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RRTRA: MERRAHMEF b A RAR S ELE, R RS, R R
WRE N, (BB LT WHR, 25U R T 8 T HAT 4 R0 2 5 HI0 S i 3t 2
HiRa b, B — o KXW T HTRAEEREMEF (Monte Carlo) 77 K4 Bk AH A BA
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& NS S EWRAERE P IR RNIRE. S5k, AMEREE 1 BUE I ZRIIRE T A, L
FREMMBUE T R R, W E A A s 5 2RI C 25 B R EUE v SEARRS A AR e 1,
ASCTARI) B bR IR NIZ R FPIT R N G e A R B S EoR.

UEAER, BUE SRR W] A5 W2 ) 1480, BB HT UL ST R U
FERBI TR E M BUE S, Moy T RETH o M BB AR st B DUR LA e 1B S5 QUi R 1 AR
AR, AR BRATARRD 2 T bk i B T SRR e (K IE R AT SR AR B 58 A IR R B 14~6) AR 17—
MBI E S0 Bl v AR PR AE SR, IZAE SR AE USRS o A B T S AT B B
FA3E, XAl RS AUE T R AR AR AL B TR T, FE A BUE T SRR MR R P A R ARV
i, TS AR R AT DL By S A s B A AT T S I BB TSR e, R mT DARS B A X e B 7
I A A AT T TS B B S A R AR V. ASTHESR A SEILBORIE T U0 R SRR 2 58 W BUE R (1
SN LR SRR AT RSV B RE S A ROt SRS BUE T S AR A IR 2 E R ARk, K
MIFRH 7 PR EONRN SR A OB BOR: BUEIREh A A 5. Blaiish vre ke rrietrigft v
ENASHIRLA, ELERF TR PP IS AT AR T ah A 3 B BB & e, 1 S (R Bl R fg 4t 1
AR, B S SERE P EARRIE XA, BARA ST APHHESE 21 (R 7 A2 et
SAE B SCRIRT AL T CCR A 710 (BB TARAE — PR 2 EAPEIRZ A, A ST IR
B4 & Zh S BUEI AN A ST A Bh IR BVERTE 2E B ARG, IO RE Y 51 3)
Mo BUE T SR R VE SR T — S BR AT P R R U5 6.

HUE DB XT T FENLA HEUE B AERRE. €W B bR AR R SR B AT AT A A
iRz (BHEHIRIREMTEIRE) BMHRE R R, S8R A BT A RS g L
RO A BRAL e BOE BRI, B AR R ZE M s 1R 22, (EAE R, R 7E S0
AR TR B0 BN, FETHSEHLA B A R RGBT R e R R iR ZE. (Bl
HERK 0.2 W ICTE AT BRAL 0 b HlP 8RR, THERE R RUEAE TS R R R E, %
R, BB AN EUE o A1 b BESEBEI A IR HEMF RBE0R, (EETHZRIN TR o x b,
FEVE RBUS S o R, BAEREFUE TR E. BBEINZST, RS iE i
N EEBONHRAE B RZ 7 R, A BT IR AR L S /DB R LR . X))
ARG HOREADL 1 RV B E AT A R AR SR 2, EEERINAIEUE o A1 b 3R, Baiisha e
KRS RE o x b. LA HBEIFE, B RPUTE P EAR RS R, TR R [0 2 57 1 2
b AT RAAT R0 S e R 22 X B P s R KD I BB LB R SR T 5245 R 2 (Monte Carlo)
J7i% 1O XTI EEIR A JE AT S5 RO ZE Rt AT Gt A, BERS PG R A6 7 A BB AR e Tk

SEAEEAR, HARB I RIE X P FARIBRRTEE. M —FARIL IS I LR
R SERM IS EREAFRRIEEE A, BRI LA R AR SE8us b e SRR R,
BAEF B S T, ENTHIE R —E e e MF. & FiEEE IEA BT AT LB EX AN B 55
AR RS B — M SEL: X T A A B BE TS R U, S — S SeEL R Lh AR e 1Y, B
B /IN R i N3N 2 AR/ R PP H 224 T 53 A — S8 SN AS KR . FATTGE sl i B
PR R ILIXLE RS I E LB BT RE R BLAIANAR . A AT AL, Martel®9) SR T —FhEE T
iR AR I BORR IO — BBV B P O A e SBT3, Rt R 7 ik b AR B I R R Ak,
FERT RGP, R ARG BE B A AEAR KR, RIS I PEAN SR, AT 5 RIS THRE R
SE A AT 3, W T O SARRIE AR E T, [R5 vk B il S EDU HL AT SE A

FEAE PSRBT, 78 SE80s B SO BRI AR AR RS B IR K. X ERE
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e = —¢lete|e—elexel|e+ e |E]v

1 FRERTAXMIEEL G

Figure 1 Grammar G for floating-point expressions

AR I AR SR FRE U, SR B S ) FE AR AR K AT S 8] IR A RS &,
FATRH T PIRNAS [F AN XA T FRAT IS AN SR R P 7%, BE R HOR I R &,
ZIF & &I e W) 52T OpenMP 2 MIATRRFRIHE, ©& 12 M TXFR 2 a2 2%
(symmetric multiprocessor, SMP) R4t LK 2 R IFATRE P Wi, X P Wit s A7 1
IR Ty FEN AR 2 23058, I RENS H SN EAR AT IS N AL R ATRE . JRAT RS S eah
AT B 3-47 04, IWITHEFFAT T & N A B st e 19ia 47 2%, F P Al DAZEREF B )5 78 /2
HIE LT, MR — 7 ZECE ) AP B Rk SR RE V0 TIERE A SRR A RIS 00T, FI )
SRPTDAME FA 525 R 2 VAR 2P LA Z 045 . 520K 2 7 VR IB I e i SOM A iEVE AN R i SRR
AT REALANARE, 193] — DML S AR T2, @ St rE A gt 45 2, kAl skt
geitas R, FEERNE, DA TR/, B3 GTHEs R T REAERE . H - w] DU AR
DL R 55 -R 2 AN AT R Sk AT AR ik, BLIA S| SEAT RBCR.

AR SO Pt PR A HE SR A AR B E A 1 e D S B, JF B Pl 1 AH SR SR T i 2 A
BAE TR DLEIHR I EUE T 5% (GNU scientific library, GSL). PEAE 45 R R FATHIH AR B
A RO EE TR RS e v, JERe e A BUE T R P R BRAEE AR IR AR R A AL
TR FAT AL T PEAl, B4R OpenMP AHX T MPI &5 HAt I ATH2 5 B it 7 SN AE R R, (B2
TRl G5 Rk 2 onth 7R M ROR. Bk, L ESREEIRRN, A SO 773 oy R A AR P
BB TSRS TRVl RE D3R i T — R RO&AE.

2 HERERMNRE

ASCAE I EAE P S I 2h 75 7oKk B S AR BB AR e V. WA 3, Sshid fe e il
ot F SMERE Y I BB AR BORIRAG F m B0a ST RARANIRZ, AL, IS0 B AR f7ms F 7 R A8 T
MACSHN M 2R, JERE B FAEBUE R T AR R BB AR AT
ZNHEZL R I A PR RasE, Ry R AR AR I i BUs SR e PR IR BUEINS IR O
e B EIE S BB KB LIR 2, T T8kt BATER R I TELS & — Rk

HPEUEA 2 DS RE, S XN R BRI 7E, JGE T RARRE A MHSE A

RN FIEIGE T R BUE S HAR KRB, X TR AR MG, SESREE RS, 1E
WAL AR AT S5l Bk, X T Psh SRR, Bt — R e . JF HoOv 743 1
(Fofe] o, SRS A MR RLRA S R IR P T — R, Hodt T oy UL B RVA TR B 2 A
SR R, W P T — R, BATAT LUK N n DR BOE P T - R, (0 =
1,2,3...n). BRI KOREF R ERAER, BATR TR P 10E il B — RPN FARKIL
HIERIMTLRR, XFEREHIREE r TSR r =1 ©ea @es O+ O e, HH 0 NERMIF AEL
1RAE, e AR P PINSIRRIEA. B, FATFIERGE TREHAREANLLHE. B 14T
FEZR P AL HE ()i B R ARRILNIETE G, Ko v Rop e PR A F Ul € RonfeiF il
ARFIE M BAFAER) 57 s BUE VA ELEEAH R A HAMRE PP B HE 5 e, bt e B0 il 5545
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Single precision

| SIGN |  EXPONENT | SIGNIFICAND
0 1 8 9 31
Double precision
| SIGN | EXPONENT | SIGNIFICAND
0 1 1 12 63

2 IEEE 754 FiE XHIBMZ S # Rz mER

Figure 2 Two IEEE 754 floating-point representations

2.1 BUEIME

TR EEESTREANRE. BRI GETT R BT R, Al ferEE LR
BRI R A 1R 22 R BRI ™ B I A R BUE IR RAE S K MR ZE Z R R FIW B v 5 A
SETER, QAR AR 261 P ASMRAEE, A WM EHRPTiRZE RN AE SR8, XA EfE
/RS iR ZE RGN, MR AN AR,

2 IR T IEEE 754 i s ARbRHE 18] e SCRm A2 (8 AV i Bk o —— FREER
RAMUURE FER AL 7 . A9 BT SO BB s | JRBON b, BRI S A 80y p HILER
HIEEEUEDN f, TREUEDN = B, P SRR RS R A 1 PR, i, A3 1 P 28
A, BT B AT E LA BUER R R 2 ki), BOAEOLR b= 2.

(—1)° x / x b". (1)

pp—1

HPAVHE B BIE f RTINS RE A O TRUARIL £ )
RZE, BATRHABET KN b (I RE B EHOy —tH] k- HRF R, S5 b X2 T 3RATH
[ AR B R AN o A B 28 FhEAL AT RE (Y R MRS SEEL r, TS IR R R iR 2
LA BRI 2Y 73 A X FRIET k- PR AL AIIRB) b BT 5T (1 £ ) RS o, RUONIZAN TV B
BT F RIS AR, P ERTH SRR B anE s TR RS I BUE 2 F,
AP LR FT A REL p, - Ny x F — F REoR, B 3 4l TR BME C a5 T RS

TR IR ADNREARRER, Blaitzhi@d M O S AP Zh Bk E 267
REE. 232 gl T IR RIE LRI p(e). T HE ERIEIE, FAEX RITHE p M p, T
FBoASE—— BRI kAT RIE R BOE MR A BB e B p, 1ET2RIE
o PR A — AN N B AN P R 45 . SR eval(€) STRRFFRATHE S M € MUEARMIIAT, IR
Bl & FrRIEERIE

—ple1), e= —ei,
e2)), e= e +eg, (2)
)7 €= €1 —é€g,

e2)), e= ey Xes,

= ple2)), e= e1 + ea.
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1 double p_v (double value, int bits){
2 byte *byte_array = (byte*)(&value);
3 for(i= 0; i< bits/8; ++1){ INPUT: fle,, ...e,l. 1
ASL } byte_array [i] » = (byte)rand(); - Vi€l do
6  byte_array[i] *= (OxFF>> (8-bits%8)) & ((byte)rand()); 2: OUTPUT flp(e)le,, ..., p(e)le,] (p,(i)
7  return value;
8} 3: endfor
3 EAXMNRY p, HIEKILI 4 HERBDMREE
Figure 3 Implementation of base function p, Figure 4 Value perturbation test algorithm

4 F5IR T BB B INR S, B A 2 P U B B p(e) 1ERITREFPh &g —A
PR SEARTRIE, WK R p, 1R HAARADALE. p, BIRMSCIIZER 3 th, HRiETEELE,
FATHE py S BB R W AT R 7 Lt MEH] 1. AESCBL T AR, ATRA T C1ES
Ry e CIL M) XA P ANV r OB i AT S R0\ R B0 1 58 SR B p, HEATHRD.

2.2 B

R XIS L, FATRFEARLTEAE L2, R RINEER LA, B SL808 E A U]
MR B, LI LA R AT AN AR PP U S 2 PRI RE . AR — 7 B, AT EE NG T4 €
HIE AN EARKIERX e, FFRA M RIVECAEMIL XM X, FH7E 5 S5 R AR AL
Tk

B SEBATE LA IATIE I FEARZFGE M ITETE 30, BA TR AT ZAL L AR R IL
Pt I — MV AR5 FHEGEE — P AR B, Va0 — Mhe e RTINS ARRIE AL, RIASREAEXT
RRE T HI B A AT 70 BT R e HekAT 24 R R I RN U SRR X S5, JATx
EHE PSS USSR S SRR, fm BATTR AT — 2 1 A PR R I, IR RS —
AL 7 BE A A AR S . G s 2 R SR UV RN T A el 25 R SR 6 2R, AT TRT DA
PN JF a6 SR FAE AL S, B S Rk L.

EX 1 (FEARFIEAMERN)  BATR - ADBELE 1 e XL ¢ RIENK e AR
AMVEEA, 2 HACH B2 PR

L ER—MRERIEN, BEAREA T ININE B e — KM TURIRAE;

2. ‘BB IRk AR,

3. E RAEBIEARIERIE, BRI DNEATRRIESRAE;

4. EARERERIE S e — P R TT.

L EBATMEBFRIEIN, BATAT UL EFH L RETINF BE 3 — LRI TUARIELE, IR
WK 5 PR g © BHEHNEE R, XM RGERM R8 Al R12 X P 4R SFAN HLIN SR ARAIE
g FE IR IR A R 8 S T PR 2 AR 3. N TR TERR 4, FRATIEER IR XA R 5
HEATIEAR, BB B A R AR AR, AT PRAERR A b B T 22 B e e 0T, AmFESE
AT B BATR 5 E B R ARG T Ll 1. I BFON S RGBT —In MIiE MRS, 725
IERTTEATH B, FATA R EEE pE I L SR R INE SRR, I HLRES— N IS A ik

etk e, SEARRIE AT B — BRI ERT N RS 5, LA s Ul o BUEE S
AR PP s B A € WM RS R AEEMRE R, B 6(b)~ K 6(d) fid T4 E R —MmA
RiEK e, R A — RINHBCAHMB N T EEE, AEREFERR, A€ LEX BT T:



I B BB R ZE P E e 5004

(R1) O(v) = v

(R2) o¢)—¢&

(R3) O(—(—e1)) > O(er)

(R4) O(—(e1 +e2)) = O(—e1 —e2)

(R5) O(—(e1 X e2)) = O(—e1 X €2)

(R6) O(—e1) = —O(e1)

(R7) O(e1 +e2) = O(e1) + O(e2)

(R8) O(e1 —e2) = O(e1) + O(—e2)

(R9) O(er X (e2 £ez)) = O(er X e2) + O(Ler X e3)
(R10) O((e1 £ e2) X e3) —» O(e1 X e3) + O(Fea X e3)
(R11) O(e1 X e2) = O(e1) x O(e2)

(R12) Oer + e2) - O(e1) x O(1/e2)

5 RIEXHEHRERZES ©

Figure 5 Canonicalizing term rewriting system ©

EX 2 (HAEIT)  ERREFARFE I GAE M T T W o B A 78 RS 5 5
PERFAN ] T SRR RV AF, HLAT SR R R 2 A I TS e, AR IZ 7 BT i 138 5K
NIRFEARFIEA N AT

6(b) £ th 175 R ARF AR U T SR perturb 57K, BB 6(c) 52 SCHIAZ R4S
FERATE tae : E— 28 MK 6(d) &N ARARREE [ E - 28 REHIIRE. @34y
VT AR FRIE I AT S G SR S5 %5, IRJE R AT — G5 SRaEAT A R U 55 28, AT Bl
F3 RGP A RAFRIE M IR A et . G5 & AN 23 BE ARG I N P S B0 B2 S5 X

B 6(c) T BRHL tae - B — 27, EXHIN ZRIE SR IVERSRIE A2 i S & 4, 9302
SR A A EN R, IR IR EEM A FARTA AL, EE AR 1 TEL R units
RBFRIEAGE I ST, AR XS, 5 4 AT 6(a)
FITsE LTI 5 501 2 AR BT A W RERIEE 60730 BJaAES 717, JE A RIEAIA (i
TRILN) I, FATEIARIR AT A R ITTR AR — 0%, IR 8 ATIEH AR ITh)E A8 RN &
G XSRS SR T R i B T s R me AR T

B 6(a) X T tac FTAABIRIINE S5 20 S x {+, x} — 28, EHMAZ —DHEAAITHII A —
IR EERIEIZ AT B I A R G HED 73 AR (PR 73 51,50, BATTTHHFTAT AR AR SE 2
A, AT SEBL T T AT R RE AN 5 07 3K

BN RIEK e WHEXBTTNEON n, AT A 3 Fros iR ZHORH OIS 5 R %L -

PAER L AL (249

C(z) = P (3)
Kl 6(c) FIriE LHIASHEl & AL toe P AR FRIE A B st m] 15
1, ee{v,&},
Niac(e) = (4)

n! x C(n — 1)>< ﬁNtac(ui); Eﬂﬁ

i=1



REER FEREE 44 B 2 10 W

INPUT: s €S,0 € {+,x} INPUT: ¢ €E

I:T+0 1:if e= v Ve = E then

2:if s # ¢ then 2: RETURN {e¢}
3: Vs, sp88,=s do 3: end if
4 T+ {(ty ®t)|t €z(s1,0),1, € 4: R «~0,T +1,(e)
(s, OUT 5:Ve' €T do
5:  end for 6: R+ RUf(e)
6: end if 7: end for
7:RETURN T 8: RETURN R
(@) (b)
INPUT: e €E
REQUIRE: e¢#v Ae# &
1: U + units (e) INPUT: e €FE
2:T+¢ REQUIRE: e#v NAe# &
3: Vs € {allpermutationsof U} do 1:E, < {e},R <0
4: T « T Uz(s, root(e)) 2:P, <
5: end for 3: repeat
6: Vu, €U Nu; # v Nu, # € do 4: E, «0
70 S e (ui) 5: Ve €E, do
8 T U, Tl 6: P, < fp(H\P,
9: end for 7 VP, €2" do
10: RETURN T 8: E, < E, U f{factor(¢',P,)}
(c) 9: end for
10: P, <P, UP,
INPUT: fle,,....,e,l, 1
L forj 1] < nij+j+1 do 11:  end for
, 12 R<+<RUE.E, «E,
2: Vi €l1,Ve] €perturb(e;) do .
13:until £, =9

3: OUTPUT fe; /e 1(i)
4:  end for
5: end for )

(e)
6 BFREER-EAREALBEBFFNHANERZRE

Figure 6 Algorithms for exhaustively generate expressions from commutative, associative and distribution law. (a) The

14: RETURN R

parenthesization function z : S x {4, x} — 2F; (b) the expression perturbation main function perturb: E — 2F; (c) the
associative and commutative transformation function ta.c : E — 2F; (d) the factoring function for expression perturbation

f: E — 2F; (e) the test function for expression perturbation

H u; € units(e),n = |units(e)|. X PNEFHEE n F ow; FEEKEER, EARX 4 FRFEHRRIE
I, tae FTRAFEAE ) 1920 NASFI N K

Bl 6(d) & T AKX f: E — 28, BERE A TRE DI T EMEARAR
R, WATRXANFEIVENE T G EAEE tae M8 RUOE R4 By Se80s N #oe S50 Rk X
WH B, BHTAERTSCE LG X BRI @ AR R e, H AR A S AL
ol G BT toe BOR, MOXANEE R T B EA R ST LT

EX 3 (AR W L(G) NEFEE 1 ArE NETH A RS RAEE S 8. X TE
B a,bc,d € L(G), BATIR—MNERINFIER a x b+ ¢ x d PBER + A —DARREREE, M H
WY a=cilb=d.

TEE 6(d) 1, 2B 6 ATINRREL fp: B — 2P R T o HATA AR SKEREUI T A, FRATULARK
4 PERFIEA NG, BRSNS bR A R RS, A IETE 6(d) 2 8 4T
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(W51, 15200 A R SRS & B0 7= A A R AR RIA . A ERIER N N2~
AT A TR AR I, BN A 20 4 thRATTRIINF SIS — NS =AM i, I8 2t A2 BOR an
+a+y) xa+ (—(z+y) x b) BIER, ZHE A0S 580N TR =R AR GRS, R f
1ER 6(d) M6 3 AT RIEE 13 AT1EH ARk AR R TR 10 A R IR BUR, BRI A B EARRIE A A=
ARk

Bl 6(e) 25t T B A AMNREE, el 7R 2 7T 6(b) B LIS EREL perturb, 5
MNMRIRFF AN R EL [ P EARFKIEA. R perturb f=A4E T RIA XM A SLEIBEEM LA, A
MAESR 3 ATRHR A I — AN o) MAMAFARTIERK e MEH. WART L, XAFIEH
MR EL f T n NMRBUR £ T >R H fj=e10 0ejm10€, 06410 Oepn, H
F1<j<n 0 Br MEBNEGR . XTEWRERXNEE RO —MEARFEAHATHS), 1M
AR —AFIE T EIATIE. B R [ REE X e AT REES, EEN
KANKA e; BISEEIBEEM HARFIE XN EAERRE, TR RE £ BB LT, BT s
W f; AESEEUS b A RO e A AR R, PR R AT RE 8 o) LU ARV s B R f; M E R 2=
S, W f RV SEUE EAR e v, fER SIS B, RATRA T C M C++ 1B F HIERAS T ITHE
28 ROSE 15, ROSE #4845 M AL Bl S IE VAR (AST) BIMLH], AV T H A visitor B4
TR 6 N R B AR e U SV

3 BIEMi

BRSO RE BVE A R PR BUE V5 B R e M A AR R, e A AER It i, R BUE )
() — AR BN 78, (B BT SEAUE R 3 SO REEVEAS A I AR A U A AR K, B
i A M R R M () R 2 B R . Bt FHEARRE R e= (2 +y) x (y+2) x (2 +2) ,
AR 4 AL Nuac(e) = 7,437,513, 790, 586, 880, IX B k4 L AT Hu bk A SN AR FIE I
N EA X AL, fEART R, FRATRFH B A [ A0 SRk i o A 1) 8, 4 P i e 2
EAE A AT VR R SRR, AT AR 2 AT A Sk Bt i S (R sl i e 00, FH P mT ARG A
SRR SRR SR . T RT DASEA  FX BRR 5 AT AR A, DA B S A R BUR.

3.1 ZRITRHEZX

WA 2 A% AC B A 0 H 25 A, ] vt A (KA Y 22 A A B AT SR RE SRR vy T R AR S P A
e BT HRE BATNEAIB T AAAERCR U, R AT BRI 0% 1 S v A R RCR 12 —
MREFIIERTTIE. BATRA T OpenMP #HXF L ALF L ALELES (SMP) SitHEAT LML, SHEARIAN
FEARIR T EEORLEE , S I F 4R Fr ARG OS2 3247 8 23, FFFIH] OpenMP REIZ e 7 AAS[F]
LARHIE A B RIANR] b 2 25 B AR BE A5 4% 00 BIBAT

M3 5 ATBlE, HARE - ERHARE X BN BB PRI, A R IR R )
RAJZHET Nyae KK, BRBEEEHITHAEMRZER LG, BATAT LLIFAT IR G 1
i RS EATI, F35b, FEACHEE AN 2 R S B R AT 1R 2 TLAR O AT 5. R, 3R
MIEFAT FE A 3 B T ek A e & B2 SRR AN 28 DR R I 7.

K 7(a)~7(b) iR T ZRZANA)E HISCHREE & BT ¢, MARIRBUEE £ XU EIEA
OpenMP [f] parallel Z5H#EIFAT X BRI [FIZEAE ESAT. £ 7(a) o, 27E5S 3 4T3 1 528

8
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INPUT: ¢ €E
REQUIRE: e#vAe# &
1: E,«{e},R+ 0

2: P, 0
INPUT: ¢ €E 3: repeat
REQUIRE: ¢#v Ae# &£ 4: Ep+ 0
1: U < units(e) 5: parallel V ¢€E, do
2T+0 6: P < fp()\P,
3: parallel Vs € {allpermutationsof U} 7 parallel VP, €27 do
do 8: E, +E, U{factor(¢, P,)}
4: T «<T Ug(s,root(e)) 9: end parallel for
5: end parallel for 10:  end parallel for
6: parallel Vi, €U Au; #Zv ANu;, # € do 1: P, + U, e (P.UP,)
TS —r () 12: R<+R UE,
8 T+ U, Tlu/ujl 13: E «E,
9: end parallel for 14:until £, = ¢
10:RETURN T 15: RETURN R

(@) (®)
7 FHTRULEE
Figure 7 Multicore algorithms for expression perturbation. (a) The parallelized associative and commutative transfor-
mation ¢/, : E — 2F; (b) the parallelized factoring function f’: E — 2F

U PR EG, 7T AT BIR SANHEFROINSE 5 A B, H7E 6~9 4TI H Ao SRR
WA CAEN I HAT VL RIE AT, REE R, RAIATEE USRS 3 AT FIEE 6 MIHFAT A s LA L
5 ATHIEE 9 AT IEE A b AU R AR TR, 7R 7(b) TR, BB 5 ATHIEE T AT T IREN)
HATEEM, 55 5 1711 parallel Z5H0%EHRT H 5T 75 284 R X2 2 DA R FIRIAR, RIFATHMAR
APEHL. 28 7 4T parallel Z5HENRT R F —NRER o WARARKIRIUIA A, KHAT R A
AAEH. FFEERIE, XN EVERR T A AT AT E P4, &2 I T [R50 = A4
AT AN, ANREAT ROR F R A AT R el . Bk, ZEWURIHE NSV £ IR, | By = 1, W ZER
7(b) [EE 5 AT FFAT A BC B R Be AT — MR A ELiE AT, AL 13 7THiIE A B
PUG, FRREIE R KRB 5 1T 4 Bef3 B L 7 (R FF4T 70 .

N TR RIS ARZR ot — P Ak, ESEIIRAT BE I g, FATHIH T OpenMP 3.0 1
task HEME 16 FESZIL ¢ MR, FRATEMER 7 47 3800 52 2 e on i F A0 #e 45 S i SV kI IR, 9
TS 4 AT BRI & B A XTFEAS 1 17358 E R o e E R mHE T
OpenMP 3.0 [f] task 4L, 154 task IS IBAT, — ELHI4E LR 0] 2 3 FLEAT 45 LB 4. 7EiX — 2
2 B B SOEVER (abstract syntax tree, AST) Fr B & bl A B4, FATMEH T Map $idash
s 21 R BT e BARAE T s OG- T [mf, {H X il 2 iy SR L 2 B 14 [ 25 U5
#EEAE. T OpenMP A S ARG RSB IEE, FAVLEH OpenMP $E A1 B /FHILIL T — &
i e S Bk e M mD 07 25l T ARt S5 s, S sl nT LLAE 2 A TS ALT
R} AT TR RA R R BB AT TR AR BN R 78 5.3 DT RA TR S THE IAT AL A SZIR VA R

3.2 ERFREMUHEEL

FEREAFBEIRAN S, B HERFRIL A R RE I &, 1500755 2T i IiE I E S B 5
IRIPAT I, BATTRT DASZAE B rTAT PRI 2, RIS 95 R A R SE 808 B35 i SRR B A,
T 6 FL At — N BERLAAE, FF AR A e BORAE X BEAR Gt P o A Al v, X — S BATFR
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SR Y HE AP .

EX 4 (FEERS) X TRARFKIER e, ST HES G L AR STEUR S 13RI i B0y
Niac(e), TIEATHTHIE AR S FIREANEBOY L, BATIRZ I ee BRG], X T — kS0~ 2 ek
Ui, SHFERPR AL H A 45 H 1.

EX 5 (FAKE) AT ADFARFIE Al R 57 BN SR, BIR
IR NP HEAE B SEBUETC R € IR EL

PATFNIE, T2 AP AT I IRA R Nyae K, 10 124 B SCBRBURA A I E 20
SEIIREIRE R, HUTRA T

Nallthac ><ZVf- (5)

XA ARFRIERBEEER T, RERATT Nyae BEATFE 0 0IHMEE, 80T LLUERE Nay
ARG B IR RS R B X B A e g S 7 R IR AT L T

EFRATEFIEE 6(c) KT — T ARK 4, Nae WBEATARFIEXARIEAR R (HAKEN
1) B =3 voe (W4 aTRIA I H BTN n): B 6(c) 28 3 17 U FIEHBIAN L N, = nl,
H AT 2 PEMNNESEE N, = Cn—1) = % DA% EH A o B e 3t U v 75 81 £ B R 8
N, = H?:1 Ntac(ui)- R IRATTA

Niac =Np X N, x N,. (6)

AV BIEXNSEE N Neae BB E S L WHIFE 50T B A0 et 14 0= AR e A 1, B
REGAEGNTARZ L KB ZN WA L/ Neae - TR RIS LR 5P HEAT IR, BIFRAT R AL
AL EL SR H1) A K 20 BE B4 — 20 IF BRI IR H— Bk, RIEER A SRR S ORIIE

L, L. L. L

X X = . 7
Np Nz Nr Ntac ( )

Hrit, Ly /N, REHPIRBEFMEER, L. /N, RIS P IRIEFMARTT L, /N, 281D PRIEFER.
T HATTHE A28 BRI RBR A € SO F it

L, = L% L, = LWNi | L, = LW (8)

TESERR IO R, BAVIRAEAE S BRB 2 TSt N, (O (AR 4 % N, B —AN
PR, AR —R), A 4 TTRUE H, & F R0 SR MEE T N, b, AT L)
FISERACRE | M5 T IR0 A5 TE BB — M EE, FFBA = In Moo (THIAR 16 fE1FHIE

fB) VE R ZE . FATE
N ~ E I3 9)
N, x N, (n) : (

Horr T ARZIE M KN &, HABTTANEON n. HBLIRATAT DL

L In Nj-—In Np—In N lnNNN
r n Ny—InNp—In N pNz

T 1 — In N =L 3 ~ Lln(%)wH = Lln(%). (10)
D z

HAR 8 WATATBMSE] L = Ly, x L. x Ly, KT Ly, L. A1 L, #GZIEEL F23K 10 BROL, 3147
A A2
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INPUT: ¢e€E,L €N
1: U +—units(e)

INPUT: ¢c€E, L €N 2:T+9
1: U +units(e) 3: With Lk = |e|,n = |units(e)|,
2: T+ 0 solveEquation13 toderive L, and L,
3: With Lk = |e|,n = |units(e)|, 4: U, +{allpermutationsof U}
solveEquation13 toderive L, and Lz 5:parallel for i :=0; i< L,;i:=i+1 do
4: U, «+{allpermutationsof U} 6: begin critical
5:fori:=0;i<L,;i:=i+l do 7: Randomlypickany s €U,
6: Randomlypickany s €U, 8: Uy« U=
7. U, «<U-s 9: endcritical
8: T T U.(s,root(e), L;) 10: T T U, (s,root(e), L.)
9: end for 11:end parallel for
10: Vu;, € UNu; # v Au;# € do 12:parallel Vi, € UAu; # v Au; # € do
11:  SolveEquationl5 with L.k; = |u;| toget L,; 13: SolveEquationl5with Lk, = |u,]| toget L,;
12: S <t (u,L,;) 14: S <t/ (u,L,;)
13: T+ U e T uilui] 15: T+ U e T uilul]
14: end for 16:end parallel for
15: RETURN T 17:RETURN T
(@) (b)

8 MUBEHRTRESEELHREE

Figure 8 Fully optimized algorithms for associative and commutative transformation. (a) The Monte Carlo optimized
transformation 2. : E x N — 2F; (b) the parallelized Monte Carlo optimization 2. : F x N — 2F

1 ke
— Ly ~ In (&) — " ;
LT_1/me~ L) x L=1 , (11)
LyxL,=L/L,~L"V%,

EE, XBN e FRIGZRREL, MARFARIEN Mo 8 BIARK 11 BRI, AT LRS-
HELL:

In N, N
p=InNr~ B (12)
In . /<
k
In %lan ln,/%lnNz
Lp ~ L In Np N, 7Lz ~ In Np N X (13)

HARANX 11 G T Ly, BIEE)D BRI R ER ], 22 B At JA T 75 ZERE x5 —
BRI AT w; EIEIAS BT AR BOR ] L, .. RIRER, JAVER w; MR ki RAE A
K, IF Bl

Lo =] Lrisk = ki (14)
i=1 i=1
FATHEH .
b ki e
Ly~ LF ~L¥™Vir (15)

K 8(a) #iIA T A SRR P MR IS s G AL 12, - B x N — 28 Fignit— 1 a4k
BB T a2 BRI A e B R ], el T A 13 AR 15 13 3 BARSE A I
TP MR EUR B £ RARARREAL B, SO (0 # 5E AR AR R E PR Y, TR RE PRAIE£E 32 U3
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o B 2k 3 JH R AR REAS B R AR M, AT S At 4 SRATY SR A AR O Gt L. AE SR
3ATHANX 13 HHEW L, L. WMEIFES 5 7RIS 8 ATARIMEH]. 7658 11 Tl SR A 15 15
Ly IHFAESE 12 ATRREIAEH. TR 1SR ZE VAT SRR 2 kA H 1.

3.3 Z&Mk

K 8(b) iR T SEFR P HFE R FFATHIE 12 B x N — 28| lWRVESEA T MR RIIRAT SRAL )
S 5B 8(a) —FF, £ 8(b) 1IEE 3 ATHANX 13 MM L, L. MEIFESE 5 THE 10 17153
. 7258 13 4TI RN 15 T L, IFEAR 14 BB IAER. AITSEIl 7T SRR
HHF LR G,

K 8(b) 2 10 AT P E B AR KL 2/ FE ] 6(a) INHE T BB ST R UALRRA. e im0 X i
APRIHEEEER ] L. X0 735 5 AR AT /R, BLRRBEI 8(a) 26 8 AT HAGE] T {EH].

EX 6 (FHTibsd) —MREARREAILZFIMIT, MRS R T14, BATRA—
FESBE.

ERERNE, f5ES R MEARREAPHEARITH NI K, MAEARSE 8T AR
K. BIBLTER AR 6(c) 55 4 AT 7(a) 55 4 AT NG S 5095 2 12 8(a) 25 8 4THIE] 8(b)
55 10 AT P AR INES 5 583% 2/ #0007 DB A R S RE SR B L. RO RAE SIS, RE K
HARR S A TTAN L P EA IS 5 I FARRIE . S SRS A B XSaRE . flikess
BAFHO R T B E S RARRIE A, B — IR RCR 17 B &

(] SR SR B A A AT DA (R0, 5 B e R R 20 DR, LI 18] 8(b) 1SS 6 AT 215
9 47, AV 74> OpenMP H 7 {1l F X AR AL EEHEZ SR (e il 7, DAORIESVAR R fE. 72
P, FATRG I T E RS 0T A, XSRS TE e R B INSE S T, (B
BIEFE, N 5.3 NIITHESAORE, SrE (RS ML RS 2 n] dt— B 2P i/ .

4 S5 T

BAVEARFE R REN FIEI LI VTAGE5 R, DI FE R RCR. XS SEEG 24T T Hewlett-
Packard®xw4600 TAEu;. XA TAEUEACE 7 Intel Core 2 Quad Q9550 1) 4 #% CPU 1 4 G WAE, F
HIZAT T 64 ALARCAR] Ubuntu 10.04 #EAERGTLAL gee 4.4.3 WA G FEAS. FATRM T gee 4.4.3 A
E ) OpenMP 3.0 KZATEATH Z L FIE.

FERENHOR b, ARG 5 I ZE I3 7 R B E N PPAG 45 R Rt AR ek 1 ZE Pt
AL B R IRIE, A& — P ELECOR ST Al THE, 1138 5 R Bk 7 ESREN T AR 1k P 23R 3%
MER AR S R B E R K FZ R A 1) e M R, 7T T A RS [F 5
TG ILER. 2) EUREHZE R, E R AR SR R G A

A S RBHERUE LA 77 1H e FL BT FIAE AT 8 1038 73 MR g & 43 h 2 B ok, {H52 IE 4N Kahan
PR i, BUE S5 REE Rz U8 XA RBIER 12 BRI, B KL s
ZE G BOL R 1 120, BdEEY], ARSI ORI REME ABUE BN A e R BUE 5]
(1) 25 FAlE— 0 BRI
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FHEEE: F

1 double xi, xsi, A;
2xi=1;

3 A=random (20.0,30.0);

4 xsi = 2%Xi-A*Xi*Xi;

(a)

1 float a,b,c,d;
2 a=98765.0; b=1.0;
3 ¢=5.0e-8; d=5.0e-8;

4 float A=a*((b+c)+d);

(d)

1 float a, b, ¢, rl;
2 a=7; b=8686; c=2;

1 double x = 1.0;
2 for (i=1; i<=6; i++) {
3 x=0.5*x+ 2.0/x);
4

(b)

1 double alpha, NA re, Z, L, Lp, A:
27=4; A=26;re = 11.3;

3 alpha = 0.7; NA= 12.5;

4 L= log( 184.15 / pow(Z,1.0/3) );

5Lp= log( 1194.0 / pow(Z2.0/3) ):

6 double X0=(4.0*alpha*re*re)

®

1 float x,z;
2 x = random (0,1);

3 7= X*XFEXFEX-AFEXFEXF 6FXFX-4F X+ 1

©

1 int a=0; int b=0;

2 E = MatrixSolve (input);
3 for (j=0; j<n-1: j++){

4 a+= Yljl* EO][jl;
5 b= Y[jl* E[1][jl: }
6 for(i=1; i<n; i++)

7 Ml =( input[0] - b/a ) *

BB 44 % 510

8 exp(-a*1i)*( 1-exp(a));
3 rl=(-b+sqrt(b*b-4*a*c))/(2*a);

© (€

9  FARMEXAFIMILEEI K BRITER

Figure 9 Test subjects from the literature

4.1 THERBGI

FATHIVEAL T2 BRSPS A, — A K I BUE T AR AR TR B I 20 AR, FRA TR e 140
T — AN EEAR R IIRAE. X L8 FH 49 B LU R S et FRATT A AR SR B SRR I R et 1 2k
A, MRS LU RIB A 0 THARE R R AL 55— DGR IHIEEE T (GNU scientific
library, GSL)!9, ‘& e AR AT T AR S BRI A AR BT SR E b i) T (i .

K9 4 H T*H?%?Jkﬁﬁm{ﬂ RE N RIS EL, H Inv.e RET Goubault 25 PO [ T4, F5
AT IEATH RN 35 B 9(a) a7 H AR SR I BUE TH L 4, BR TR0, FRA1&ms 17 A
WIEAR R H 5 FIFERE T Goubault HISCHRIIEA K 9(c) [ Poly.c, ‘B2 — AN B A 2 Wit
S B 9(b) R Newton.c & —ANEWEEIL 2 AR, ©RE T Eggert 25 7 1) TAE;
9(d) #EIRM exp.c K HT Martel B, fif XA G MRAD B CIREUE 2Bk, B 9(e) fA
root.c 7& AN IR G FERMR I, &k H T Parker 25 19 () 3Cifik; sample_run.c K H T — MU L
FEFLAS P S E AN R UL LU B 2%, I o(f) 25 T Horh ek i BUE 5 AR B 9(g) iR
GM.c >R H T3k [22], FEHIR T — DI K AR B E T

FAVMEAN GSL A 1.11 AT VPAE, A 7 78 HAR— et JATIZ I GSL SO R kT, M

ARSI EE 1 48 AN FRE H N\ B 4 H 1R R BBO2EAT PRAL . T8 bR B0 iy N\ i HE SR BT R 7 . TR
ZRE A KRB AR LE i (e o sORER), 10 58 2 15 FH BEATLIU il A9 A= s AR HE I 1 31 3K 28 i
MU, SO FATMSE 7 BEATLIN R 1 A s A a2 =X m) 461 AR AR 46 A i . B2 R 48 A8 it 7 =X
Wr: FAE (—0.1,0.1) X[AIFEHNLAERR 30 DB, 78 (-, ) XIEBEALA A 30 AN, 78 (—100, 100)
X [ BEHLAE A 30 NG, FE= IR EIBENLAE R 30 ANAF]. L 120 ASFEIERATHE S ¥ 250 4i
(7 A, FAN, BATS € =5 x 10710 DL T = {0,1,7/2,2,m e}, WXT Vi e I, IATEX A
(i—eite) IR (—i—e, —i+e) BB 10 MAH (4 i =0 BFRATHI—K). XAEFRA TR
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102
—& - Inv.c

10 —%— Newton.c
—a&— Poly.c
—¥— exp.c

10-10 root.c
-0 sample_run.c

10716 ——GM.c

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
10 FAREXABOIMNERERNERORE
Figure 10 The maximal differences under value perturbation over the literary subjects
10° l— —_—
—& - Inv.c
10+ o x = - —x— Newton.c
R —a— Poly.c

L e

root.c

5%10°9 %_._Ml _*—_Q.,._§’__3;,§: AF.L_X_* =B . sample_run.c

——GM.c

5x1071°

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1'0 11 1'2 1'3 1'4 1'5 1'6
11 FREXAINRERERDEROTRAR

Figure 11 The coefficient of variation under value perturbation over the literary subjects

W1 GSL BRHUEILA ) 230 AT SKIEAT PR

4.2 i

B 10 AT 11 #3815 AR 5 F A AR BB T A R . FEVTAS 5L, AT IBNF S L &
WHENM T 2] 16 tLEE. BT k=0 BAEIE, SR THE W58 A, HomEmhn 3414
0 fi%‘lfl%T. X RE—A kA, IO FAT 1000 JRIRGA B G458, B 10 4 T 45
R, B 11 5 T s R AR R R AE] 10 FIRATRT LA 1, FEXTEPAAARZIFE T, il
BN GBI EREA EEEMEC R, WE 10 T3 7 REORE, WIS BE R 1M AL R 5> 1k
T4 Inv.c, Newton.c Fl sample_run.c FILFaE M exp.c, Poly.c, GM.c Fl root.c #HXF A FaE. 1E
10 o, AFaE AGIEE 1 LWRPEUEIRAN TR ZE R T 7 x 1077, TifasE i GRS T Btk 2
ANT 5 x 107 R 11 B AEEE FBIAR  REOR T 8 x 1078, 28440, HIRATIE 5 Lhir %
{HILBIT, root.c frH 45 A RECN 19.8. ke BT R EUNT 9 x 1079

A 9 A IEAS AT LUEER 70 A tH X S B BB THR T AR E R, exp.c 28 4 17465 B
INEGERAE—NEER b, I HE LA R, 7 — A RO E R Z=dE — R 1. T RAEXA
—MHERERER: axb+ax(c+d). Poly.c MENEERE » MEEHIEIBUE T RESIREGL 1, XA
SAEH ATHIRIER 2 = (2 — 1)* BFEE. root.c FA7E REAHTHE M, sqrt(b+ b — 4 % a * ¢) 7 root.c [
HUE IR b BME, Tt — B E PR IR E SR K. GM.c A It R PR 2 LA 1) 4% R H e
K, R EAR IR PR B (EAE R, B sample_run.c R FIRK, 7ESLEERE AN )
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* 1 FAREXANRENERXMGEITHER

Table 1 The statistical outputs under expression perturbation over the literary subjects

No. of Expressions 5 50 100 300 500 all
Tnv.c(48) (MD) 0 0 0 0 0 0
(cv) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Newton.c(56) (MD) 0 0 0 0 0 0
(cv) 0 0 0 0 0 0
Poly.c(~) (MD)  5.96x10~8 1.19x10~7 1.19x10~7 1.19x10~7 1.19x10~7 -
(cV) 5.4x1078 4.06x1078 3.60x1078 4.82x1078 4.82x1078 -

exp.c(168) (MD)  7.81x1073 1.56x 102 1.56x 102 1.56x 102 1.56x1072 1.56x1072

(cv) 3.64x10~8 4.80x108 5.23x108 5.05x108 5.05%x10~8 5.05%x10~8
(MD)  3.64x10712  7.28x10712  7.28x10712  7.28x10712  7.28x10712 -
(cv) 7.18x109 8.45%x1079 8.78x1079 8.06x10~9 8.18x1079 -
(MD)  2.27x10713  227x10713  227x10713  227x10713  2.27x10713  2.27x10713
(cv) 6.78x1079 6.09x1079 6.09x1079 5.99x10~9 5.90x1079 7.08x10~°

sample_run.c(—)

root.c(1920)

SN EARFIE IR L, (BrE AR FRE 1. XU P BB TH A B B RS e R AR K S IR

F 1 gt 7R R IR AR 1) S KRB VPG A5 51, RATRA 11 6(e) Firdtiadk (it ek Bk
FEREIX —VPAl. XTI R 58 A — BeARAD, FRATE IO B R AR R IE NSRS e &
1, FFar AL 5, 50, 100, 300, 500 HFHFE B R BT 5255 R DO BRI 8). FEXT AR L
ELECTRT RIS DL, AR 20 AT A I S 6 3050, DB B ST L gs . A hhre# R
il /N T BEAE SR AR I S R A sUR N, R e PR B S A 1. AR 3 B &S5
FARFL G RIG, FA DX LeEE R mil v FARZE M 7 2 8. H] Inv.c A1 Poly.c A% A7 BEHL
BARGER (W 9(a) 55 3 4T ALIE 9(c) 58 2 4T), BITTX AN G S R s # b gt — P E &R
PAT T 1000 K.

R 19, BB WATEEE, Kb — il R R EARRE NS RO R E, 5—1T
BN S RIA 7 R AR5 A & e T, JATIN T — DT RIE R AN AR LA
TESEEIR N SN RN L. T Poly.c, sample_run.c Al GM.c (9N 0E K, #EH T 3RATREA
JE AR e I VG, i H R 44 5 A 5 BRI S — BB (—) SRERoR.

EH A LS, Inv.c Fl Newton.c f&5E4FaE R, A SEHUs S I SRR Fk AR I w808
SEAEEAY, f g5 R e A L. sample_run.c Al root.c ZEFL IS N RILAIE R FEARFE E M, AT
ZERINAR S REUNT 9.00 x 1079, HZE/N T 8.00 x 10712, X EE MR LR i AR R IX AR
AR AMEAEIZ AN TG oo BB TH R AR E PR 2 SuE/E . Poly.c. exp.c Al GM.c AFE5E, exp.c AU H
RIERNFEARFE XA 168 DNRBI N FBCAEMIE R, RS R ZEARL 5.00 x 1073, Poly.c
M GM.c TEHIFEELZ I, 45 R ZE R HIET] T 1.19 x 1077 F1 3.22 x 1077,

Bl 12 25t T7E 5 LRRFLBh N R T 48 A GSL R ECR AR S HU NS O T % H 45 R i
KA 28, HAMANAE SO CAAE 5.1 NI R EAIREE. xF T4 — DI ek BoidE — Fh sl 5
LA, AT AP R IZAT 7 1000 UCRIRTHRA S Geit- 45 4L
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10120
10100
1080
1060
10%
1020
1020 l\.\ -,
> 1T H 9 9 e P B O PO O D SO P L P I LLL > N Ny w9 6 & & o VO
ISPNFOI SN NIV IC O fO N VS 2}@67}?‘ SO »o\@b\> SO AV AT AN AN ¥ ¥ CICICN S o) oF @l vl @il & L& g &7 &
SIS I A A M AE A OO ST i S o ST IR S A S e S N E ORI
P YR ‘1‘:}/%}/'}3%? A I A I S S S I I i I O 2SS IS IS e 62\5}/0?/%/&\0\ {8787
$ GGG 8T 8T 8T 57 87D DT8T 8D 97 37 87 87 8787 87 57 DI DI 37 SIS T I 81 81 & &7 5 &P 9321887
B3 T 3T ST @R e I EFF S ER eSS &
CCRSSE SCEEEE
L &' ¢ LA A

12 GSL 7 5-bit HERFDTHFMRBANRATERZHK

Figure 12 The maximum coefficient of variation of GSL under 5-bit value perturbation

* 2 GSL TREZFNHE-LEAMDRITER

Table 2 The statistical outputs under expression perturbation over the unstable functions in GSL

GSL func name Max MD Max CV Input
gsl_pow_2 0 0 any
gsl_-pow_3 0 0 any

gsl_sf_bessel_j0 1.26x 10117 2.07x10233 —1.48x102%6
gsl_sf_bessel_kO_scaled 0 0 any
gsl_sf_bessel_K1 1.42x10~ 14 4.90x10—29 8.15x102
gsl_sf_bessel_K1_scaled 1.42E-14 4.90x10—29 9.98x1073
gsl_sf_bessel_y0 1.11x10~16 2.75x10733 9.98x103
gsl_sf_bessel_y1 2.22x10716 8.24x10733 3.67x10!
gsl_sf_hazard 1.11x10~16 2.75x10733 3.67x 10!
gsl_sf_log_erfc 9.86x 10732 8.06x10~64 —1.00x10°
gsl_sf_bessel_Y1 4.90Ex 1055 5.83x 10110 1.54x10~72

IR RmE, SR r g WA ST LA http://seg.nju.edu.cn/eytang/numerical perturbation/GSL
Result.tar.gz A& NE. XTF—DRECRU, (ARG RKE, 8 R1Z R RBEEARIR
K, B, XF A% gsl sf bessel 11 scaled H M 1 2] 16 MIHEBNELR TR 5 REAAE 1.25 x 10717
P 1.42 x 10717 Z 6], gslsferf £ 1 LURFIRBNEEE T HIERKA S R HON 1.11 x 10716, I A b i
AN 15.2, THAE 16 LERFARBIIE S T I RKAL S R BN 1.07 x 10710, LI (R 8 A 78.1; 1A
MR U Tl 25 AR S R ERIROR, B4R 48 DNRELAE 6 LR ISR 4T 138 o BB 7 1L 3
1.12 x 10266,

7R 12 B, BEARKREE T AR R B0, NAARR X B FE R it 5 R A T A s
AN RS e R, A G R OG0B bR IR S BBURK, EL N gslosf bessel jO 1 gsl_sf_bessel K1 )%
KA T RE AIER] T 1.62 x 10131 1 1.64 x 1026, MR 2 R EU AL 7 RELLECD, HPg 30 ANt
38 7 RBUNT 1. X8R 3 AR K 1 R 8O P RE 2 RO BUE PN I ety SR Y, DR 3RA T 77 22
2 PR 58 el

F 2903 T 12 AR REGHEIE 1.00 x 1090 1) & Ffiudt — B A B i ad 45 . e 5T GSL
BRECR A T ABUE SRR A AR . AR 17 6(e) BTtk i Matid 2ok 58 miix — Pl
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Time (s) m Serial time m Parallel time
4.5x10°

3x10°

1.5x10°
8x10*

(it (Il

4x10?

G722 ///M// ////W 7
Inv. c | Newton. ¢ | Poly. ¢ | Exp. ¢ | Root. ¢ ‘Sample_run. c GM. ¢
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Figure 13 Time comparison between normal algorithms and parallelized algorithms
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Table 3 The time distribution of traditional and optimized perturbation algorithms

Total time Factoring Transformation
Inv.c 0.027437/0.027142 0.005813/0.007231 0.016757/0.016062 0.004498/0.003433
Newton.c 0.032869/0.029208 0.014582/0.012243 0.013956/0.013746 0.003929/0.002766
Poly.c 440247/153767 439844/153413 377.56/178.431 0.01/0.118719
exp.c 343.534/117.576 217.974/68.4206 125.477/49.0653 0.082257/0.089394
sample_run.c 81.0119/77.7316 3.80812/0.297882 77.0721/77.2448 0.130891/0.18807
root.c 375.198/317.71 84.0325/25.8341 267.7/268.351 23.4645/23.5243
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Abstract For efficiency, Many numerical programs are based on fixed-precision floating point numbers. How-
ever, it is very hard to guarantee the correctness of these programs during the propagation of the numerical
errors. This paper presents an automatic approach that helps the developers detect the instabilities in their
programs. The insight of our approach is by systematically perturbing the underlying numerical calculation,
we can estimate the potential instabilities of numerical programs. We presents two concrete perturbations in
our approach: value perturbation and expression perturbation. Value perturbation replaces the least significant
bits of each floating-point value in the code, while expression perturbation changes the numerical expressions in
programs to mathematically equivalent forms. We then compare the executions of these “equivalent” forms to
help discover and remedy potential instabilities. We use a few techniques to optimize our perturbation approach.
When users have powerful computing hardwares, a multi-core algrithm helps them to improve the performance of
our perturbation. And when users have limited computing resources in their platform, we also present a Monte
Carlo method to get acceptable results efficiently. The evaluation results on a few literary programs and the GNU

scientific library (GSL) show the practicability and effectiveness of our perturbation approach.

Keywords numerical computing, floating-point, program instabilities, perturbation, software testing
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