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Abstract Symbolic execution, as\an cffective test generation technique, has been increasingly used for software
testing and vulnerability discovery, etc. However, the number of execution paths in a program rises exponentially with
the number of branches, and symbolic exeeufionican hardly be performed efficiently on large-scale programs, leading
to poor scalability. Considering that multi-processed parallel. symbolic execution approaches not only suffer from high
communication overhead, but also fail to use the existing, constraint solving optimization techniqnes. To tackle the
above problems, we devise a novel work-stealing algorithm that requires no centralized nodes. In addition, to exploit
the existing constraint solving optimizations, we enable‘different worker nodes to share the constraint solving
information so as to accelerate the solving process. Based on the above mechaniSms, we implement our parallel engine
PKLEE (parallel KLEE) on the top of KLEE and conduct the experiméntaljevaluations on it. In the exhaustive
execution path scenario, the average time consumed by KLEE is three to fourtimes longer than that of PKLEE with 8
threads available, and the effective workload executed by PKLEE is on average three times higher than that of KLEE
in the same period of time.

Key words symbolic execution; load balance; constraint solving; parallel acceleration; scaldbility
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KA
hE%ESES TP311

55 H47 (symbolic execution, SE) '™ J2:38 iz 2K 4l
A5 (AR BRI A5 BT R P SR 1% 0 1 R )
MR i F SE T LA SR R BT B A2, IR A K
it IO 6 A S A, R T AR R e 4
Ay Rt A 2 AR, &t AR LR, TR
“EARGEAFHE — Z 50 A R 5 5 BT T, 1 4n
ik iy SAGE™ | 1 4H AR JT VB i KLEE™ 45,

AT 19, SEAT ELARSR A7 1E 8 2 [n) 8. 15 43 #r A
Jo o OGB4 AEPAR S AT A 4R SRR
) B% A, 2 ) 0 A R A I A0 0 R . IS A o R I AT R
il 7 SE By P . b Ah, SE HIT % i i SMT 3K i
A8 5B KA 4% Z5 14 (path gondition, PC), Bifi % XF SE
MIER AAIF ST, 240 SRR A 1) FE s 0L T2 8N . 249 SRR fit
P8 SR AR 2803 5 T A5 45 BT T R g — A G A

B XTI A28 R K LA R 24 TSR fige T B S e
WEoE N U3 T R T AT Ak % 5 2Ok 4 e (SE R )
oRAE. A B IEAT AL SE TAED £ 4 3R ) £ e o
ATRERL, A~ 3E AR o BAMGE AT — 4> SE 5| 5 52 1) il
SEAR R AN B R PR 25 45 ), AN [R) i 7 2 ) 3 o
Z PR IE 15 JRE R AL B T ORI B AR R B A
T H A S

SR LA 13 T 2 oE 72 09 IR 47 40 5 iR AT A7 e
BAR. B, BT Z RN IHAT SE FikR
T 58 R B, AT B G| AR AT RE Ak T ik
LS50 A P TR T A, A T AR R HAA T I AR A 1
JICEL A AT 6 A2 O 8 B IHAT BE AR 1 R SC. B Ab,
E A IR SE 515 (1 KLEE) J9 1 S 5K i 249 o 4%
TEEIFERS, BIA T KRB AHOR LB A, B in &
SR © 48K A ) 20 SRR ke o B SR A 1Y
BT Z AR B AT AL SE i T AR 0 o BiovE, (45
A B 2SR i e A A X L & HE AR, 3 K PR il
AT AN Y R

BT DL B SR 5 40, AR SCHR IR T AR £
LA IFATHY SE Jr k. 8 oF X SE Bk AT A kL 2
LR FE AT, AT AR k1 R ()8 15 5 LA = TS, TR B
FIH Z LA L N A R R 2 H B A 1 — R 51
LY FOR AR A F A AR SCLAFF 5 4T 51 % (KLEE) 1
N IR, W IR T 2 LRI S TS
(PKLEE).

ARSI 32 B TTHRALHE 4 A4S 5 T

T AT RRIH A RRME R ATk TH R B

1) &I T —F I T 2 LRI 17455 00T 7 i
(PKLEE), il & & 4~ T/E £k #2 ) 47 047 SE SR i, 2%
i I A28 A KB () JB

)BT T 2L R R RN T B P R PR A
TAE G 38 57 B ik, A SO RE T rp R R R T B
{14 1 L 291 [

3)ETIA A FK AL AR, 2 1R R T
TELR B LA HOR R B A A ik, AR s T
AP SN ES

4)7E KLEE % il I 5280 T PKLEE, M i A & 5%
B JE A T H PKLEE. £ /N FRASH 48 46 LA B B0 S R4
P 4 LA AT SC B A, FBH PKLEE BB m iy T
P, AT AR O A I AT B B A T AT

1 BARE=

AR LG SE i F LA K KLEE™ [ 4 A e
1.1 HSHITEE

B — AR P LT A AT BE R PRAT AR T DL AE B —
AT S 4T 4 (symbolic execution tree, SET). SET
T RROR R T B AR RS R — AR U I
JF AT T A — A RDBR S DA R AR P T DL BT BT
ST R IR 25 F. SET i — 4 AR 5 55 3] i
TR AR N BRI — AR BT OR. B E— A TE
BAFR Y DL XS B SET (R 4]

SR 14N T AL 0 KLEE M ) SE i

% 1AR# SE BE.

A Y ET SRR ESS

By s BT S R rp ARl A A

(D while states A %5 && |HaltExecution

@  ES—getState(ES); /* W — KPP A5k A% */

@ inst—ES.inst; [* RPN —SKEHRRELE S */

@  stepInst(ES); /* HHT 4 A1 ARG SRS */

& execInst(ES, inst); /* ffBEHAT M AT AR 1Y

AR A */

©  updateStates(ES); /* B {5 AT 542 */

(D end while

Sk 1 R A ) e 1) B AR AT IR S ES(fL 4%
TSR L RS R AT 4, DAY H
A B ERTA AR B R , — O AR T Y 2R
12548 4 X DL BAT RS L 1 Y states 7%
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int get_sign (int x) {
if (x==0)
return 0;
if (x<0)
return —1;
else
return 1;

}

<y

&

Fig. 1 Illustration of SET
K1 SET /R

x—X
PC: x7# 0 &&

x—X
PC:x#0 &&

O YA R R R W B% 4%, HaltExectution 25—~
4 RIARRAY, HaltExecution i B 24 1 24 ai B k. i
T [R) — ) ] A] fEAF AR 2 ZR B AR AT LB FR IR R, 45K
Z ¥ KLEE ¥4t 7 i Z W RE gk H b — %
AR AT QR AR BOY AR 1Y o B 4
h getState T, 1R ] X4 HiT 8 2 R W T B AR 1Y BA
FTIRES ES.

Bk 1 TE S SE L, execlnst X 24 /i #%
1 L0 SRR A BT . 75— KLEE 1, execlnst
FEAESZB N — AN EB KRB switch-case, A & — 2% 32 R0
T8 T AR A AR 3 AR SR T AR DT AR, HEAT — sk
WE R TR A, — T BT AR S PR BT LA
4143 37 (branch) |, & [ (ret) . 1 1 (halt) DL K — i f)
XA (assign) 1) . 305 2 W02 1 R AN 2 40775,
PO R EITEE S A I R

HiE 2R ZETBBHITEIE execlnst.

B Y ETS AR ES. YATIATHE 4 inst;

it e BRAT AR P AR A A 151

O if inst &5y L FEH

@  TrueSucc—SMTEval(ES.PCAPC,); /* J| W 4

HIBEAR 25 Al AT */
®  FalseSucc—SMTEval(ES.PCA—PC,);
@  fork(TrueSucc, FalseSucc); /¥4 U1 A= TGS */

® else if inst U ret && isLastinst(inst)

©  generateTestCase(ES); /* 2| ik P AT It B8,
Az I AR 4] */

@ else

Interpretinst(ES, inst); /* ff BE AT 38 2 IF 0
BARZS */

©@ end if

Xf 43 3 18 h), KLEE 23 M4 43 326 I 1 6 4% 4%
7 PC, UL K B A2 4R35 ES 1A 1 42 £ 44 PC I i
A A7k : ES.PCAPC,, X IV 73 3 W] 47, ES.PCA~PC,, |
Xb B3 SEAN AT AR 2 A4S g3 SCE Rl AT, U KLEE 23
S AT B AR ES, TR0 AR A5 A PC BT,
0 B H S YT ES(F: 247 @).

Xf R [m] ) (g A AN P T DA R IS )22 Y R AR
JHIR [ 1% 30 ), KLEE 23 MR 48 Bg AR S ES (1 B A2 5%
F PC SR I A L — D BRI A (R 217©@), &
J5 45 % AR K A

— B %) KLEE 32 8 H X% 1o 1k (91 U0 assert #% 35
) G4 A B AL 53R RG2S, e AR AR A A 1)
AEAE X AR e o i) — AR

X TR AR TG A, AR SC0] LU LR VERR T IRE | 3R
I\l 2 b i) — DI 23 ek sl i A2 45 1F PCE T BEUE Y
{70 SOWL 5T /Y 48 4, KLEE 2R P54 48 4 1918 3L, i
R BUAFTTSBT N A7 3 S (51 247@), BIVEE
PR AT S AT 07 A% e 1) {1 BT A 5
1.2 KLEBE At

KLEE"™ Jgth 7 145 K 4% T 2008 4F 42t 19 77 5
PATHIEE, M C++4 s, [LHRLVM IR {2 i E] 2R,
REAEXT C. C++1L K Rafist %185 47 SE. Z4E LK,
KLEE 1E 4 8l &5 15 5 i 4 7 51 &40, state-of-the-art, 7E %%
AR BT 17 T 45 FXESE 19 A S48 R b, B 4n
Cloud9".

KLEE #0814y

1) FF 5 k& #1 AL (symbolic virtual maéhine)@KLEE
1 AN SE F2JF ) LLVM bitcode ##% @& W17 fifi
I LLVM IR" X 2 J5 #4775 5 fL 1) fift B 4417 . KLEE
1 FH AT IR 25 (execution state, ES) 1% — SR R H Y
PATEEAR, ES EORAF T BRAE A 0o 550 L I A B S
(symbolic memory store, SMS) 45155 B.. [K -y ES Z [0] %
A KA b A, KLEE 75 SE i #2 rha] L[] B O A7
ZARPAT AR

2) 24 SR fift 5% B (solver chain). KLEE & T J7 {if
XoF 249 SRR it AT AR, K 24 SRR il i) ok AR R oy A
TS B B, B T2 SRR i O Al IR R Y AT R
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KLEE BRI % B0 19 24 503K A 458 4 U Oy 1 B 5K ik 25
(Timing Solver) . 7t 37 1 1k i 3K f# #% (Independence
Solver) . 2% 17 3R fift %% (Caching Solver) LA } J% 11 2% 1#
SR it % (Cex Caching Solver) . 13 3K i 1) 2 3R £ 44 FR 2
FOR fREEMCR AL 38, AR PR T 25 25, WA &
Ak AL 3 HA )2 SR i 2% 22 Wi B B 4 R Ak
B, KLEE A 23 98 FIC 2 (% SMT K f# #% . KLEE #£ 3
ik [3] e R T R AL, ROIEHFIE T2
R T 2R WL, — A 29 SR 7 4R 1 S T
HEMT A SRR B, AN E SN T A
B 1 ] fif B e TR A O A HR R I 2y
FELL B St , I IS0 R 145 | 4 26 F Mk 9 of o
B P52 SMT K i g,

T T 38 3k — A FRT SR 8] T A 2 ) 28 AE 1 TAE
Ji 3B BB 28 A7 v > A AR A AN ATl R 1 2
F{x>2,x <0}, DL K —A> 0l il 2 (43R x> 2,y < 1},
XF LAY — A A =3,y = 0). XI5 29 {x > 2, x <0,
y >3}, KLEE 5 i) ;2 ] 2% 47 & HIZ B {ARLE - DA
AL R T A > 2, x < 0, T3 H 0 1AL I A
M X F 25 {(x > 2}, KLEE £ i [z (| 2 7 % Bl %1l
A — AN AR (x> 2,y < 1Y ATl 2, v 720 e A 446
SR SR Y ET 2, B R R 2 AROT U AR 5 X 2R
{x>2,y<1,x#4}, KLEE i i # if] 5 | 2% 17 & B %
AR — D F x> 2,y < W] 2, R XA BEH
B2 U8 I 2 150 29 )3 K, {ER KLEE 38 36 A iy
A BT 29 AT A A, A AR R T, U % Bk G — K
SMT R fift i 11 I H.

3)iE 4TI IR B . 55 P T ) — O A
SE LA AT, B AN AR R G b i SO E — R B
B2 5 B R W 42 45— . KLEE Xf POSIX/Linux iz 7
BT HEAT T 40300 @A, I 2455 M U AL AT SR8 2R
S5 AT O AR R R AL R AT A, R T AR
P, #2747 SE M.

A CPL KLEE b 2 fiff 52 88 T PKLEE. PKLEE 7
{8 T KLEE "% 4L (4 [Rl i), %F KLEE Ji5 2 5048
G AT T — RIS LRI TS R &,
A L S AT 24 SRR i LA B Bl 2 9 R 4

2 MHEIE

T HEFE SE R AT R E, ARk — H A A OC T
PES 73R 50 i IR A7 Ak T BO Z b T 4R T

Siddiqui % A" 42 11 T ParSym, — il & T £ 4
SE B3k 174k 77 2. ParSym B 24 B — IR I %12

PRITATAL, I LA 0 37 SO AT AR 55 1 3 . 4R
1fii, ParSym [ 11 2 34 5 75 =038 I T A5 s =z [l i
WA B, 72 T RPN 8, — o B2 1 PR
Ty R

Staats 55 A" 4 H ) ] SRS D) 43 )5 ik (simple sta-
tic partition) , fifi FH 11 56 7155 119 5 & %% 1 (pre-condition)
KVl 4y SET, AN[F TAEY s 3 7 ARl i S 8 4 1,
I H R PUAT B AR A5 00 2 HL O 8 AR M B A, WS
Hi5E W T SET IR 43, ASF5 Z4E ParSym —FE 5| A
V) 7 o500 Tl A A7 0 A, W R M AR T A T Y AR
T, a7 SRR A U0 43 O e s O TR AR S B R
R, FECT — TR AR B A, i
B Y53 T AR T A S — R L X SET #iAS
150 077 %, A )RS fif B SET 7812 17 IR AS 7]
U B AN Fag A ] R

Bucur %5 A2 H #9 Cloud9™ 5 ParSym i I 17 1k
AL, Cloud9 fff i KLEE 1E R Z 15 HAT 51 %,
TE JC H: 22 (share-nothing) B9 4 B I 19 297 s Lig 17
KLEE {1 57 42 72 92 09]. Cloud9 #% SET o iy it 45
Y153 WA 28 10938 43, I DL AR S B 28 35 i i) B
Cloud9 fifi i — > v IR 55 2% 647 4038 i, ARG AN
[F) b M A A AT 55 i 9 A v 2 DA S S TP
S AT 55 K B AT 97 2O A5 A R . R
AT SR T /RS 5 Bt i TAILE N, T
T g TE AN M ORI AT 45 68 18 19 AT 1% 42 . Cloud9
HO AT B A 72U B ik b IR 55 4% R AT 55
IR E. I A1 8 X Cloud9 B SEIE4r #7458 B A
7543 I KLEE P B 1Y il oK fig I Ak B AR, 4l
1.2 75 4 B 0 BB G A R

Siddiqui % A 2 Hif) Réngeld Analysis"® fif J] 315 [F
43 AT (ranged analysis) FY J7 &5, 8 N T 51 5 B AL AE
3 AR R 43 4 5 PRAT B FRESI 2 i AT LA
RN 3 2 J5 W AN TR - 1 3847 %5 SE. 1275 15 38 1ot
DA 18] XoF AN (] 48 R R AT T B A O AR B
PRAE T AN A AR & 2 18] /9 TAE g2 1. Ranged
Analysis A7 B AL AE BURE 61 51 X0 48 Z A4 BE 47 R0 43, SR
T, 73K AR B0 F JC A SR IE A [F] AR s i T
VE B 42

Wei 25 A48 T LLSC!”, LLSC % T £ B Bt %
#2 (multi-stage programming) % = 218 5 4i S A9 SE fi#
T8 B Ak S X IV B 4 3 # . LLSC AR AR R 3 A L
KLEE S5 G 44555 PAT 51 B B AT 19 77 =0, WA AE
o] fiff B PRAT 1 JF 8, B4 AT A7 5 PUAT . A IR
SMT SR fift . IR, i F LLSC A& i AR RS 4 F 138
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BT AE R, LIRS AR B E 1Y T AT SE. LLSC
AALREAR T SE H R R B — ZR BE AR A9 AR, TR I 3
WA 7 XA TE T SE T . R ad T LLSC
ATHERAETT K i B, HBUAE A= i ACAS 7 9474k SE #9757

B T IFAT S T SE AT R A, oA A oG T A E
R4S SET EAT By A", 2:Bk SE th TR M0 B 4% | I
T EACR HR S 23 0] A il i e AT SE 1A%
O RTINS T T B R R AR, B AT Y
TR Y 18 2R T Ok B A R TR TR R AT R
A BE AR,

1 T 1% G2 2 R I AT 4T 5 AT J7 I A7 A 1
fEIFE R oA B AR B R, AR SO T 6T
ZLFEIFAT W AT 5 AT J5 i o 20 R Y £ A
IAT, AR TARL R AT A SE A i AR 5 B
L FOR A7 B[R] AT RUTE A AGTIRNS f2 19 155 20
T REAT A

3 PKLEE

A5 444 PKLEE AYHESE,
3.1 FFiEREiA

JE474k SE E AR B A MBI . REMATIF
B2 AT TR PR

SE M) TAE M2 s A, R TR T
VBT 85 Z 1) Y T AE 574807 i, B0 TR 32 2R L
FF 3= M (Master-Worker) [ H .0 AL 2244 AE 35 224
T, 15 A (Master) A W7 ) TAE 5 5% (Worker) & 2% 0>

Bk I W L AR Y R T BT B AR A, L R A R
AT B A2 K Bl 285 1l S 3AN [R] T AR 49 8 ) 07 28 )~ 1
LRy =TT, TAELRRN LI i 2= A7 H 3
N R PAT ARG R, HEE L TR IUT
PR AT I 15 1 T 8 A 2 B A vh i A 10 6 A% 2 F 25 55 A1
5 AN, AR SCIE RS SE s B R AR A b
AR B B IR AR BB A% DR 47 R CPU A 38, A SC et
T Tl b P A A A A R e, S e D R R A
FH i 1a]

Xt F RS AAT IR 4, SE B FF 8 £ Bk | AR
il DA e AT A AR vy 2R A R o R AT B A T o B T
WAF. e G n) Z BEREIFAT ik h B — AR M A s
57—~ KLEE 249, A A KLEE 2 8] # &2 4k 91 4
A7 AR 25 0, 1 BT A A AR T RS AR, O
[l i) KLEE 2 [A] Jo ik 3L 22 O A i A R A 15 B
i 4N KLEE i I B B A7 e AR X2 L RBERR, i
Z AR EE R W] LA B AN R AR 2L

FETIX 2 S Pklk, ASSCEE T anE 2 FrR i PKLEE
HARHESR. PKLEE JiKJ2 R AT 1T 24 TAEL R, B4
T AR B 7 M B RAT IR, P4 SMT R fig g it 4
FOT AT AN TR T AR AR R i) 4k 22 KLEE JR A ) 2051
SRAB DA AT 28 B AR 2 WK A I 55, 491 i e 1) 92
FF.3.2 775 % 1o R 2 rp i A 2R AR 1 A i DA R HL AR R
TR AETE 8.3 Tt I B 2 o il B 3R 2 i, 3.4 71 X
Pl 2 (1 St S HOR iR 2 A7 A5 S
32 % %% SE

SE BIEAFAE R AR IFATHE, 38 19— SRR
() R B SR A AR ST, A TR E AR AR 1 26 2R AR S

TAEZRE TARLAE2

>

TAELRE3

JAELR R4

s 0

LFOR R E AHOR R E

— RS S~ S Y R ——

s

. A,

FRAT AT

e

LUK AL BE LIROR R AEE

[ FEE L ORI AT R ] 7 Gk

LR MRS R A HOR 3

AP SN S

JRJELIHUR A2

Fig.2 PKLEE architecture
2 PKLEE HE42
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$e B IR AT AR T s b DL — A TARZRBRAE 755
178y fe /N TAE BT, (8] I Of B — > P 8 42 e R IR 7
FIEAT TAE L R R 42 A8 i A2 B 3 3k 98 7 $hAT I 1) J=
GERAT S AT DRI AR B 5k 3 R

BRI MALREEE.

N FEAr M RE R program. FF 4R A L T VEL 2
{8 threshold, TAELRFEEE worker num;

i HE: PTIR ALY T AR AR workers.

@ while states.size() < threshold /* 745 AT H 3|

A 0 3K BT B A LAY A */

@ symbolicéxecute program;

3 end while

@ allocate states to worker_num workers;

(5 wait until all workers dones

TE I AT AT 5 PhAT IT UM M3 18 2 e 22 A7
— BN [B] (1 B AT AT 5 AT IR R, EEE T 1 T
R 15 B P BOE 4 B (B8 3 1@ (E R AR E
Ik B P BOE BE S PR AORE A M T 2
FEHe 4TI AT Fr AT B AR 2 0 IC 4 AR 2 .
E3W). R, LA B HATAE T4 0, A
AT AR 2R 58 i A W B AR R R, 45 AR KRS fl
17 (HE 347 @) . A RAE AT o i v AR LR 72 fe Y
SRR TP BOE S N AF B BR T AR 2R S
AT I [R) M 7 FH P 5 B I ] B R 2 E 8
A 2 PR 45 AT

F— TAELRMMATE L 58 PR
FRUERT S PAT R 2501, Ik 4 Fis.

Hik4 TIEKREEE.

i B PT84 BA S work queue, HAth T AFELR
YR worker_list. WhH 42 coordinator. ik T
71 3% B {8 steal _threshold;

i s PR 2o v 7 A Y D A £

(D register global vars of thread; /* 73 /it & B 1) 4>

JRy AL ¥

() get initial work load from coordinator;

(@ while work queue.size() # 0 || \coordinator.Halt()

¥ ARIRAFTE R IAT B AR/

@  if work_queue.size() < steal_threshold

® work_queue.push(work_steal(worker_list, co-

ordinator)); I* AT RFPAT R A B /N T

B AE 3B {8, R4 T ARSI M */
end if
path «— getState(work_queue); /* R 45 7% 3§

RRME AR IBCIRAT BEAL */

SNO

execute path and add new paths to work_queue;
/¥ FRRETRAT 2 T B AR TT A I B% AR */

@ end while

1E TARR BRI IR R R AR T, B E o i —Lk
L) 2 AR SRy AL R A JR) B N AR R G v AT
FEMH (L 417 D) . R TAEL RS A 4 R AT i
FEBAF, T AR LA SRIBCRT AT B AR I o 2 00 S SR
L2 AR M YR B9 TR AT B8 AR B R 25 Bl 9 46
PSS RAT S HAT (B 4 170Q) . RSB,
TAELAR S eI AS o i 1 R g 4T — 400
ILARAT 0 AR, 0 2R A PRAT I A2 BA B v 3 4% 8 1
A AR R /N T P B A B I A B A, )
PEA R RRES, JRET TARG (B 4 170 2,
TAELR R BARMERT 5 PRAT 312 — AR IAT 2 T A,
FUHA MG THE B (AT ] | $0AT 46 4 ) . 725
SR R RR Z 5, TARL R AR AT
Hh T A R T B AR I I N L AR A B R P T B AR
BAF o (B0 447 ©) A% S BT L I S A 2 - S 2R A
PF5 AT B RS 7R B RO, IR 44— > ARk
P I AT LAAE A A ol 345 04 155 B0 T 20 i1 e 2t it
17 SE.
330 BB REME

SEid & 9 TAR S AR sh 22k, I R 4F
R B T e i I N g R N S
] P R RS S 0 AR B3 IO, R T AR D A
) TAFE B Tl aE 15 OOk i T AR TAR R Y
R PRAT B AR BAD oh B 155 AT B AR 2 0 T B, BR T
AN TR R A 22 1] () 20 1) T e A T A 2 A2 W] UL P
A TF 81 B R AT B A

HiE S TEHIMEE.

N HAh T AE LB AR worker List, Th )8 26 72
coordinator, T A% T AE 53 B {H work dhreshold,

it BRI TR IAT BB AR

@ worker to_steal — @;

@ cur_max_work « 0;

(@ while ! coordinator Halt() && worker to steal is

empty /* AT AH B B AT ER A */
@ for worker in worker _list
® if worker.work num() > cur_max _work &&

worker.work_num() > work_threshold

(@) worker_to_steal «— worker;

@ cur_max_work =worker.work_num();
end if

© end for
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wait for moment;

@ end while

@ steal work from worker to stealif it’s not empty.

1\ worker_to_steal {57 LKA */

4 e 2 T AE 57 CCED A BR 3 b 5 01T A2 4
/N T R E BE) B, YT TAEZ A H AL R A 1F
AT S AR I TAR R AR (L 57O @), I h 1
AT 6 A2 4 i 2 10 T AR 2R AR b AR U AT % A2
(S 19D)) AERTE BRI, 8 T Bk & A4 TAEL
e 1l B3 UG AR R B0, 300 5 185 BURe AT %
Ao e KT R T A I (1 T AR e (% 5 47
&), S, d5 (IO AR D5 B 0 2 /D % B IR

R A S B R P P AR B — A TR O T S0 F
) ] 24 AT A9 FF AT 0% A 80 i B X8 R B3k LA

B R R R R AT — a2, Xk T —
(4, DAL O 7R B v o AR RO HL TR A AR B
B R AT B AR B, 25 1 — B st ) (L sk i 2 11 5] 4
BRI S17@). MR, 5 — AT FER R kA
TAE B UK A5 B, 50 B 4 Je £ 28 8 (0 1 P diedt,
IR £ K 2 0 T A T AR R R AR R aa 17 B TE .
34 HEAFKMEMAL

CL A 19 KLEE £ A {2 3R i 28 A7 4 ARk
LY HOR MR KLEE 78 SCHR [3] 48 1 T R 247 14
gt Ty X, AR RS 12 W S T A
) AR, S 2 A 8 A SR A A ) 2 SR O in i 2
Jo B LY TSR A, A6 SE 3o 2 B4 A ] B AR SR A 20 25 1
A AT DA R B T 5K fif 2 %% 3l 3k KLEE 78 SCHR [3] 7Y
S DA K Tl S B, R 9 9% A A A T LUAR T T A
B LA b 1 29 3R fif 0.

SR, A SCR B, W T AN [R] TAF 2 B8 1% 24 3K i
GAFL WIS, AH LG F R AT AT, JRAT AT R P Y
BALYR 2 ROR it TE A A A S TR R, R[] TR 4
Xt R A4 SET B30 40 15 1 22 A K, A T AR AR
YT AT B AR 22 5 TF R BT R A, T RES R AR
B 1 ) SRR R T RS, 2 T ML %) Cache miss
4.

BT L EWER, A SCHEFRAT AR SR S |, R
[ TAE LR EAERACHEAT IS, B — A TAEL R
2 4 HLR A 2o 1 2 O 4 Jmy 2 ROR f R A7
It H B A 1 24 HROR A 5 B Al 2 R vl L.

4 TH

i
*

AR

AT 448 PKLEE. €] 3 45 1 T PKLEE H T/E 4k

AR

RFPAT R 1B S
IVFUJEX
L. iZ?F m
PR 2R TAE *J%M
TAELRFE3

& P ERIBR L BRI

Fig. 3 Illustration of PKLEE’s worker threads
3 PKLEE TAF&AURER

PR PATHELE.
4.1 KLEE F1TiE

i1 T KLEE by Bk i B 28 B2 AT LR 3T, S0 dF
AT S PATAEE— ML, T X — HAx,
A SCX KLEE JEJZEE 454 . LRHAT 2/ itiT T
FEAUG

PKLEE fiff F [# 4% I '~ 3C (execution context, EC)
fifr ke KLEE Joi: 47 2 B4 A2 - A7 S0 A7 19 IR) R B4 b
FSCTE S AT I AR O [ B AR Y N B AR AR L B
T 45 A [7] B 42 P AT 4 2 B AH B 5. B — S S [R) Y B
6 RO ST (9 SMT SR fiff 25 0847 5K fie.

PKIUBE L % KLEE H i 41 5| 3 £ 26 ref 45 &
BLNIS 2= BEAT 1T T S, LLORIE PKLEE 7E Jf
KA TEE AT 5 1IE8f TAE. % T KLEE 72
() 85 4 3 4 nldl, PKLEE H A B 5% 5 1) 19 77 28
HEAT T B0 DR 4.

42 TIT{E&EZXH

PKLEE H (1 B — 4> T4 40F% XJ B 4.1 55 i) —
AN LS, B A T AR R B didr & T A
KAT AR B BAFN. S T L ELA3 W HII R T T AE S
U 2 28 R A Bk, B — N PR 0 1R
A B R Y i TR R AR A AR RS, HLAT
DL B AR bR SO HOH: T A 2 A28 1 7 AT
PEAE BB P B A N 3 TR, TARELRAE 3 i fF
PAT S BRSNS 25, PR B AT TAE 57 L. TAE4R
FE 3 U5 0] Ho A T A CAE LR R R ST ARSI, &
WTAELAE | B 2 R AT A2, PR A AR 2
G T — SR IFBAT. TR TR IR 1T
FF5 PUAT I R], O I8 2 R AR 48 T P B0 B 45 o 451
(R A SR R 58 BUTT A B AR IR R ), R4S IR
S5 A N D T AR SRR S AT S U T

PKLEE 7E #0475 M A0 30 28 55 1) bR B0 B, 23
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5 FH Y A TAEZ R Y errno S5 (] N A7 EEAR P (R X 42,
PRL I B — 1> T AR S BEAE ) 43 A6 I 7 22 68 2540 errno 1Y
LR SR AR i AE A Ry AR A B SR P R AT TN (A
E WL, T KLEE 5 4) & 26 58 52 B Y 5 2 ek 4L
runProtectedCall J2 A~ W] # A 1%, PKLEE H i 78 &b 3
runProtectedCall WA IE R BEH — A TAEL AL, 1 x5
HPFR IR B 52 BT %) B SRR Y, PKLEE 1Y ) 7 Ji 1
2352 3| A0 500 .

PKLEE ik %t TAF o7 BOR k8 T &b i ik 2
A AT AT ST A ) B R A SR A A K R
TR, 25 T A TR AR R R ME R A SO R
#|, KLEE H' ) nufSiqec SR BILFEH RSB ZET
B — SRR IR L — IRAFCR A, I8
T — UOR A A B (1Y B A2, RO A2 A ik i J T
X — BT &, AR SCHE T ARG AL oo A T4
I AR 2 7 v A [ % 4 KA B 32 i, o 15— IR
SRR FCAS B v 1) B AR D0 5 43 T 48 AL AE AR
b YRR B SR R . AT 55 AT A ORAE , B
— A~ 2y SRR X R T g Y AR 0 T 2 L A A
AT R, & BPATH RN ST K WA 47
(A R, A e AR AE SR i 1 5 52 2% 1Y) B TR L
Z 5, AR T g 5R 24 00 Ak AR B R I S 2R
LYFOK .

TE W — IR A AOR i 2 J5, TR
HSR it 0 2 A A Ry R AN e A7 . — T T, TEAS
[F] AR e it rh SR S S B R A7 ok 1 — 5 1 W) 26 T4,
R B 53 1 5 55 29 FROR i F 4 AH LB/, 5 —Jr i,
AT AT A S PUAT R — e B AR T AT
AT B8, DT AT DA — 20 a2 24 SRR A 1 T4

5 KWL

AT X} A 3 3T KLEE 32 8L A9 PKLEE #E47 T 2
AT R LR S AT, — 7, B TR 2/ NG
AR P I, KLEE 5 PKLEE 5¢ % it A A] $004 7 4 428 458
F I A I TR B R L, BDAE 95 S B AR 1 00 T B T AT
s Oy —J7 i, XL TS TR T |
AH ) B [6] N PKLEE B9 A7 2% T AE 7 48 A ik &5 1) 42 71
AT T L2 F 5 F TAES Ak 3t
G G2 AE AR AR R 7 T I X T R AP Rl Y R . A
J&i, %F T PKLEE 53047 TAE 9 747 i 2 L.

51 XWigE
X PKLEE F) 5256 DA 2 1] 1225 4 AR5 )
(5] {8 1. PKLEE Y A] 4 Jée Pk anff 2 (5.3 745)

B R 2. AR S Y Y A B O 02 5 AT L2 i
ANTF] TAE LR 7 A 4 i m) 7 (5.4 797)

[P R 3. A% SC A M 1 3k =2 i 81 9 A7 O 5 BE AE T AT
PAT 5 NIl 2 ORI (5.571)

(A} 4. PKLEE 5 #H 5¢ T X bt & 8 4o fa 2
(5.677)

A1 R B BT A S5 50 31 56T Ubuntu 18.04, i
f) CPU 4 AMD® Ryzen 7 4800h(8 %), 8 GB N 1. %t
PE#R A clang 9, KLEE Pk % PKLEE fifi H i) 3K fif % A
73-4.8.8. KLEE BRI\ H F 19 29 5K M 2% STP 2 A SCIH
SEE I IR R i 2 S IR AT AT, b FRATT R R
THE ) 23 SRR
52 FWEFIER

A T PKLEE 76 [R BUASFR P _L i mT - ek |
Bl 2 B R I A R S M B TR bR, AR SCREIR T /NRILARE
RHBL 2 )7, IF 5 KLEE #E47X LE.

X T /INRE R P, AR SCE BT LLSC 7E SCHR [17]
Hh g B I RE AR ], P AR 3 N LA Y
RE PR FRT . — L85 DA 5 0 1 K S0 P 3
DL M KLEE H £ () F 55 g A g /N B R e (O F-HE T
P AL A ). R T ORIE AT A ERA T B % A B S e (]
N BE B HFT, HLBE % KLEE 5 £ 40 A i 4 232 1 5%
T TRERAT (P BE, Pk (0 TR e 0 2 B v K
AR AN malloe 55 ) 1 . S A A B0 R
B AR . 2 1 A T IR e 44 R DA L
O VR PO 8 A B | AT BRI A . %
T4 — /NI L RE Y, XF e KLEE 5 PKLEE 45
R AT ARFET 1 X 5.

Table 1 List'of Smalléscale Benchmark

F1NEERIIER FIR

lliEv g TR S8 NS e
multipath_1024_kle 29733 1024
multipath_65 536_klee 2687035 65536
multipath_1 048 576_klee 51380299 1048576
knapsack 391134 1 666
mergesort 92 685 720
regexp 473 590 1058

XF TR AR T, A SCEEHCT GNU Coreutils H
(TR . KLEE 7E3CHK [3] H{#H] GNU Coreutils
TP AR AT M RE A9 i, JF i M) GNU Coreutils 55 2
PRI T — 2 P 58 35 0 PR B8 A A A SOl fiff
B W Z< & GNU Coreutils 6.11. {13 2 ff 7/n, A 0¥
GNU Coretuils H1 2 77 MR 415 47 8O i BKHE )Y, I 4%
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K/NEEHLIMEL 6 AF2 7 (200 17 LA L) #4703 %4 F
B — AN AR P, B A5 5 AT BRI E 10 min Y, JF
XJ bt KLEE 5 PKLEE $047 1 45 4 % & 19 X 1. i 4k
Z It LA KLEE $RAT /Y 45 4 250t 11 JE 58 B 1) B% 42
B AF A BT AR Sk B BT, J2& BT KLEE i
o A58 A LA P R A A e ) N AR o B 2 AR
MR R (AT BB AEAE R R IR R BRI BE AR ), AL Z
AT BT B X — R AR O B, ©A R T
YE CI6ud9SL 7 I v] ™ J ke ikt i T % AR bR, U
W T i ds bl s A

Table2 List of:Large-scale Benchmark
R RHAEEZTNAEFIR

MR AN EZE
echo 276
runcon 284
uname 380
who 819,
join o8
stty 1908:

£ PKLEE [ 1248 R R us 1 3 86 b, DX Bt O
() #f B &, KLEE LA & PKLEE ) 3% FH % B 4 S48
R RIAT AR R R E RS R AN —
ARSI A &, ARIE T KLEE 5 — R 3T U0 A AR X
52, tHH 2 F, KLEE i (1% £ )5 & U8 278 A )
(R AT 1o A8 v A] BB 2 B 25 FR AR M PUAT AR, 7
BT 2.
53 AIYEM

& 4 R e T AE/NRRBE AR ) |, DL PKLEE 19
A TARG AR Sy Hefl, 763 R T AR 2 A8 B0t i 1%
T, WEBF A AT AR FER. K 4 bR T
£ multipath 1048576 klee ¥ 4l I, PKLEE 7E A [d] 2%
2 4 & F 5 KLEE #€ B (9 X L . AFE B 55 K 1Y
knapsack DA & multipath 1048576 klee 2 A 451 a] L) B
WA, BEE TAEL B A R, SR RET i) a]
FW D, I LA 6 4L BE 20 A7 B AT SR R 5 4 P 114 Uk
A IR, 7E 8 N TAELR RN, KR &A1
FERF ORFFIE E . AR SCIA R, — 5 1, X AT fig & i T A
SCAH 0 S 58 AL B 22 RE 8 M B AR, LR
ZR B T IRR MR, S — TIELRBRNIATHE
A FFF B 6 A, A multipath 1048576 klee £ 4] |-
KLEE 5 PKLEE 5¢ 4> 8 & #& i 19 % bt o] L& 91,
PKLEE H Fif Y 52 30 i A7 16 i 2 18 22 5080 45 4 1) [e) 20
TEE, S T ARl EiE— LY.

—— multipath_1024_klee knapsack
multipath_65536_klee mergesort
multipath 1048576 klee —®— regexp

—+— multipath_1048576_klee(KLEE)

300

hd

=

= L

& 200 + + + +

¥

= 100 |

0 ¢ > -
1 2 4 6 8
AR Kk

Fig. 4 Total time taken to explore paths exhaustively under
small-scale benchmark

K4 /NI PP AR o B R AR AR I

TE B AR B BP0 AE BU T, 4120 multipath 1024
klee FEf], DN 4 HR AT LU Y, YA T B 0y AR AT
P A B B I, JEEE IR AT AT 5 BT 3R AR I
i, B B AR K TAEL R RGO T & 3R15 Tl zs . AH
It 2 F, 7£ multipath 1048576 klee £ 15| -, PKLEE /'
&7 FO 4R . PKLEE 76 It JH A% DU 30 461 72 )7 | 4
AF LR F) 3.0x B AN, HAh7E 2 ASFERT A 1Y) knapsack
Fl multipath 1048576 klee I 1] DLk £ 4.0x (1 i i .

54 T R TAELARN K, 2 [ KRR
DGR AR 77 b, 46 7 i) TE) N 52 B0 A R T AE 1 5300
5 e B 78 T 7E who #E ) E, PKLEE 7E A [A] &
B T 5 KLEE $h4 748 2 50 1% L.

4 echo runcon
stty: uname

[ —e—avho —join
10 f —— who (KLEE)

10 A7 HE 4 Kkt

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
TARZAE S

Fig. 5 Total number of executed instructions under large-scale

benchmark

B 5 R P AT 4 20

AXEE Y, W TAELRRBCR M3, A TAE
LR AR LT AT T8 B A8 A B SR AR S MR K
B, I FLI K B o B KB R &1 S BB T PKLEE #£
8 IFAT AT I LR P 1 5 PIKAR B — e ek
AT R, BEAZ FE 20 R FH S BT B0 A B U

ARSCAX T ERABRF L, K& B U
KLEE 5 ¥4 TAELR A . 8 A TAELR AL B A R TAE
#. W3R 3 FR.
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Table3 Comparison of the Number of Executed Instruc-
tions Between KLEE and PKLEE
%3 KLEE 5 PKLEE $iTi5 48 E 73tk

MHARF KLEEJT & PRSI S A TARLR T4 N

echo 22178 6637 67744 3.0x
runcon 58619 17218 110904 1.9x
uname 10 817 9555 51911 4.8x
who 38624 31465 146016 3.7x
join 19 585 10271 54 681 2.8x
stty 13412 10353 39304 2.9x

S PPLLE ), A TAEL RS
KLEE A [, 75 AH [6] (9 $hAT I (8] N, $RAT B9 48 2 B
T/ 3R 43 TE 8 AT LR I A8 P b [ 26K [R] 1
YRR AN . A 901 S5 PR AR TR B 8 D AR LR
MG LTS, BT A LA AT I AR B AT R
KLEE 1 3.2 fif, J& S0 TAELAR Y 5.8

12 3 LA SCIRL 5 o iy S Bt W LA AR 45ie, R
BT A LR AT A R T — 2 HE 4, (Holsk
PRPAT i B A [R) e B 4 4 T — 3 43 19 (R0 TR
S TR B 2 MK AR B T A e A ) 00 1 T T
INF 3 e B s AT DL B, M B K 1Y join, stty, who
B 3D AR 7 AR A 18R Y AR R R T L]
#H b Z T PKLEE 7E #5245 /N B runcon |- X T 4E fft
BT R, X — o B BB IR AT AR AT Sk
170 7 15 B 25 AR RS A 3 K RT LA SRS T 22 1 T AE
W s . oAk, FRAS TAR LR AT i 7 vp 9 R AT I
AT DL, H I S8 R R AR B R LA
25 (6],

X RI R 1, 280k /NS 5 R ASE I 3k 7 e 7
LU RYIEAS, T LA S PKLEE B & —E Rl P 4k,
TE 8 I TAE LR IFAT HUAT IO 15 000 T MK SR BB 85 DR IR 5%
G AT e AN AR R AT R 95 S A B
BARRLL T, PR LIRS 3 5101 17 3 42 T,
H i 2 0] LIARAT 445 DL b 0 2 305 7F R AT i Bt 5
7 b, 5 KLEE A 16, 76 # [A] T AR i (8] A, PKLEE
AT LUK S TAR B R T R R e 3 5 A2 4. Bk E
K, T AEAE WS LD P R B AR ER B A5 1 /N B
BORRIT b, R BLC ) KRB R Y [, BT 24
JEAT BT = BUAT 7 R e 78 4 M 2 % 0 1A g
TE A Wt Z R AR 2 A AT 82 T, A R0 32 7
TR PATHI AT k.

AN, FER L /NI RR F L R SE e e =, B
Till 1Y) PKLEE #K SX 7775 — & B 8 A0 T 45 . 31X 43 T 44

AR TS J2 B B8040 235 K 8 Ry 2 R 2 4 Bl R 1Y 8
SRS, ok A IFAT A S AT P R R 2 A TAR LR
(T84 [, i T KLEE X§ Ah A8 o4 i @i 48 75 =, H
B S B P AL AP B 2 — A TAE R R AT 5 4 P 452
14 28 5. (] A ek errmo) . 75 352 37 5 b A R R AR
P b, Bl BEXHZ AL AT k2P B AL
54 TEFHREZEHR

Fahx e TN F L 8 TAELRET,
Je 5 TR AR 3 UM DL T B 4 iR B AR IR R FE I DL S
KLEE HY#REK A2 AEMT .

Table4 Time Consumption of Work-stealing Algorithms

Under Small-scale Benchmark

x4 NERER L TEGRERRHME s

- 8ANTAELL 8 A TARLARAEI
TR KLEE N gk 0 fF Mﬁ% i
FERY FEFEHT (ETAEGIH)
multipath_1 024 _kle 0.31 0.45 0.46
multipath_65 536_klee 9.57 32 6.78
multipath_1 048 576 _klee  188.39 46.21 121.42
knapsack 277.75 69.68 246.15
mergesort 18.36 6.21 12.28
regexp 29.59 11.56 23.57

A 4 SCHRE AT LUE Y, 7R 8 D TR IR A
JHia CAES iy $2 T, $u47 S AR 1] 5 KLEE A [,
AN T 7R A I A TAE S R 1B 0,
[] TR R AT A 1 2t 2 FL 4 ) b Ak B BT 4
B A B AL K By o AR v AT AR T Y B AR TR R IR
U, QAR B TAE S R, RGP A T B )
o3 T A AR SRR et 12 W — 1. TRl R 5 Y
B TAE LA AT IR B 7 s T i f5 A
AR

FER S Al LLE Y, 78 KA AR 5 ) A 57 i
ST I R T 58 U T 48 A R0 2

£ 10 min By P4 AT B 8] Y, A9 3C WS 3] echo,

Table S Effect of Work-stealing Algorithms/on the Number

of Instructions Under Large-scale Benchmark

RS5 AARERF ETEGRERMESHERN

lnwidsg TFe ARG T 5% KA LAEGT BT %
echo 67 744 64510
runcon 110904 1100630
uname 51911 49430
who 146016 144290
join 54681 54598
stty 39304 37566
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uname SEFE ] b AFAE AR FRAR AT 58 W B & TAE 7
NG L, XS R X R A T AR R > T 5% A
. HAREB) 1A &I T AE gk A B B ARk, X
S T ] B B BT B R B 2, O A —
B[R] P LA — A AR AR 9 A f 0 Ak T A
ARZS, WO I s A T A B3 HRUBR kR 5 T i3 X R AR 1Y
PERE B AT R RS2 . % 52 5 Wk W 1 AR AR 3kt
AR TELET AR 57 BUR L 09 T 3 AS 23 X0 38 1 A 44
A7 el 7 4 1 1H 52 ).

XTIl 2, W 5 2 S SE R, AR SR B T AR B
RVE AR R AR i AT B AR B D B BL R, AT R
R T #A VI SET JEIROR [F) 4 >k 19 1 08
Yy [) 0t , O HLAE R A R A % 00 T T4 7 R
SR JU-F AN 235 RS A0 A1 1) TR b B AR e 1
LB b AT DU KRR PRt T 5 W i 37 53¢
B 2 B A2 25 DR R R A SR W R T AT Dt IR 4 i
AL, AN A T AR R Z a] i A 1R 2 807 A, ENIE
TARSCE 3.1 TR R,

55 HEARKMBEELAR

Fo i TN Y L, TR SA T RAL
F R FAERACTE T 8 A TAE LR i ) S A4
R LR L.

Table 6 Effect of Shared Cex Cache on the Number of Hits
Under Small-scale Benchmark

® 6 INBARRF _EIHE R GIEFR G R BRI

JHRm G RIFRREE W

Wi RGP SHEAE
multipath_1024_kle 32 78 59
multipath_65 536_klee 80 122 34
multipath_1 048 576_klee 112 156 28
knapsack 3239 3575 10
mergesort 720 783 8
regexp 1311 2134 38

M 6 B T LA, FE/ MRS Y I, JE
J A5 A7 R LA AR 2 491) 2 77 B4 R i o R, S 249 sk
DT 30% B BT GEAT AR i R KL il i 2, FEIRAT
PTG, =R BIEAF WD T 30% R IZ LR
A AERT 5 PRAT LA AOR AR O 09 TAE R b, 3t
2 AT ) 2 A AR AR (R B A K o 2R A7 11
AL AT T AROR I BIRCR. ML Z T, 48
(3 T 2 HE AR B R AT 0T 07 S8R A A A 3L =ik
NG G A7 A S R A ROR A AL A B AR

RTHGH T R b, IR 5 AR I

Table 7 Effect of Shared Cex Cache on the Number of Hits
Under Large-scale Benchmark

RT RIRRRRF _EHEZ R GIEFR G HIRBHI R0

TR TEIR i R 2% SR 161152 WL
AEA AT L A AT IREL Bil/%
echo 981 1818 46
runcon 1454 2953 51
uname 5300 6490 18
who 2975 5953 50
join 22265 29240 23
stty 17924 19260 5

E RV FAERALTE BT 8 A TAEL TR 1 J ] 2% 47 fiw
AR LT L.

V- R, S R S A AR IR AR T
S 5% A7 19 A A v I BGE 32%, 78 43 Uk W TR R R S
PR iy 1937 Fob, 38 g 3 5 2 OR 45 8 w] DL
e AR 28 FROSR iR 850 3 oK — W BE R $R T AE AT 4R
SRR 2 PSRRI F b, 2= ) 92 A7 AR
TR B A9 G AF A A BUE 50%. 3k = ) 2%
FEAE R AR T AR Rk b nT DL3R A B8 & 1 I 43
Ry AN TR () AR AR B AT A = (B AR A1 A7 A — 5 1Y AR
Ik

Ry T R 3, AT () SE et 78 4 UE W T, 7E K.
INRASEERT B 5 T, R 2 A TAEL
TR AP O Ton] RIAT 5008 /0 I 2 2 SRR A 25 1 08 F 7
AR P TR I 2 IE OLT, 2 TAEL R AT L
[Fi] Fof 398 TR 1 oK A 15 U2, 5230 vh fe 22 1T LA/
50% 1)1 J22 249 SR St 1 JHlseahS A T T 249 TSR fige 1)
A, IF B 2P 0 Bk I s . B g2 A 2
KLEE 2 5K A DAL FE A ity Je v —Fifr A S 243K
WHL T IEIAT BT 8CT , Afl s5r A E A
() 29 FROR g DAL AR A5 1 20 R DI
56 52FIEXL

1R 5 1 IR AT AR A S T TR 3 R T
5 B Bl = 2t 3 T T % GE R A8 4T SR T 1 i
EAH R SE 0 PR T B A kAT e K
PEREXS L. SR, O 1 AE— 2 A JE b B PKLEE A
KIATL T AR S, A5 #E L Ranged Analysis'® 52
95 B 2 TR AR, #E L X PKLEE $EA7 5050, W 4E
i He B dE, 4R )5 A Ranged Analysis' ! 18 3C H R 45 1Y
s A AT T L

Ranged Analysis H1 19 52 5 I 3 FH 6 A~ TAFE 7
FIFHIFR 8465, 45 th 178 GNU Coreutils 2 /5
A9 E EE. BT Ranged Analysis T AF & 45 H JRACAS
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I BB AT 25 I K ol ) HARAE Al 18 R D7k
L Z 4, % PKLEE 5 1% T AR 5286 25 21 B X A7 7
— %€ AN AL SE A AR SO A S SR R A
] (4 MK 2 B AR R 5 i, AN EATARAT B LA i
JE AT BEORIEXS LU 23 -1

Ranged Analysis 71 & H 4 H 9B AR RUE T £
A TARN B M AT 5 PhAT 5 B R A5 5 SAA T 3l D
4 Bt A28 58 2 A, - L 5 T 7 i s e A ] B A I
4 ] DA i RS UL, AR SO R SR T LS A e
P PRI 4R 6 B R RO L. TR BE
IIE PKLEB % TAFZR i A7 i i v (9 B A2 5 B0 AN T AR
LR ARAH ], S DR DL (bias) 52 1, X £ B2 2 2R AR
R RECRE B Z MR P, 35 8 s 1 BARA
R

Table 8 Comparison of Speedup Bétween Ranged Analysis

and PKLEE
% 8 Ranged Analysis 5 PKLEE A /nEs Ekahbt

MR PKLEE Jini# Lt Ranged|Analysis fill3 b
tr 4.5x 2%
dirname 3.5x 1.1x
factor 1.3x I.1x
dircolors 2.7x 4.2x
pr 2.5x 4.4x
cut 5.8x 4.6x
echo 2.7x 4.3x
fold 9.8x 9.7x
chgrp 2.7x 7.7x
chown 3.0x 8.8x
readlink 3.3x 9.5x

i 8 AT LA I, AU GE it 22 A T IR AT ik
5 $0 47 1 £, PKLEE 7£ i £ Ranged Analysis 3% 2}
AN B I 3 A ) AR SR AT DA GR B 3x~4x 1 L
PKLEE 7£ Ranged Analysis 14 A 4] il 33 bt 38 AS 35 5
Hodr, FEMHR LR fold |-, PKLEE ik 2| 7 T/E4k
PR IFAT N L. 33X & By T PKLEE &> AR &
TEARZE fold 1Y Jmy T AT 5 PUAT W, Hy T R /)N,
AR SRR 7S 4 A A 1 29 R g DL Ak, 281 3k
57 A AR SRR I L

{8 75 £ & /) /&, PKLEE H A JC ¥ ik %] Ranged
Analysis & 90 & 45 B LSRR 7 By s b, i T
Ranged Analysis {ff i T 38 [l 53 7 (9 52 R, XEAF -5 AT
AR B AT T4, PRI AT DL AR S S R Y
KB KT 6x (90 b, 1 PKLEE XJ e 3% A #1711

fk. b 4h, PKLEE B T KLEE H &%t 89 5ti4, [l —
W20 2 B — AL LLE AN EEAC |, X5
T PKLEE 7£ 54N H 2 R ERIMAE.
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