%11 | R Vol.41 No.l1l
2013 4F 11 A ACTA ELECTRONICA SINICA Nov. 2013

FETFREF CAS 5 iE 1Y = s 2 52 Jo i e 20 Bk

% R FRM REL
(U R Ll 2 HFE LR 3 BRSSO AR 150001)

W OE: JCRNTRRET, o BE D S EO R R PRI, A SCHR T — R T CAS(HLALS )
JECE A TR APk 2SR R 2 A BRI 0Y LU RS e 4, SCBL T 1E 2 R 2 AR AR R BT T 0 I At 1 P 26
Al A, R 4 R A 75 2, e 1 AR Ge st o iy T F A7 5 A 5 BORg P RE T 8, [7] I 1 Of 2t £
Fe ViRl g — Bk LI E R R AL AT DLt SRR 2 700 CAS [R5, $ 8 1 X 3G o2 Jodie 9 94 e 7 i 11k
fE, BATBAF R ATy et

XER:  BEN; 248 AR
HESHES:  TP34 XHERFRIRED: A XEHS: 0372-2112 (2013) 11-2127-08

BT URL: http://www. ejournal . org. cn DOI: 10.3969/j.1issn.0372-2112.2013.11.003

Efficient Multi-Word Lock-Free Synchronization Algorithm Based
on Hardware CAS Primitive

WU Hao, JI Zhen-zhou,ZHU Su-xia
(School of Computer Science and Technology , Harbin Institute of Technology , Harbin , Heilongjiang 150001, China )

Abstract:
ory machines. In order to solve this problem, a lock-free synchronization algorithm based on hardware CAS(Compare And Swap)

Lock-based synchronization may become a performance bottleneck which limits the concurrency in shared — mem-

primitive is proposed in this paper. In the proposed method, compare and swap instruction provided by underlying processor is used
to implement non-blocking synchronization for shared variables in multi-core or multi-thread environment . Global mark value is in-
troduced to avoid performance overhead caused by bits reservation of memory word in the traditional design, and guarantee the con-
sistency. Theoretical analysis and experimental results show that the proposed method can efficiently support arbitary multi-word
CAS synchronization, improve the concurrent access performance and provide good scalability .
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B AT DAL 07 SR — AN I AE 719 25 A4 5287 ( Con-
ditional Update) . SR 177 , FH 52 55 4 () B 1, BEAT 11 4k 2
FRE 52 B B B BUF Y CAS JRF#:1E. £ CAS
(MCAS: Multi — word CAS) [F] 25 J& X BLF CAS ) —Fh 4™
JE& T LS IR B CAS BN AR T i T30 B 1L
ARG ABEMEE 1 | 3 47 MCAS, iX 5t 8 MCAS By 53t
TR T RXE, A R BT A A T B 2 A R A 1, o
TEN AT IR FRIC AL AN SR 22 N A 503 IR
LSS GBLIEE S S RS SR

BEXT 220 22 SR AR A48 T R S RO 0 w8 0 R 7 )
BRI A WA R A SCHE T — B0 B i B8 7
KLFHEREZFM CAS [A 25 171 IMCAS(Lock — free
Multi — word Compare And Swap) , % BETT A4 bR ic (B 1)
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TR R )8, SRR 221 27 CAS [W) 25, il /2 4K
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fiE. Israeli A1 Rappaport 5 AN ¥ i1 T 8 — 4~ % F LL/SC
(Load-link/Store-Conditional ) J5 1 ) MCAS ﬁ?ﬁmj. 157
FEECH N I, AHLA] A B30 0 5 B TE B R SR I N AF
(Memory Word) R N A 4R (N bits reserved per
word ) VENARIC , SR J5 MRUTE AN 15 ST A9 00 ' b HhutT
LL/SC #24F , AR 45 45 10 1 AR PR AIE MCAS [R]85, 51k
YA A 117 8] 3 E 4T (Disjoint access parallel) . Ander-
son Hl Moir /45 A Btk T Tsraeli B2 A7 A6 T84 , 45 45
MFRFHH N AFF R PR i ALFE R logN, AT ASCHF S 2 1)
AR AEAAT TR O AP T — o VT Rl ATk

Harris 528 Ay T %% MCAS $5:/E th (1 751 88 5 o7 FR 11
i i, A SCELLR B U ) AT B R, A AT TS T A iR
£F (Descriptor) 2514 . TERR R A5 M THAEGif 1 4 D BT
TS ST LA ST T 488 MCAS BARZS AR, i
HNEALAE — A $5 17 1 B8 5 0 45 BEL AT A Bt R
MCAS HEEANF I 5 AR E) 2 LAy, SR T Harris 1) MCAS
Bt T A, A 92 B e A e A o e B TR] 25 (6 T
Hik 5 4. fE o Rl Fraser!'®) B4 T Hamis 1Y
MCAS, % 31 T 3 F 5 (word-based ) 13 F X} 4 (object-
base) PIFICRLEE 1) B4 3 55 IN A, LA TR AL i #1012
FEFF TR RO ABATI R S e 0B AR o 62 A ) L

BEAL, Sundell 73X Harris ) MCAS 335 HEAT T 8
b AL B 22 2 A5 58 4 07 1T, SR A O K 2R 1 OR
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B RLLRE, 10 M0k AR IR 2T MCAS Y2
Vi, HENTE A 324 o0 1k et e T T HAT I 8%
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LRFEPAT MCAS W58 S5 T, e T — 2 1A 4

F 1 REETE A MCAS Wi I 5 A S 7 & ik
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LMCAS S 0 CAS/1L/SC

3 CASHHUHRFEIE

T2 LR ARG, LB (Lock-Free) [B] 25 i ZE Al
JERGE AR T 19 RMW (Read-Modify-Write ) #4751 ,
2 Z AR 2 LSRR FOE X8 RMW
$84 , 11 CAS 5, LL/SC. CAS i - 7E IBM System/370'"8
Gurp SR B I ERAE T DU USRI 1 AR =,
VEAD & A BRAVER AR o, TIME e, DA S 300 1%
b5 ABHE n. 2 BACY AHAE o B3 )EE S5
T (AR S B, CAS A& PAJE F 89 7 BT n B
B a. AT 1 FTs.

FF 1 CASJETH{E
word_ ¢ CAS(word_ ¢ * a,word_ ¢ e,word_ ¢ n)
{

word _ ¢ old;

atomic |

old= * a;

if (old==¢) * a=n;

f

return old
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FF cmpxchg 18 ASEH CAS #4E

FEIF 2
char CAS(word_ ¢ * address, word_ ¢ old Value, word _ ¢ new
Value)
%
char result;
_asm_ _volatile_(
“lock; cmpxchg %3,%2 \n”
“sete %b \n”
c“=r” (result) , “+a” (oldValue) , “+m” ( * address)
:“=r” (newValue)
: “memory” ,“cc”) 3
return result;

%

XFF 64 B¢ 128 114 CAS #/E T LA cmpxchg8b
5%, cmpxchgl6b YA RSB, TEA T HF cmpxchg T84 F
B E L0 MIPS, BT U LL/SC 54 s2 BT L = I
4 ] LL/SC B AT LS2EE LIMCAS 432, R A
SCH B TE ISR FRAE Tntel 1Y x86 244, 7E R [RIZEA4 T 1Y
LMCAS 1 22 31| U6 I )2 52 B0 f PR 0 el 2 Do . 3% 2
25 T A SCHET empxehg A empxchg8b SEER 32 F1 64 i
CAS #AEMSAT PERR K B0, M X1 °F- & 23 51 A Intel 1Y
Pentinun#, Core2, Xeon. 1] L& H TN HATAY CAS #:1E
BRI ] 24 A 2R CERE A 1.1 — 1.3 4%, 1117 64 17 CAS $A7
) A 32 PR 1.3 - 1.5 1%.

R2 AN CASEFELERTHMERT (B RIITH

8, 47 107%)
cmpxchg cmpxchg8b
CPU
success failure success failure
Pentiumd/2 .4GHz 121040 94308 175824 189085
Core2/1.5GHz 87845 74890 123729 107582
Xeon/2.4GHz 106905 107030 207280 197020

4 LMCAS i&it

4.1 BEEXM

N T SRR ARRIE KT IR IR B A ) —
bk, A 3051 A T2 5% (Records ) F12H ( Groups ) iX I ™45
S PRAT o AR AR 1 S AR ) R S S B AR Y
TORERE. WA 1 TR, BB 1 NAE T wi, ws,,

ey, BRRIK —C 5%, BMC S NAE R ik (ad-
dr) , J5UH (old) , EHTE (new) FIFRIC (tag) ZH . [7]— 41
AL S KRB — 2 E5 A8 ] T 46 75 1 20 A0 SR S
R AL IR AR G) , BEFPR A (status) FZ 4
(9 AE 853 (count) . 7E AL BB BE , N AF I SE T 5
BULEsE RS 28, A il AR — 1%
JAc s AR RAE R RS — RG], anEl 1
TR, AT L T Records[ i JUFIRIZHAR TN @ BITA m
ek,

Groups .
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id [status |count B
old | new | tag |}
Ol nl tl
OZ nZ t2
9 i v
“I Om nm tm
\ T
N \ [
“ 3
\\\ ?‘
yv-"mw
Memory
W (W | W w, Words
a, a, a, a,

#@: R:Rvalue field; G:Group field; T': Thread field.
@: Group _Field (w,) =i

E1 CASHEWM~ERE
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PRICRE R A R AR iC i B TR HIE RS
ABN AT NI DR UE 42 T o 1Y B8 2o A 0 I 5 44
RIEEAE TG w5 w0y, 00, w,, SHB BB HTE S E #R R
FRIFAE, AN PR A SRR A0 . &1 1 o s, X —A
Fw ARic B 5 S S AR AL B s A2 R 2 S = AT fE
1 LR AR IR I (Thread field) , ZH AR PR ( Group field) g 0|
PRICAE IS (Rvalue field) , & 3 72 SC T 5% 45 Ty B S8k 9 AH O
ek AR TR PRICIZ F AL RE ID, AR IR
WA AR T R WA, PR ic B T X% T
Pric. HN— WA E RIS EE S 2 R bR g E A
SRR, TR AR ARIC . T Y bR E IS 4R ARl
{EAR GG, 355 30 o AR IR A 90 5% Record[ i ] 2
A0 A7k, B R bR O T R DL AR 1.

O3B TG R 7R 4% T RESR 0 FE , % T i) — 4>
LMCAS #24F , Bk RF  ie RER R R Bk 27, i T ik
BT D B TE R G SRR AT LMCAS #24E2H
R 20 AR bRid T S 2 R AR L EAR S HER R 27 F AR
ICHFE SR Z LRI R AT, T CAS fRIEA H R
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—ANERREARIC IS b G 1 PR AR AR I T A R A
X NAEFARIC NG , 2R 5% 7 SRR IE sk T
tag ST A PATIRIC LR ID. X FRA A AR ic 72
P 2548 P 1Y) status $8 78 bR I0 78 BUADIRES . IAF AR
ICHIWTE: 1
F3 FIHEEEMIEKIRIE
ThRESA
PEIRF w AL AR bR R
BT w AR IR
BERE w BIARIC(E IR
HI A RSB — AR ¢,
MR g ARICEN r AT

PR R
Thread _ Field(w)

Group _ Field(w)

Rvalue _ Field(w)

CreateRWord (¢, g, 1)

i1 1sCASWord
Input : address/ * WAL R * /
Output : result/ * FIWr2E B . EARIE true, RARIC false * /
Begin
word_ t w: = * address;
if RValue_ Field(w) = Global _ R then//f# 14 JRi#ric
=R
word _ t group_ id : = Group_ Field(w) ;
for i: =0 to Group_ Count[ group_id ] — 1 do
if MCAS _ Records| group _ id][ i].addr = address
then
return true; //E R0

return false;

End

PRCTE UG , AT X R4 N E bR i N AE AT E
RS AR UE — BOME BB R 8 AR IE A
PR AR IR 5 1% B G HR A 1E SR 1Y tag S A — 2, B
12 B AME B AR F AT BB A ) 2R R I AN B
K5 tag —F, BIXT—> AR5 B FR 0 R0 S8 AT LA Hy
AR LR AT, R AT BV 2 R AT T oK. 24
— AN AR N AR TSR, S A O S R AL )
TEARES . A SC IMCAS F i SC et 72 WLARE % 2.

T 2 LMCAS

Input: group_ id/ * #41 ID » /, thread _ id/ * 2R ZEHE ID
/%

Output : status/ * SERCIRAS BT true, R IW false * /

Begin

Cl: word_ t R:
group _ id )

= GreateRWord ( Clobal _ R, thread_ id,

/ /5 —Bir Bt : Mark
(C2:foreach erc in MCAS _ Records [ group_ id ]do
C3: if CAS(rec.addr, rec.old, R)then
4. mark _ id: = thread _ id 3 //rec B 4RI FEARIC

C5: else //XMRTLAERT rec BIARICI N, TFALHL AT
=R O
C6: word _ ¢ curr: = * rec.addr;
C7: if RValue _ Field(cuee) = Global . R &&
C8: Group _ Field(curr) = group _ id then
C9. mark _ id = Thread _ Field(curr) ;//[ 1]rec . #%
HAbZ AR bRl

C10: elseif CAS( &Group _ Status| group _ id |,

Cll1: MARK _ INPROGRESS. MARK _ FAILURE) then

Cl12. return false; //[ 2 ]rec BB BibnicId , A2 kL

B

Cl3: else

Cl4:  break;//[3]rec FITEL MIARICE T2 1K

C15: CAS(& rec.tag,null, mark _ id);

C16: CAS( Group _ Status| group _ id ],MARK _ INPROGRESS,
MARK_OK); //%5 —WrB&: Update

C17 : foreach rec in MCAS _ Records[ group _ id ]do

C18: word_ ¢ curr: = x rec.addr;

C19: if Thread _ Field(curr) = rec. tag then

C20: CAS(rec. addr, curr, rec.. new) ;

C21: RemoveFromGroup(rec) ;

(22: CAS ( &Group_ Status [ group_ id ]), MARK_ OK; up-

DATE_ OK

C23: RemoveGroup( group _ id )3/ B e

C24 : return true;

End

4.2 BEBEHEWIT

ALY IMCAS Bk L 2 4B IF R AT, M T
BRERE, Y RGP AR R IEAE AT IMCAS B, H
by P R A XS PN A7 1) 7 () AR 5 2 5k CAS_ READ #2111
HEAT, I3 4 3 TR . CAS_ READ & J6 6 2 U7 0] it B %
b2 B AR e, WA T ARE N 2 5 2% 411 LMCAS
PATIIRE , $UIT 50 58 5 5K ST o 1 R ol 45 8 FH 2
BEHLHI PR UE T 33 AT R B b R AN B AME
FARTE DL N 2 5 14 B L, LMCAS #2176 8 1 i)
] PN SE B, 76 L o R v A R A TR A e S R T B
LR FERHLZE , X A SC ) T8 R 2 5 B R 2 1 e K IX
). CAS_ READ SZ B 7 WA 3.

B3 CAS_READ

Input : address/ * PAEFHIE * /
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Output: w/ * BEEU AT * /
Begin
while IsCASWord( address) do
LMCAS( Group _ Field(word _ ¢) * address) , Threadld
()3
return w;

End

ML G 7 — N AEHLHE AT CAS #AERT,
AHRA KRR ), HALZ AR A L SR A
R B, AT DR IR 25 e 2 15 F i sl R O A #4E
LMCAS 19 W [ Be AR R e T 4l sk v A&
W EAMCE . I AR A R B e 4 i) — M ik
BN FET w R, D8 B LMCAS 2 G4y 4 35 2 75 5% 4 1Y)
O My, My, Uy, Ug 57 53RN ERFE A FB 1 Mark
1 Update #2484 My, My 5 Uy, Up $240AT CAS i
PRVESE G A LA R ASFINT : (1) My, Uy, My, Ug; (2) My,
Mg, Uy, UB;(3)MAMB’ Ug, Uy (4)M35 My, Uy, Ug; (5>
Mg, My, Ug, Uy5(6) My, Ug, My, U, ARIE A LB AT
FRiCHRlE, BIZE AR A 7E1RAS €3 Ab 1Y) CAS JR T #AE i
1, N R ATATI T 1.2 F1 3 53X =Fg .

XM 1, MZfE A $47 U,y B, i C16 AR AT
MU DU w BT AEZH A IRAS 2 72 2 MARK . OK, A i 46 72
B ) My BEVEAE C3 &b CAS RIGHAE C14 4b B3 Mkad bR
OB, M T4 A SBidT Uy, BIFE €20 Ab 1Y CAS
SR w, I Uy I, 4 7% 0 19 F 52 T3

XFTT 2, 7L B $0AT My B, w IARSIEAR
B, DAL 2 7R T 2 PHA 7 00 R v 4% 72 o S B 1) 5 B
ARZS . B ETTH, My, 75 C3 4b CAS 2RI, 2R G 4 78
B HRESIAT €9, C12 845 C14 =AbARHS , RE 1 w
BB WM LT, R B B9 AT B T 24
w ALIRZS HHAR ST AT w B EZ ARG, HAPBEHE
FE C15 AE XIS Y tag PRAT IE 6 A9 R AEL. 76 58 B B
C20 Ab 1) CAS PRIE T w A BT — Ik, T A & 4 i
32 U B R R ST

Value (w) old - - new
Rvalue_Field (w) Global_R ! Global _R
Thread _Field (w) - A A
Thread 4 MARK ) (UPDATE )
Thread B MARK ) UPDATE
10 t1 2 13 t4 o
(" SUCCESS D FAILURE

B2 WATIFF2 RS R MR ERZHE R

XHFMT 3, BAK AR A X w P47 bR, H
BT ERE BT B RS8R, ARG C19 Ak K
{RUE T Thread _ Field( w) 530 F tag — 3, BRR
1T SRS e WL 3.

Value(w) old - - new
Rvalue_Field(w) Global_R ! Global_R
Thread_Field(w) , A A
Thread 4 MARK ) ( UPDATE )
Thread B (MARK ) (UPDATE)
H ! »
t0 t1 t2 t3 t4
(D success @D rALURE

B3 PATUFI KRS RAXZERE R

5 TN

B UEAS SCHE A R R SE 5 4 A =R
RT3 & HEA T RE I A, FLAAREC & 4 318 : (1) Pen-
tiund 40 P28, T4 2.40GHz, 512KB 25 4%, 256 MB N 1+ ;
(2) Core2 Q8300 PU#% A4k 345, F 4% 2.50GHz, 2048KB 2%
17 ,2GB 175 (3) Xeon E7450 24 #% 0> kb 2%, 3 4
2.40GHz,2MB 2% 17, 8GB W AT. ¥4 R G N A
Linux 3.0, 4w GCC 4.5.
5.1 EEHITEE

AT B AR = AR B BT A R
FFFE], SR F WA SCHY B S Fraser ' (0 07 64T T %
P . FE S50 T BB B N AR BN 4 3R 3E F 128, 90 %
BRG], FEALE B AL ™ A S 5 0 R, I 1Y
FASE S5 A2 WO A% D0 T B30 0 KA T R [ 52 3 285 2 A
4 R AE=AH 6 2 SR A R U240
AT ] 24 R B2 9 50% , #0475 8] 5 9 & [\ 25 1) A~
BRI K.

& 5 &AL Fraser 7 38 (AT B (B %) LU 5255 . 52
X IR 4 T A s AT 10 IR, IR A N TR E A
HER 4 3EHNE) 128, S50 il s AN T 28 0 B IREA T I
() LA 9 YR BT K P A 7 B[] LS 36 45 SR T LU
PN 7 22 0 S X5 AT R ) 28 30 AS KT AE T IR A T s
[&] J7 T, LMCAS Y} Fraser 77 &1 10% . X2 H T Fraser
W7 IR T 2 tRe /bl Jr =8 i 1 #U4h ny JF
B H I 22 R B B AT 4 8 AR 0 Oy g 1
BN A SO T 2 b e (i 5 =04 8500 8 5 13X
D7 P TFES , AR SR S5 A B RS AT i (] AP 34328 17
A ] L B 52 25 ), BRI o] DL AR SR B A I
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60 60
50 - —— R 50  —— RK
& & 40 & 40 -
2 2 2
= = 30 = 30
& & z
ﬁé % 20 - § 20 -
10 - 10 |
o - . | o T : ‘
4 8 16 32 64 128 4 8 16 32 64 128
HFFAE HFFH
(a) Pentium 4 (b) Core2 Q8300 (c) Xeon E7450

B4 AIXEEERFTE T RHATHERE

1000 [
—e— 1st Run of Fraser
. —v— Avg time of Fraser
First run of Fraser's MCAS —x— 1st Run of LMCAS
@ —— Avg time of LMCAS
& 100
E ,
E First run of LMCAS &
® 10
Avg time of Fraser's MCAS
vg time of LMCAS
1 | I 1 1 | I
4 24 44 64 84 104 124
WP

Bl5 LMCAS 5Fraser/5 &K 88t

5.2 BIEMELER

FH B T A 256 ] 50, AR SCY Fraser 1 876 B IRPUT
PERE L 220K, 8 X PR AR AH 2, 767 ik 48y i 1Y)
FEA RGNt . PR AR AT S B0 b A T B[R] 2B R S
LMCAS JCBi [R5 iy al 9 Je i 22 5, IR R 3 b =0
FEAEE RPUAT LR PERR B IG . AT Lt | — 12
LA 2 A SR B () S E IR 7E DU P B L v
(N =8,16,32,64) 111588 BN Frie i, RaE T —Ik
A T EER AR L ] b — R A5 TS I B B 25
AR RS — URER TS B — R R R A N T B 2

9
- _ 8
2 a7
o o
(=3 (=3
2 S 6
< <
] ]
= = 5
K K
4
3 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1
4 20 36 52 68 84 100 4 20 36 52 68 84 100

L%
(b) 16 words, D=1

SKEH
(a) 8 words, D=1

TR L EE A o b D a] I [) % T A 4 1 RS20, LA
B FIM A UBORA I L X 2 52 A% B o5 5 1) I i)
AL D(D =1,5,10) %R RIKEL, D BRER
X AR I TR I R PR A T RO LR RO 4 B2
100,45 Y34 i WA~ 2 B, B AL AT 7 WK ) 25 4 4
(1000ps/s: 100 operations per second )37 7 & . LI DU
PP 7 S B T % AL I 3t — b e T B S5 B (Mu-
tex) PEATERAR [ 2, o5 — Bl AR SCBET A TMCAS 523
Jopifa A, SR AE R LA 6.

I SEIR SR a] 0, A A ki VERE R O 1, HA 2 %)
e AR iy o 7 RN A A (T 6 i (a ~ d)
T EL Bl 5 S8 A HAT B Ay nk i PR RE L (H %
R FEOLT AR — DL F A 2 A w4
B A 5, AL TAE . 124 D =5.10 i, LM-
CAS Iyt PEREH] WAL T H R B0 8, OF H 4 s
R I, X AL O W] L AR Y R T, Y
S R R YN I, B 5 A8 R A ki RE IR A
B 5, SRR 0 — A5 e S AR i A R RE R AIG 20%
-30% , BEHE I LR BRI IN, 1w BO7 SR A ik i
PEREAL 52 2 M 0o 0. T A SC R B3 15 BB DR A R Y A
YRR, A BT R

FFt5/1000ps-s-!
#¥ 1t #/1000ps-s!

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
4 20 36 52 68 84 100 4 20 36 52 68 84 100
LEH SRS
(¢) 32 words, D=1 (d) 64 words, D=1
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o1 e
9
P P
w ©w
o o
=3 =3
(=3 (=3
S S
] |
= =
i K
—4A— mutex 9 —4A— mutex
1 Il 1 1 Il 1 1 Il 1 1
3 20 36 52 68 84 100 3 20 36 52 68 84 100
LR LEH
(e) 8 words, D=5 (f) 16 words, D=5
9
v w
o =3
1) )
(=4 (=3
= =
] i
& =
K K

1 1 1 1 1
4 20 36 52 68 84 100
LR
(/) 16 words, D=10

1 1 1 1 1
4 20 36 52 68 84 100
L
(i) 8 words, D=10

9
P P
w2 w
=% e
=3 =3
(=3 (=3
S S
i ]
= =
o K
A —A— mutex
3 1 1 | 1 Il 3 Il 1 Il Il 1
4 20 36 52 68 84 100 4 20 36 52 68 84 100
LEH KEH
(g) 32 words, D=5 (h) 64 words, D=5
P P
w w
e o
o 1)
(=3 (=3
= =
] ]
= =
e e

1 1 1 1 1
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