace 67 A1 B3 0L 7 A7
ARG 0 R GRESR IO trace H5 A1), SEHRBEIES 1
U A5 R O J 21 45 2R 0 — A 3 S e 4 2R Bt
Frie k.
Table 2 Configuration of Experiment Platform

*2 HEHBFLE

Unit Configuration

8 cores, 4 GHz, out-of-order issue, 128 instruction
Processor  window, 4 issue/4 commit (one memory operation)

per cycle,16 MSHR.

L1 private cache, 16 KB, 4-way set associative, 64 B
Cache line. Shared L2 cache,4 MB, 16-way set associative,
Hierarchy 64 B line, directory based cache-coherent protocol:

MESI.

Network on
2x4 mesh network,one router per node.

Chip
2 on-chip memory controllers, 32 entries transaction
Memory
queue, 32 entries command queue, FR-FCFS, open
Controller ) )
page,rank-interleave address mapping.
Mai 16 GB main memory, Micron device: DDR3-1333
ain
MHz, x8, 8banks, 32768 rows/bank, 1024 columns/
Memory

row, 1 KB page size, BL=8.

HT WREW trace 557 N5 RN A E B B
HRAT M, A SCHEFE Parsec M2 7 HE %8 38 G 22 00
trace F5PI AT 4 BN A7 I B B35 (FR-FCFS, ATLAS,,
STFM,PA-BS) i B 45 B 281k, | 7 ok T
T trace FE AL JG o4 Pl Y AF R B SR 0 0 BLZE R A
FE 1096 A2 A7 A8 Ak, He b i A 8 B8 95 Y 3 Rl AR B
AL IPC 4 F1F 3 IPC UL} CPI #Fuk &) 254k,
49 JLART - Y908 43 3102 10, 22%,9. 30 % F1 10. 22 %.

AT BRI trace 4507 X N AFE R Gl H B 52
M AR SCBE R UT A R R T £ 4R R J¥ HPCC,
STREAM,BFS,SSCA [t %5 % % faf W trace 48 {7 )5
4 Fh P AEJE B A (FR-FCFS, ATLAS, STFM, PA-
BS)fff B 25 B 1 25 Ak, &l 8 I s 3kt S 8 0L 5 A7 4 107
GBI T SRR Y 4 PPN IR E R
BT IPC 284k 50 %6 £2 A - U IH 3 B 17 7K B £
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AR U5 ) A R BRI A ORI DT AT
AR ST I 20 FORE o 15 ELAE b & 2R BOR AR 4. T 8
Hr, depe KR A O 5 £ . nodepe 3 7 ik e i WL
AL

8.0 |

6.0 [

Variations in Metrics /%

4.0

2.0F |

0.0

CPI

Mean IPC Throughput
Metrics

2] ATLAS FR_FCFS ESPA-BS STFM

Speedup

Fig. 7 Effects of avoiding global trace misplacement.

7RG trace B 1 HAE R IAE ML

1.0 g
0.8 [E

0.6 H

T

Normalized /PC

0.4 E

0.2 {E

I
L7

ST ES |

IRERERRE AR RO E AR AR RO R R AR RN RO R AR A O AR AR RN RN
V2222222222 7777 2

USSR AR AR

0.0 IENUA P Y BN [IF A FA N L] 7 B

I A Vil EM
ATLA! FR_FCFS PA-B STF.
Schedule Methods

B HPCC-LCG(depe) [M STREAM (depe)
HPCC-LCG (nodepe) B3 STREAM (nodepe)
BFS (depe) E SSCA2-k4 (depe)
E BFS (nodepe) SSCA2-k4 (nodepe)

Fig. 8 Effects of avoiding local trace misplacement.
8  WERGON trace 5015 U7 E 45 AR AL
LA WO trace H5 4L, LLUH UL Y FR-FCFS
A7 V8 JE L8 1T Parsec ZZ 27 A H1. K 9 BoR
[Fi) R 4 2 WL GO U7 7 8 67 ) 5 Ak BB 8% M BE 45 A
CGRBCFY TPOYF 2 Fh N AE R Ge ML RE 48 b (7 22
a4 P Z (row buffer hit rate) fil bank 347 & (level
paralleD) ) FyA% £k, MIEL 9 Ca) 0] W, , 72 W A7 45 67 %)
blacksholes F1 swaptions HJ 52 W A K, J7 A 5 X 2

A Z LA A 2B [R) A0 /Y #RAE  JE AT LA
BEZ AT LM AT 17 . Hob bodytrack 2%
AR K 3B A 22 WL v )5 . bodytrack {f H 45 H: TPC
W 2026, JEE & bodytrack 3 Hh H B1F £ 81 A
)2 4R 1. L 9(b) (o) B 45 L T B 25 Wi 77
QLS » bodytrack (91T 2% M v AR IR, B AR 25
YEFE B T 450005 A7 51 B M a3, K9 /R Ol
Vit 5 5L % swaptions 1 fluidanimate {52 M %8 K,

1.2
o depe-lockbar § depe-nolockbar & nodepe-nolockbar
1.0
© L
& 0.8
]
S
= 0.6
:
Z 0.4t
0.2
0.0 U = i i L
blacksholes  swaptions fluidanimate bodytrack
Benchmark
(a) Normalized arithmetic mean /PC
1.2
o depe-lockbar § depe-nolockbar & nodepe-nolockbar
Q
S 1.0
&
& 0.8
=
[}
z 0.6
&
g o4t
E
2 0.2
0.0 LI |
blacksholes  swaptions fluidanimate bodytrack
Benchmark
(b) Normalized row buffer hit rate
1.2
o depe-lockbar § depe-nolockbar & nodepe-nolockbar
o =
E 1.0 rr
(=}
o 0.8F
5
=]
€ 0.6
m
el
& 04}
s
£
Z 0.2
0.0 L1 = |
blacksholes  swaptions fluidanimate bodytrack

Benchmark
(c) Normalized bank level parallel

Fig. 9 Effects of avoiding both global and local

trace misplacement.,

SIS 3P YN I VN R SVAEE N K F e K
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SrlgIE TPC WA 21 % 1 25 % 5 i %t Hifl 2 4~£
RN HSZ AN K, SRR /N TF 50, tEINFE R G
845 J7 M, [ blacksholes fI bodytrack 4, fi Wi 45
(1 X A7 i o AR B R K5 {HER blaksholes Sb . BOWL A
i % bank FF 17 JE % K T 20%. B 9 . depe
lockbar 27~ A 7 W A1 1% W 15 47 48 {37 5 depe-nolockbar
FR ik G % L5 A7 5 6L A T Ui A7 5 A 5 nodepe-
nolockbar 7 i it 7 W F GO0 U7 77 R 0L

S I WG A AR SO L 2 R R T B AR IR
Bh A L sk B 2 LA ROUL U5 A7 55 0, m] DL 4% ol 5 L
G 10% ~ 2000 ARk 45 A5 1 W BRI 4
B« A% SCHY 475 L BB B8 K5 W 181 5 trace SR A B B £
LRARAT Ay o AT I A5 K 2 L 85 SR T v

4 HXIE

UEJUARR 1 i T AR SCER 147 il iR 45 5. 78
1F R G55 A8 FH 22 b 3k F i 42 9K 3h O 5 1 1 L4
Hoo i & | 22 K42 (University of Maryland) 7 & i
DRAMSIm2 J& i 4G i P9 A7 A L8  L © B %
b4l DDR2 o % DDR3 P17 5 Gef B, i i i%
SE AN [ (1 N AP 8 S 40 DRAMSIm2 B4 T & — 4
F e 300 P9 PN 7 2R G 45 SRR 38 AT 1 0 FIHR A T
B NAE R G AT T B R B AL, B2 R
. DRAMSIim2 {{AY & 3= 77 4% il 25 1 B4 W %
JE 22 Hb P 2% 1Y) 26 AR 18] [R) 45 A0 U A7 3 1 BORT 56 (1 1
Bl 7 B A A Ab PR 2R 0 0 B 2R A BE .
USIMM" 2 piy B th 2 FF & 19 st 4 RS Aty A 7 A5 401
#r R DRAM 19 4544 Flest 7. USIMM i 4 77 &
Sy P 2840 & Write queue (5 BAF 32 25 i 205
P AE A 4 I 303D R 22 D9 A ) B A 24 o 25 400
AN T R LIRS (0 R USIMM B T ] Re-
order Buffer #EF I CPU %K §F 45 4 19 FR il 41 . i
% & NAT R Go i R B X CPU Y 52 W, (AT 4R 3%
A % B L 6] A2 O . CMU K22 BF 58 N 7 &
Gii SCHRC18-19 R T A 40 1 6 42 3K 3h {5 . 2 %
A 50 R T LR AR P OO B R 1 B . A SR
(B0 28 72 DRAMSIm2 ()3 Ak %3 T 52 8 M
2R N ZREAL)ER A BT R
- D 2% AR DL N T T £ 1 S R o A

TN RGN R AR IR S 0 B
TR B RIFSE 24N R P R BT T B AT F ol 5 R
Bk AR X Z LR F. 2 ARG ITT 2R
[7i) SO P R 35 I, A 75 28 v 0 2% 1 R O 1) AH L 19 $hUAT

5T ] A5 o BRI A 3R Bl 0 B R R i T B S
R 21 e 5 A 18 19 O W& BB 8 X 2 A 7 19 = AE 44k
HEAT RS SR o 0T LI B o) e =2 B8 5 b dn 4 ) 2%
FLEVER (0 T 40 b 98 8 19 HE )3 55 B gl 2 X I 4 i
1 BE B BB AT, 1 i A o7 o Hfg 2 L T LS AR G0 A L
FH V8 5% s Bk BRSSP AR
B IR E Z ) B A AR Lo, AR AT: B R 2
TR 2 [ U5 A7 0 2 ARAT I . SCHik (19, 22 ] i 42 3K
N5 BT AT Z AR R T I N A A R R
B 4 3] G Ae] B 1k D5 A7 AL

SCHR [ 23 17 BIF 58 % 42 5 g FH 1 6 A2 3R B 05 B O
Berp R AT — R IR AR AL ok AL ) ] e 2
T BEAC RS AAAT IR Bh 2 ROy B 5 % . BE 05 16 I
JATREF M 2 AR U 2 My 55 s 7R F A7
R B ST AR )z A R AR B ik
BCE A ARRE MU A Beitb A7 05 B 33X I 2 AR 19 5K
HEZEEETRE DA BEEAEBA B
L AR L AL, SCHk [ 23 ] 1) J7 1 R 2 & X R
B 1 trace , FIAS SR trace 5067 1Y o] BUAS [R].

H R 53 22 R R 7 (W i 55 02 FH 3l 28 3 il 4
PE TR (B3 D ae i B A8 HEAE LR trace ZhAS T A
5T %t R B0 B RL L i CMP $ im™* . 55 4h— A4~
Bl F & COTSon™", i@ 1t AMD [y ) G815 B 5] 2 4t
T REDT H A BT, 5 4l AR IR B B g
AT vk AR 2 T R A A B AR SO Y R A S
(] {FL 2 DR Ay 0K {5 L v 40 5 22 () ) 3 A7 g R R )y
FUJG B 2 B AMRE 2 05 ECIR ], 330 R AR SCHRE HE e
trace R trace I/ K 2 HANH).

AN E VE R SE PR R AT 22 R AR P IR UL
PG SR R L R 2 SRR AR
— ANy ] W 2 — R R Y B R R A
FEAR TR LR L 2R A% nT BE LU [) 1 00 #5210 851 A i
IR 2 AR 0 AR B 0 k. X RS E M TR
{5 ELAg bR (il an TPC) (28 4k A FI F 3% HAS 7] R 4
SEA B PR RE S L (H R S BN R M D2 A AT R o
&SN FAE25 ), OF B 2 K& R Y BT E
B8R SCHR B 2 M trace BR B 05 B vk, B bR R
EAR trace K5 H B U5 trace 5507 .l i 10 %
AR AT OB RN AR A B RO 1 OC 2 )7 AR R
B %) B 1), S BRTE 0 BL A 4 2 AN PRAT 6 B A 22 1)
TR b Byl HE SR AR B AR [A) (8 0% $01 T ) 420 B T
22 25 PR AR P 0 L 0] 5 %) AS i 5 e S B R A el
RERL AT R R, N trace WK F LMK £ 2%
FESEHAT T W NAE R G4 fth— ] k.
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VA5 5 23 X P9 A7 IR B B30 3% 7™ A 52 i), Sk
32 A 58 1 8l A [m] 25 i P L 1 A [ s 4 o
AN OV 107 30 457 28 T AR A SCIR] IR 3k o o R
1 AR L 1 o v A 4 O R IR R N N
FER G ME 0 2. SCHk[33 11 trace Hid A
V51748 A MRS 56 R 5 [ Ik Sk (33 04 15 B 24
B AT JE W AKEE R A Wy BEAS 2 19 B A4S U A7 R 30
BN trace [n] il i 21 3K 3 77 19 U7 AR 4R AR AR SC
M E TR &R R L 2R 5 G2 R,
TR AR Wy BOE o JE U7 A7 48 2t s A DG Bk Hoad sk s
FEFR A 2 B WA 56 2 L TR) B 45 & 7 11 IR B i Ak
trace WA FI ] I B, A5 1) O SF 5 34 732 17 [) psf

PP L

5 REIE

ASCHE T s T T 2 LR T WA R G
B EOR 22 2 B AR T 0 BT A 4 0, 9 4o flE
pthread Fr#E )% HP 1Y splinlock/mutex. HAj. H L £
SRR N B4 A8 o g 5 A 2E AT O AT AR e an il
openMP , i FE ¢ A F SR B A% 4k B X S AR iy 4 1
(AT LEFRATAT 20 53 07 gt 18 5 B9 AR RS 13 R] 20 A5 Y
PREOL . AR 2 AR R F T A SR A
AL 07 2 BN ] T pthread i 251428 & L 9L
BT E B AR 2 B B AT R 4 I 4 A
F AT IE B A4 AT, 13X 2802 T — 2B M WF 58 Jr ], A SC
i 2 B o> BT 45 A S IR B T trace &5 B9 52 M
T TR G BELRE BT 4R X o i
WO A SR Bl 0 L 5k R AT 3K B0 £ L v Y U
i 3 22 531,

6 HHRIE

AR SCH R AR R B A B Bl T I W 2 R AR
¥ A 22 GE IR ) Jey R o BRIV G o] s 6 22 W8 R0 G008 15
£ trace FEAL. A SCHR Y3l 0 D 5 80 AME B TR trace
SCAF ] B AR T 21 S R U AR A A DL R 1 3k
B 1) [] 2045 2 LA K 7 A # VR 1 BRI OC &% L JF
TEATT L rh ™ 4% i B3 10 15 2 8 2 Pk B trace 3C
F. BRIE 73 B R0 92 56 R B IR AT Y O 125 RE A6 2 v N A
ARG B UL .

B S5 A SO 1 7 2 R R 2 AR Y N A
E0 /oy ) I RN IO i N S S BU RO 2
AT F AT A I L BB 5 TR A 5 RN VA 2
LRI NIFRSE.
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